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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

'i  THIRD   SERIES: 

t 

COMMENCING    WITH    THE    ACCESSION    OF 

WILLIAM    IV. 

54    VICTORlJa,    1890. 91^ 


VOL.    CCCXLIX. 


OOMPBISING     THE     PERIOD    FROM 
THE     TWENTY-FIFTH     DAY      OF     NOVEMBER,      1890, 

TO 

THE      FOURTH       DAY      OF       FEBRUARY,       1891, 


^mi  Bahxmt  of  t^t  S^tnmn. 

THE    HANSARD    PUBLISHING    UNION,    LIMITED, 

GBBAT       QUBEN       STREET,       LINCOLN'S       INN       FIELDS,       W.G., 
PBINTEBS,      PUBLISHEBS,      AND      PB0PBIEIOB8      OF 

"HANSARD'S    PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES." 

UNDBB      CONTRACT      WITH      H.M.      QOYERNHENT. 

1891. 


(^jtmab^l  of  Hattsarys  §tMti. 


The  PARLIAMENTAEY  HISTORY  containa  all  that  oan  be  collected  of  the  Le^sktive  ffistory  of  thi» 
country  from  the  Conqueet  to  the  cloae  of  the  XVUlth  Oentmy  (1803),  36  voIb.  The  chief  sourceB  whence 
thefte  DehElee  are  deriyed  are  the  Conatitiitioniil  Hifltorr,  24  vola* ;  Sir  Simonda  D'Ewea*  Journal ;  Debate* 
of  the  Commons  in  1620  aod  1621 ;  Chandler  and  Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols.  [  Grey't  Debates  of  the 
Common*,  from  1667  to  1694»  10  vols,;  Almon*8  Dobatee,  24  volt.;  Debrett's  Debate8»  6S  voU.  ^ 
Hardwicke  Papers  [  Debates  in  Parliaineiit  b7  Dr.  Johnson,  &o.,  ftc* 

The  FABLIAMIENTAEY  DEBATES  commenoe  with  the  year  ieoa»  and  the  contents  are  set  forth 
the  following  Chrcmological  Table  :— 


HI8T0EY. 

COKaUEST  to  U  GEO.  XL 

1066  to  1760, 

VoL  1    to  16,  1  Will,  L  to  S4 

Gio.  n.  1066-1760 

REIGN  OF  GEORGE  HI. 

1760  to  1820. 

Yol.  U  to  36,  1  Gbo.  m.   to   40 

Gio,   III.  1760*1800. 

(FiasT  Pi^aLiAHiNT.) 

—  35.,,.4lG»o.  ni...  IBOl 

—  36..,. 42        —        ..   1803 

(Sbcokp  Parlumbwt.) 

—  8e....43GBO.  in  ,,   1803/3 


DEBATES. 
JFitjjt  Sbnin, 

(Bboond  Pi^aiiAMBNT  —  eontinu0d.) 
Vol.  llo  3  .44  Gio.  III.     1803/4 

—  »  „6..46  —         1806 

—  e  „7.»46  —         1806 

Third  Pi^aLtAMBNT.) 

—  » to  9. ,47  —        1806/7 
(Fourth  Pahliamrkt.) 

—  9toll..48  —        1807/B 

—  1%  „  14.49  —  I80» 

—  16  ,,  17..50  -  leio 
^18„20,.61  -  1810/11 

—  81„23..62  -  1812 

(Fifth  PAauAMiifT.) 

-^24  to  26,. 63  —  1812/13 

—  27m28..64  -  1813/14 

—  29  ,.  3L.66  —  1814/16 

—  12  ,,  34,.66  —  1816 
^  n  „  36..67  —  1817 

—  87„38..68  ^  1818 

(Sixth  PAaitAicaKT.) 
'89to40..69  —         1819 

—  41  —    ..60  —        1819/20 

Seconli  Zttm. 

REIGN  OF  GEORGE  IV. 
1820  to  1830. 

(SaVENTM    PAaLiAMMNT^) 

Vol.  I  to  3.. I  0BO.  IV.  1820 

—  4  „    6..2            —  1821 
^     6  „   7«3            —  1822 

—  8  „    9..4  —  1823 

—  XO  „  a. .6  —        1824 

—  12  „  13..6  —         1826/6 

—  14  „  16.7  -         1826 


(Eighth  PAanAHawT.) 

Yol.  16      — ..  7  Oao.  IV.  1826 

—  17     8        —        1827 

—^    18  to  19..  9        —         1828 

—  20  „  21.J0        —        1829 

—  21„26..11         —        1880 


REIGN  OF  WILLIAM  IV, 
1830  to  1837. 

(NufTH   PAHLIAHHIfT.) 

Vol,    I  to  3., I WiM.* IV  1810/1 

(Tbmth  Pahltambht.) 

—  4  to  8. .2       ^        1811 

—  9  „  14. .8        —        1881 

(ElBYBNTH  PAHLlAKBirT.] 

—  16  to  20, *4        —        1833 

—  21  „  26. .6        —         1834 

(TwBLFTK  PABLlAltlXT.) 

—  26  to  30. ,6   —    1836 
--  31  „  S5.,7   —    1836 

—  36  „  38, ,8    —    1837 


EEIGN  OP  VICTORIA 
1837  to 

(ThI&TBBKTH   PAHLtAMBMT.) 

Vol.  39  to  44 ..  1  ViCTOHiA  1838 

—  46  „  60., 2        —         1839 

—  61  „  66. .8        —        1840 

—  66  ».  68, .4        —(a)  1841 

(FeoaTBBMTH  FAHLlAMBirr,) 


69    —  ..  4 

60  to  66..  6 

66  „  71,.  fi 

72  „  76..  7 

77  „  82..  8 

83  „  88..  9 
89  „  94. ,10 


—  (b)  1841 

—  1842 

—  1848 

—  1844 

^  1846 

—  1846 

—  fa)  1847 


(FiyTBBNTH  Parliambmt,} 
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96 to  101.. U 
102  ,,107..  12 
108„113,,13 
114„U8..14 
119^122. ,16 


^  (b)  1847 

—  1848 

—  1849 

—  1860 

—  1861 
~{a)  1862 


(SiSTBBWTH  PAHLUMBlfT.} 

VoH23    —  . ,  16  ViOT.  (b)  1862 

—  124tol29..16     ^        1868 

—  130  „  136..  17      -        1864 

—  136  „  139.,  18      —        1866 

—  140.,  143. ,19      ->        1866 

—  144    *^  ,.20      —(a)  1867 

(Bbtbntbbntu  Paeliambitt) 

—  146tol47.,20      ^(b)  1867 

—  148„16l..2l      —        1868 

—  162.,  163,.  22      —(a)  1869 

(ElOKTBBIfTH  PaHLIAICBHT.) 

—  164tol66,.22  ^(b)  1869 

—  166, ,160., 28  —  I860 

—  161  ,,164. .24  —  1861 

—  166  „  168,,  26  ^  1862 

—  169  „  172., 26  -^  1868 

—  173  ,,176. .27  —  1864 

—  177.,  180..  28  —  1866 

{Hiwbtbbntk  Pabx^iamekt.) 

<-181tolS4,.29      —         1866 

—  186  „  189.. 30      —        1867 

—  190  ,,193., 31      ^         1867/8 

(TWBNTIBTH   PaHLIAMBNtO 

—  194  to  198,. 32  »  1868/9 

—  199,,  303,, 38  —  1870 

—  204„2U8,.34  —  1871 

—  209  ,,213., 36  —  1872 

—  214  „  217,. 36  —  1878 

(TWBWTT-FIKftT    PABLIAMBlfT,) 


218to221..37 

-  222  „ 226,, 38 
■  227 „  231., 39 
*  232,,  236., 40 
'237,»242..41 
-243  ,,249,, 42 
260     251, .43 


—  1874 

—  1876 

—  1876 

—  1877 

—  1878 

—  1878/9 

—  (a)  1880 


(TWBNTT'HBCOND  PaRLIAMBNT.) 

—  262 to  266  .43  —  (b)  1880 

—  257  ,,256., 44  —  1881 

—  266,,  273.. 46  —(a)  1B82 

—  274  ,,276,.  46  —(b)  1882 

—  276  .,283.,  46  —  1883 

—  284  ,,292.. 47  —  1884 

—  293  ,,301.. 48  —  1884/6 

(TWBNTY-THIRO    PARLIAMBIfT.) 

—  302  to  307..  49      —(a)  1886 
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THE   MINISTEY 

Of  the  Most  Noble  the  Mahquess  of  SAUSBUEY,  K.Q-., 
At   the    OPENiNa   of  the   Session  on   the    25th   November, 


1890. 


THE  CABINET. 


Prime  MiniBter  and  Secretary  of  State  forl^ 

Foreign  Affairs / 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury    . 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Englsuid 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland    . 
Lord  President  of  the  Council    . 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . 

Lord  Privy  Seal         

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  . 
Secretary  of  State  for  War    . 
Secretary  of  State  for  India 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
President  of  the  Board  of  Ag^culture 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
President  of  the  Local  Govemment  Board 

NOT  IN 


Most  Hon.  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  E.G-. 

Right  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

Kight  Hon.  Lord  Halsbuby. 

Kight  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cranbrook,  G. C.S.I. 

Right  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 

Right  Hon.  Earl  Cadooan. 

Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  Knutsford,  G.C.M.G. 

Right  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cross,  G.C.B. 

Right  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  George  Francis  Hamilton. 

Right  Hon.  Duke  of  Rutland,  G.C.B. 

Right  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks  Beach,  Bart. 

Right  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Ritchie. 

THE  CABINET. 


Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education 


H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  E.G. 

\  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Bart. 

Secretary  for  Scotland  and  Vice  President!  tj.  vx  tt««  jur^r^^^^na  ^*  t^^ttt.^  it  t 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department .    /  ^^«^*  ^^^-  Marquess  of  Lothian,  K.T. 

^  BdlS^'""^''  '''   ^^'^'  ^"""^  ^""^^ •}  ^^^*  ^'''''  ^^^"^  ^''''''^  Plunket. 

("Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury 


Lords  of  the  Admiralty 


Joint  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury   . 

Secretairy  to  the  Admiralty 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade     . 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Govemment  Board 
Under  Secretary,  Home  Department 
Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department 
Under  Secretary  for  Colonies . 
Under  Secretary  for  War 


<  Colonel  Sir  William  Hood  Walrond,  Bart. 

(Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Matwbll,  Bart. 

rVice  Admiral  Sir  R.  V.  Hamilton,  K.C.B.,  Vice 

J     Admiral  J.  O.  Hopkins,  Captain  F.  G.  D.  Bbd- 

i     ford,   C.B.,  Vice  Admiral  H.  Fairfax,  C.B., 

t     Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 

JArbtas  Akers-Douglas,  Esq. 

\  Right  Hon.  William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Arthur  Bower  Forwood,  Esq. 

Right  Hon.  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

Walter  H.  Long,  Esq. 

Charles  Beilby  Stuart  Wortley,  Esq. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  James  FBRGussoN,Bart.,  G.O.SJ. 

Right  Hon.  Baron  Henry  db  Worms. 

Right  Hon.  Earl  Brownlow. 

Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  Q.C. 


Under  Secretary  for  India 

Paymaster  General Right  Hon.  Lord  Windsor. 

Postmaster  General         ....        Right  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes. 

Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department    Hon.  W.  St.  John  Brodrick. 

Judge  Advocate  General        .        .  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Thackeray  Marriott,  Kt. 

Attorney  General Sir  Richard  Everard  Webster,  Q.O. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

.    Right  Hon.  James  Patrick  Bannerman  Robbrtoom 

Sir  Charles  John  Pbarson,  Kt. 
IRELAND. 

Right  Hon.  Eiirl  of  Zetland. 
Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden. 

Solicitor  General    .  ...        J.  Atkinson,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Mouitt-Edgcumbe. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 


Lord  Advocate 
Solicitor  General 

Lord  Lieutenant 
Lord  Chancellor 


Master  of  the  Horse 

Treasurer  of  the  Household 

Comptroller  of  the  Household 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  . 

Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gtotlemen  at  Arms 

Captain  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard 

Master  of  the  Buddiounds 

COiief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal      . 

IBrtrefls  of  the  Bobes     .... 

VOL.  COCXLIX 


His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland. 
Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Radnor. 
Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hiij:.. 
Right  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 
Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Yarborougk. 
Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Limerick. 
Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Coventry. 
Colonel  Sir  G.  A.  Maude,  K.C.B. 
Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Buccleuch. 

[third  serhel]        t    ^    ] 


EOLL    OF    THE 
LORDS    SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAT. 

ts 

The  Sixth  Session  of  the  Twentt-Fotjeth  Paeliamemt 

OF 

THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


540   VICTOEIiE,   1891. 


Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament,  when  the  House  appoints  a  Select  Com- 
mittee,  the  Lords  (pointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Banh, 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


His  Eoyal  Highness  The  Prince  of 

Wales. 
His  Eoyal    Highness  AiiFREd  Ernest 

Albert  Jhike  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Arthur  William 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connaught 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Albert  Victor 
Christian  Edward  Duke  of  Clarence 

AND  AVONDALB 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 


His  Eoyal  Highness  George  William 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. 

Hardinge  Stanley  Lord  Halsbury, 
Lord  High  Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  Tork. 

Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook,  Lord 
President  of  the  Council, 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan,  Lord 
Privy  Seal. 

[    62     ] 


EOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 


Henby  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Harl  Marshal 


Abohibald  Henbt  Algeriton  Duke  of 

Somerset. 
Charles  Henry   Duke  of  Eichmont. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grapton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

WiLLi^LM  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Gk>DOLPHiN  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

John  James  Eobebt  Duke  of  Eutland. 

"William  Alexander  Loins  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  {Duke  of  Hamilton, ) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

George  Victor  Drogo  Duke  of  Man- 
chester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 

Sutherland. 
Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 
Alexander  William  George  Duke  of 

Fife. 

Augustus  John  Henry  Beaumont  Mar- 
quess of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     Villiers      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Eobebt  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 

Salisbury. 
John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 
James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.     {Duke 

o/Ahercorn.) 
Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 
John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 
William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 
Wiluam  Marquess  of  Northampton. 
John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 


Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 
George  Henry   Hugh    Marquess    of 

(yHOLMONDELEY. 

George  William  Thomas  Marquess  of 

AlLESBURY. 

Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 

Bristol. 
Archibald  Marquess  of  Atlsa. 
CoNSTANTiNE  Charles  Henry  Marquess 

of  Normanby. 
George    Frederick  Samuel  Marquess 

of  ElPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 
Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 
Frederick  Temple  Marquess  of  Duf- 

FERIN  AND  AvA. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
CUMBE,  Lord  Steward  of  the  Households 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom,  Lord  Chamber- 

lain  of  the  Household, 
Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 

BUBY. 

Edwabd  Henby  Earl  of  Debby. 
Wabneb  Fbancis  John   Plantagenet 

Earl  of  Huntingdon. 
Geobge  Egbert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 

BBOKE  AND  MONTGOMEBY. 

Edwabd  Baldwin  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henby  Chables  Earl  of  Suffolk  ani> 
Bebkshibe. 

EuDOLPH  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Fbancis  William  Henby  Earl  of  West* 

MOBLAND. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 
Earl  of  Stamfobd. 


MuBBAY  Edwabd  Gobdon  Earl  of  Win- 

CHILSEA  AND  NOTTINGHAM. 

Edwyn  Fbancis  Earl  of  Chestebfield. 

Edwabd  Geobge  Henby  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 
Abthub  Algebnon  Earl  of  Essex. 
Geobge  James  Earl  of  Cablisle. 

William  Henby  Walteb  Earl  of  Don- 
CASTEB.  {Buke  of  Buccleuch  and  Queens- 
herry,) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbuby. 

Earl  of  Bebkeley. 


Montagu  Abthub  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Aldbed  Fbedebick  Geobge  B£besfobi> 

Earl  of  SCABBBOUGH. 

Geobge  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemable. 


SPIEITUAL  AND  TEMPOKaL. 


George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey- 
William  Hexry  Earl  Poulett. 

John  Francis  Ebskine  Earl  of  Mar. 
{Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Sholto  George  Watson  Earl  of  Mor- 
ton.    {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Claude  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  Kino- 
horn.     {Elected for  Scotland.) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Frederick  Henry  Earl  of  Lauderdale 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlie. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

George  John  Earl  of  Northesk.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Douglas  Mackinnon  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  DuNDONALD.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth  , 

■Charles  Earl  of  Tankerville. 

Charles  Wightwick  Earl  of  Aylesfokd. 

Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowpek. 

Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholmk  Earl 
of  Macclesfield. 

Douglas  Beresford  Malisb  Eonald 
Earl  Graham.     {Duke  of  Jifontrose.) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Oharles  Augustus  Earl  of  Hahrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Carr  Earl  ol  Buckinghamshire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Firz- 
wtlliam. 

Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

William  Earl  of  Eadnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.   {Marquess  of  Downshire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 


John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 

{Duke  ofAthole.) 
William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 

CUMBE.      {In    another   Place  as  Lard 

Steward  of  the  Household.) 
Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 
George  Edward  Stanhope  Molyneux 

Earl  of  Carnarvon. 
George    Henry   Earl   Cadogan.     {In 

another  Place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 
Edward  James  Earl  of  Malmksbury. 

John   Vansittart    Danvers    Earl    of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland. ) 

Henry    Ernest    Newcomen    Earl    of 

Kingston.     {Elected  for  Ireland. ) 
Dermot  Robert   Wyndham    Earl    of 

Mayo.     {^Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Hugh    Earl   Annesley.      {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Cecil  Ealph  Earl  of  Wicklow.  {Elected 

for  Ireland. 
John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Clon- 

MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

George  Earl  of  Lucan.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Somerset  Eichard  Earl  of  Belmore. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.   {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
James  Earl  of  Caledon.      {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
James  Francis  Harry  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 

William     George     Egbert    Earl    of 

Craven. 
William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 
Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 
Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 
Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 
Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 
Lawrence  Earl  of  Eosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Bar- 

ROWBY. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  oi  Harewood. 
WiLUAM  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 
Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 
James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 


EOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 


Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 

Brownlow. 
Henry  Cornwallis  Earl  of  St.  Gee- 

]£tVN8. 

Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 
Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

EiCHARD  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

George  Edward  John  Mowbray  Earl 

of  Stradbroke. 
William    Stephen    Earl    Temple    of 

Stowb. 
Francis   Charles  Earl  of  Kilmorey. 

{Elected  far  Ireland.) 
Charles  Stewart  Earl  Vane.  {Marquess 

of  Londonderry,) 
William  Archer  Earl  Amherst. 
John  Frederick  Yaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 
WiLUAM  George  Earl  of  Munster. 
Egbert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 

Camperdown. 
Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 
John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 
Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 
Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 
Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 

BOROUGH. 

James  Henry  Egbert  Earl  Innes.  {Duke 
of  Roxhurghe.) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

WiLUAM  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles  William  Francis  Earl  of 
Gainsborough. 

Francis  Charles  Granville  Earl  of 
Ellesmere*. 

George  Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Straf- 
ford. 

Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 

TENHAM. 

William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 
Archibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 

{Earl  of  Eglintoun.) 
WiLUAM  Humble  Earl  of  Dudley. 
John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Eussell. 
Francis  Earl  of  Cromartie. 
John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 
BiOHARD  Earl  of  Dartrey. 
WiLUAM  Ernest  Earl  of  Fsversham. 
Hknry  Georgia  Earl  of  Eavensworth. 


Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granvillb 
Earl  of  Wharncuffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

Herbert  John  Earl  Cairns. 

Edward  Egbert  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytion. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom.  {In  another 
Flace  as  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the  Howe- 
hold.) 

George  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 

EouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne. 

Walter  Stafford  Earl  of  Iddeslbigh. 

CoRNWALUs  Earl  de  Montalt. 

William  Henry  Forester  Earl  of 
Londesborough. 

Egbert  Yiscount  Hereford. 

James  David  Yiscount  Strathallan. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Henry  Yiscount  Bolingbroke  and  St. 
John. 

Evelyn  Edward  Thomas  Yiscount  Fal- 
mouth. 

George  Master  Yiscount  Torrington. 

Gerald  Yiscount  Leinstek.  {Duke  of 
Leinster.) 

Francis  Wheler  Yiscount  Hood. 

Mervyn  Edward  Yiscount  Powerscourt, 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  William  Crosbie  Yiscount  Ban- 
gor.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

CoRNWALLisYiscountHAWARDEN.  {Elec- 
ted for  Ireland.)  {In  another  Place  09 
Earl  de  Montalt.) 

Carnegie  Parker  Yiscount  St.  Yinoent. 

Henry  Yiscount  Melville. 

William  Wells  Yiscount  Sidmouth. 

John  Campbell  Yiscount  Gordon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edward    Fleetwood    John    Yiscount 

EXMOUTH. 

John  Luke  George  Yiscount  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

EicHARD  Somerset  Yiscount  Clancarty. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Henry  Yiscount  Comber- 
mere. 

Henry  Charles  Yiscount  Canterbury. 

EowLAND  Clegg  Yiscount  Hill. 

Charles  Stewart  Yiscount  Hardinge. 

George  Stephens  Yiscount  (Jough. 

Charles  Lindley  Yiscount  Halifax. 

Alexander  Nelson  Yiscount  Brid- 
port. 


SPnaTUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


William    Henry   Berkeley  Viscount 

PORTMAN 

Gathorne  Viscount  Oranbrook.  (In 
another  Place  as  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.) 

Robert  Viscount  Sherbrooke. 

Henry  Bouverie  Willlam  Viscount 
Hampden. 

Garnet  Joseph  Viscount  Wolseley. 

AViLLiAM  John  Viscount  Oxenbridge. 

Richard  Assheton  Viscount  Cross. 

Frederick  Bishop  of  London. 

Brooke  Foss  Bishop  of  Durham. 

Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Winchester. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

Charles  John  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
AND  Bristol. 

James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

AViLiJAM  Connor  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough. 

Harvey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Arthur  Charles  Bisliop  of  Bath  and 
Wells. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Anthony  Wilson  Bishop  of  Rochester. 

William  Dalrymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liverpool. 

Ernest  Roland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

George  Howard  Bishop  of  Truro. 

WiuJAM  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

George  Bishop  of  Southwell 

William  Boyd  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

Edward  Henry  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

John  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 

Alwyne  Bishop  of  Ely. 

Henry  Thurstan  Lord  Knutsford. 
(One  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Se- 
cretaries of  State.) 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  de  Ros. 

Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 

George  Manners  Lord  Hastings. 

Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifford. 

Gilbert  Hskry  Lord  Willouohby  db 
Eresby 

Charles  Henry  Rolle  Lord  Clinton. 

Robert  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 
2i0ucnB  OF  Haryngworth. 


Rawdon  George  Grey  Lord  Grey  de 

RUTHYN. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 

REAUX .     {I^arl  of  Loudoun . ) 
Francis  Robert  Lord  Camoys. 
Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 
Henry  Lord  Willouohby  de  Broke. 
Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Vaux  of 

Harrowden. 
Ralph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 
Alfred  THOMAsTowNSHENoLordBRAYE. 
Robert  George  Lord  Windsor. 
William  Henry  John  Lord  North. 
Beauchamp  Mowbray  Lord  St.  John  of 

Bletso. 
Frederick  George  Lord   Howard  de 

Walden. 
William  Joseph  Lord  Petre. 
John  Fiennes  Lord  Saye  and  Sele. 

John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  War- 
dour. 
John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton,     {^arl  of 

Darnlet/.) 
John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer. 
Henry  George  Lord  Teynham. 
Augustus  Frederick  Fitz-herbert  Lord 

Stafford. 
George  Frederick  William  LordB  yron. 
Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of 

Chudleigh. 
William  Coutts  Lord  Ashford. 
Horace    Courtexay    Gammell     Lord 

Forbes.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Alexander  William  Frederick  Lord 

Saltoun.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Charles     William     Lord     Sinclair. 

{^Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Charles  Lord  Blantyre.     {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 
Alexander   Hugh    Lord   Balfour  of 

BuRLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Walter  Hugh  Lord  Polwarth.  {Elected 

for  Scotland,) 
Richard  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 

Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,) 
George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Kinnoul,) 
DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Jjord  Mid- 

DLETON. 

Frederick  George  Brabazon  Lord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  Besshorough,) 

Alfred  Nathaniel  HoLDEN  Lord  Scars- 
dale, 

George  Florance  Lord  Boston. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


Charles  Geoege  Lord  Lgvell  and  Hol- 
land.    {JSarl  of  JSgmont.) 

Gborqe  William  Henry  Lord  Yernon. 

Edward  Henry  Trafalgar  Lord  Digby. 

GEORGEDouGLAsLordSuNDRiDGE.  (Duke 
of  Argyll) 

Martin  Bladen  Lord  Hawke. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 

Thomas  Lord  "WAXsiNGiLiM. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Richard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry  George  Lord  Lovaine. 

Philip  Reginald  Lord  Somers. 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Berwick. 

Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 
(^Marquess  of  Waterford.) 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Cvrleton.     {Earl 

of  Shannon.) 
Charles  Lord  Suffield. 
Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 
Lloyd  Lord  BIenyon. 
Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 
George    Augustus     Hamilton     Lord 

FiSHERWiCK.  {Marquess  of  Donegall.) 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 

Gage,) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 
William  Morton  Lord  Auckland. 
Charles  George  Lord  Lytteltox. 
Henry  George  Lord  Mendip.   ( Viscount 

Clifden,) 
George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 

(Earl  of  Moray.) 
Alan  Plantagenet   Lord  Stewart  of 

Garlies.  {Earl  of  Galloway.) 
James  George  Henry  Lord  Salters- 

FORD.     {Earl  of  Courtown.) 
William    Lord    Brodrick.      {Viscount 

Midleton.) 
Frederick  Henry  William  Lord  Cal- 

thorpe. 
Peter  Robert  Lord  Qwydir. 
•Charles  Robert  Lord  Carrington. 
WiLiJAM  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 
Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 


Edward    Donough     Lord    Inchiquik^ 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John    Thomas    William  Lord  Massy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Francis     William     Lord     Kilmaine. 

{Elected  fsr  Ireland.) 
Robert  Lord  Clonbrock.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Charles  Mark  Lord  Headley.  (  Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Crof- 

TON.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Hercules    Edward    Lord    Langford. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Dayrolles    Blakeney   Lord  Ventry. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Eyre  Challonbr  Henry  Ijord  Clarina. 

( Elected  for  Ireland. ) 
Henry  Francis  Seymour  Lord  Moore. 

{Marquess  of  Drogheda.) 
John  Henry  Lord  Loftus.     {Marquess 

of  Ely.) 
William  Lord   Carysfort.       {Earl  of 

Carysfort.) 
George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 
Charles  Towry  Hamilton  Lord  Ellen- 
borough. 
Augustus     Frederick    Arthur    Lord 

Sandys. 
Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield.) 
William  Macnaghten  Lord  Erskine. 
George  John  Lord  Monteagle.     {Mar- 
quess of  Sligo.) 
Bernard   Arthur    William    Patrick 

Hastings  Lord  Granard.     {Earl  of 

Granard.) 
HuNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  I^Llnners. 

John  Adrian    Louis  Lord  Hopetoun. 

{Earl  of  Hopetoun.) 
Richard  Lord    Castlemaine.     {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Charles  Lord  Meldrum.     {Marquess  of 

Muntly.) 
LowRY     Egerton     Lord     Grinstead. 

{Earl  of  Enniskillen.) 
William    Hale   John    Charles    Lord 

FoxFORD.     {Earl  of  Limerick. ) 
Victor  Albert  Francis  Charles  Lord 

Churchill. 

George  Robert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 
Reginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 


SPntlTUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


{Mar- 


{Mar- 


SoHOioEBa  Henry  Lord  Keb. 
quesB  of  Lothian.) 

Henby  Francis  Lord  Minster. 
quess  Conyngham,) 

James  Edward  "William  Theobald  Lord 
Ormonde.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 

Francis  Richabd  Lord  "Wemyss.    {Earl 
of  Wemyss.) 

John    Stbange     Lord     Clanbbassill. 

{Earl  of  Roden.) 
Thomas    Lord    Silchesteb.     {Earl   of 

Longford.) 
Clotwobthy  John  Eyre  Lord  Obiel, 

( Viscount  Massereene.) 
Hugh  Lord  Delamebe. 
Oblando  Watkin  Weld  Lord  Fobesteb. 
John  William  Lord  Rayleigh. 
Edbic  Fbedebic  Lord  Giffobd. 
Hubert      George     Lord     Somerhill. 

{Marquess  of  Clanricarde.) 
James  Ludovio  Lord  Wigan.     {Earl  of 

Crawford  and  Balcarres,) 
UcHTER  John  Mark  Lord  Ranfurly. 

{Earl  of  Ranfurly.) 
John  Byrne  Leicester  Lord  De  Tabley. 
Charles  Stuart  HENRYLordTENTERDEN. 
William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 
William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BURY. 

Archibald  Philip LordRosEBERY.   {Earl 

of  Rosehery.) 
Richard    James    Lord     Clanwilliam. 

{Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 
William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William    Henry    Lord    Kilmarnock. 

{Earl  of  Erroll.) 
Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Fingall. 

{Earl  of  Fingall.) 
William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.     {Earl  oj 

Sefton.) 
Robert  Bermingham  Lord  Clements, 

{Earl  of  Leitrim.) 
Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      {Marquess    of 

Headfort.) 
Reginald   Lord  Chaworth.      {Earl  of 

Meath.) 
Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmore. 

{Earl  of  I>unmore.) 
Augustus  Frederick  Georgk.  Warwick 

Lord  POLTIMORE. 

Llewelyn  Nevill  Vaughan  Lord  Mos- 

tyn. 
Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemorb. 


Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Clonourry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarez. 
Thoihas  Lord  Denman. 
William  Frederick  Lord  Abinger. 
Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 
Francis    Danzil  Edward    Lord  Ash- 

BUBTON. 

Edwabd  Geobgb  Pebcy  Lord  BDlther- 

TON. 

Archibald  Bbabazon  Spabbow  Lord 
WoBLiNGHAM.     {Earl  of  Gosford.) 

William  Fbedebick  Lord  Stbatheden. 

Geoffbey  Dominick  Augustus  Fbede- 
bick Lord  Obanmoee  and  Bbowne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Joseph  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont.) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
Kjntore.     {Earl  of  Kintore, ) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.  (  Vis- 
count Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Ross- 
more. 

RoBEBT  Shapland  Geobge  Juxjan  Lord 
Cabew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sude- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methuen. 
Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley. 
William  Henry  Lo^d  Leigh, 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 
William  Lord  Lubgan. 
Thomas    Spbing    Lord   Monteaglb   of 

Bbandon. 
John  Reginald  Upton  Lord  Seaton. 
John  Manley  Abbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfoobd.     {Earl  of  Stair,) 
HussEY  Cbespigny  Lord  Vivian. 
Henby  William  Lord  Congleton. 
Denis  St.  Geobge  Lord  Dunsaitdle  and 

Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
ViCTOB  Alexandeb  Lord  Elgin.     {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 
Chables  Robebt  Claude  Lord  Truro. 
Arthur  Lord  De  Frbyne. 
Edward     Burtenshaw     Lord     Saint 

Leonards. 
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George  Fitz-IIot  Hethiy  Lord  Eaglan. 
Valentixe  Augustus  Lord  Kenmabe. 

{Earl  of  Kenmare.) 
Henky  Lord  Belper. 
EiCHARD  WooAN  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

HIDE. 

EoBEBT  Lord  Ebury. 

Charles  Compton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM. 

Frederic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Lord  Citurston. 
Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 
WiLBRAHAM  Lord  Egerton. 
Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 
Fnz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 
Henry  Charles  Lord  Brougham  and 

Vaux. 
Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord  Kinnaird. 
R1CILA.RD    Luttrell    Pilkington    Lord 

Westbury. 
Fr^vncis  Willlvm  Fitzhardinge  Lord 

FrrZHARDINGE. 

Luke  Lord  Annaly. 

Egbert     Offley     Ashburton     Lord 

Houghton. 
William  Lord  Eomilly. 
James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 

Lord  IklEREDYTir.     {Lord  Athlumney,) 
Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenry.     {Earl 

of  Dunravm  and  Mount-Earl,) 
Ch^vrles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.     {Vis- 
count MoncL) 
John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     {Lord 

Henniker,) 
Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
George  Sholto  Gk)RDON  Lord  Penrhyn. 
Gustavus  Eussell  Lord  Brancepeth. 

(  Viscount  Boync.) 
John  Henry  Lord  EIesteven. 
Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 
Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 
Egbert  William  Lord  Napier. 
Jenico  William  Joseph  Lord  Gorman- 

STON.     {Viscount  Gormanston.) 
Thomas     Kane    Lord    Eathdonnell. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 
John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  Hollo.) 
James    Lord     Balinhard.       {Earl    of 

SouthesL) 
WnjJAM  Lord  Hare.  {Earl of  Listowel) 
F&anois   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 
Glossop. 


Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown. 
John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Eobartes. 
Frederick  Lord  Wolverton. 
Algernon  Willl^m  Fulke  Lord  Gre- 

VILLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  0*Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.      {Lord  Napier,) 

James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Lord  SoMERTON.   {Earl-of  Normanton.) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 
James  Lord  Moncreeff. 
John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford. 

{Lord  Clermont,) 
Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 
John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 
John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles    Alexander    Lord    Douglas. 

{Earl  of  Home,) 
Arthur  George  Maule  Lord  Eamsay. 

{Earl  of  Dalhomie.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh.     {Earl 

Erne,) 
William  Eichard  Lord  Harlech. 
Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alington. 
John  Lord  Tollemache. 
William  Cansfield  Lord  Gerard. 
Lionel  Sackville  Lord  Sackville. 
Colin  Lord  Blackburn. 
Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

Percy  Lord  Shute.  {Viscount  Har- 
rington,) 

William  Lord  Watson.  {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 
Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 
Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 
Charles  Wallace  Alexander  Napier 

Lord  Lamington. 
Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  William  Lord  Eowton. 
Edward  Hugessen  Lord  Brabourne. 
Arthur  Oliver  Yilliers  Lord  Ampt- 

htll. 
William  Montagu   Lord  Tweeddale. 

{Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


William  Ulick  Tristram  Lord  Howth. 
{Earl  of  Hototh,) 

Donald  James  Lord  Reay. 

Harootjrt  Lord  Derwent. 

Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 

Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Twbedmouth. 

George  William  Wilshere  Lord  Bram- 

WELL. 

Frederick  Beauohamp  Paget  Lord  Al- 

OESTER. 

Alfred  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.  {Earl  of  Sea- 
fieU.) 

John  George  Lord  Monk  Bretton. 

Walter  Charles  Lord  Northbourne. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles 
Fox  Lord  Sudley.    (Earl  of  Arran,) 

John  Robert  William  Lord  db  Vesci. 
(  Viscount  de  Vesci.) 

Marmaduke  FRANas  Lord  Herries. 

Hardinge  Stanley  Lord  Halsbury. 
(/»  another  Place  as  Lord  High  Chan- 
eellor.) 

Mervyn  Edward  Lord  Powerscourt 
(/»  another  Place  as  Viscount  Powers- 
court.) 

Anthony  'TLenley  Lord  Northington 
{Lord  Henley,) 

Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  Rothschild. 

Edward  Charles  Lord  Revelstoke. 

Robert  Lord  Monkswell. 

Arthur  Lord  Hobhouse. 

Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lord  Lingen. 

Edward  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Esher. 

Thomas  Lord  Deramore. 


Henry  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beau- 
lieu, 
William  Buller  Fdllerton  Lord  El- 

PHINSTONE. 

Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cul- 

ROSS. 

Farrer  Lord  Herschell. 
Charles  Henry  Lord  Hillingdon 
Samuel  Charles  Lord  Hindlip. 
Edmund  Lord  Grimthorpe. 
Richard  de  Aquila  Lord  Stalbridge. 
William  Lord  Kensington. 
Michael  Arthur  Lord  Burton. 
John  Glencairn  Carter  Lord  Hamilton 

OF  Dalzell. 
Thomas  Lord  Brassey. 
'  Henry  Lord  Thring. 
Frederick  Arthur  Lord  Stanley  op 

Preston. 
Edward  Lord  Macnaghten.     {A  Lord 

of  Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 
Robert  Lord  Connemara. 
Clauds  Lord  Bowes  {In  another  place  as 

Earl  of  Strathmore  and  Kinghorn.) 
George  Edmund  Milnes  Lord  Monckton 

{Viscount  Oalwdif.) 
John  Lord  Saint  Levan. 
James  Douglas  Lord  Magheramorne, 
William  George  Lord  Armstrong. 
George  Lord  Basing. 
William  Henry  Lord  De  Ramsey. 
Henry  William  Lord  Ciieylesmore. 
Egerton  Lord  Addington. 

Henry  Thurston  Lord  Knutsford.  {In 
another  Place  as  one  of  Ilei*  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State.) 

John  Lord  Savilb. 

Michael  Lord  Morris.  {A  Lord  o) 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

William  Ventris  Lord  Field. 


LIST    OF    TEE    COMMONS. 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

Retuened  to  serve  in  the  Twenty-foubth  Pakliament  of  the  United  Kingdom 
OF  Geeat  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster 
the  Fifth  Day  of  August,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty  Six,  as  by  the  several  Returns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Cleric  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears.  Corrected  to  the  Meeting 
OF  THE  Parliament  on  the  25th  November,  1890. 


BEDFORD. 
Northern,  or  Biggleswade  Division, 
Viscount  Baring. 

Southern,  or  Luton  Division, 
Cyril  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Whitbread. 

BERKS. 

Northern,  or  Abingdon  Division, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

Southern,  or  Newbury  Division, 
William  George  Mount. 

Eastern,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  George  Russell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGU. 
Francis  Tress  Barry. 

BUCKS. 
Northern,  or  Buckingham  Division, 
Captain  Edmund  H.  Verney,  R.N. 

Mid,  or  Aylesbury  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Rothschild. 

Southern,  or  Wyoombb  Division, 
Viscount  Ourzon. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Northern,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Captain  Charles  William  Selwyn. 

Western,  or  Chesterton  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Hall,  K.C.M.G. 

Eastern,  or  Newmarket  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY. 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes,  M.A. 
Sir  George  Gabriel  Stokes,  bt 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Uniacke  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 


CHESTER. 
WiRRAL  Division, 
Lieut. -Col.  Edward  Thomas  Davenant 
Cotton-Jodrell. 

Eddisburt  Division, 
Henry  James  ToUemache. 

Macclesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley  Davenport. 

Crewe  Division, 
Walter  Stowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoRTHWicn  Division, 
John  Tomlinson  Brunner. 

Altringhak  Division, 
Sir  William  Ounliffe  Brooks,  bt. 
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Members. 


Ohestbb — eont. 

Hyde  Division, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

KInutsford  Division, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Lieut-General  Sir  Edward  Bruce  Ham- 
ley,  K.OB. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Eobert  Armstrong  Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  Jennings, 
Sydney  Gedge. 


COENWALL. 
Western,  or  St.  Ives  Division, 
Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho. 

NoBTH- Western,  or  Camborne  Division, 
Charles  Augustus  Yansittart  Conybeare. 

Truro  Division, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mm,  or  St.  Austell  Division, 
William  Alexander  M'Arthur. 

South-Eastbrn,  or  Bodmin  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastern,  or  Laxtnceston 
Division, 
Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Acland. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  George  Cavendish  Bentinck. 

CTJMBEELAND 
Northern,  or  Eskdale  Division, 
Eobert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mm,  or  Penrith  Division, 
James  William  Lowther. 

COCKERMOUTH  DIVISION, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

Western,  or  Egremont  Division, 
Lord  Muncaster. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  Gully. 

WHITEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 
Bt.   Hon.  George  Augustus  Cavendish 
Bentinck. 


DEEBY. 
High  Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chesterfield  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Western  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mm  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jacoby. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Poster. 

Southern  Division, 
Henry  Wardle. 

DERBY  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Eoe, 

Et.  Hon.  iSir  William  George  Ghranville 
Yenables  Vernon  Harcourt,  kt. 

DEVON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennaway,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Tiverton  Division, 
Col.  Sir  William  Hood  Walrond,  bt. 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Viscount  Lymington. 

North- Western,  or  Barnstaple 

DIVISION, 

George  Pitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistook  Division, 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

Southern,  or  Totnes  Division, 
Francis  Bingham  Mildmay. 

Torquay  Division, 
Bichard  Mallock. 

Mm,  or  Ashburton  Division, 
Charles  Seale-Hayne. 

DEVONPORT  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Henry  Puleston,  kt. 
Captain  George  Edward  Price. 
EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  bt.,  C.B. 

PLYMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  kt. 
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DOESET. 
NoBTHERN  Division, 
Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Portman. 

E-A  STERN  Division, 
George  Hawkesworth  Bond. 

Southern  DmsioN, 
Lieut.-Col.   Charles  Joseph  Theophilus 
Hambro. 

Western  Division, 
Henry  Bichard  Earquharson. 


DUEHAM. 
Jarrow  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Mark  Palmer,  bt. 

Houghton-le-Spring  Division, 
Nicholas  Wood. 

Chester- le-Street  Division, 
James  Joicey. 

North-western  Division, 
Llewellyn  Archer  Atherley-Jones. 

Mid  Division, 
John  Wilson. 

South-Eastern  Division, 

Lieut.-General   Sir    Henry    Marshman 

Havelock-Allan,  bt.,  V.C.,  K.C.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
James  Mellor  Panlton. 

Barnard  Castle  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease,  bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGU. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

UARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Eichardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Horace  Davey,  kt. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Storey, 
Edward  Temperley  Gourley. 


ESSEX. 

South-western,  or  Walthamstow 
Division, 
Colonel  William  Thomas  Makins. 


Essex— conf. 

Southern,  or  Romford  DivisioN, 
James  Theobald. 

Western,  or  Epping  Division, 
Rip:ht  Hon.  Sir  Henry  John  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  bt. 

Northern,  or  Saffron  Walden 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Gardner. 

North-Eastern,  or  Harwich  Division, 
James  Round. 

Eastern,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Charles  Wing  Gray. 

Mid,  or  Chelmsford  Division, 
William  James  Beadel. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
Major  Frederick  Came  Rasch. 

COLCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Brooke 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
James  Forrest  Fulton. 

South  Division^ 
Major  George  Edward  Banes. 


GLOUCESTER. 
Mid,  or  Stroud  Division, 
George  HoUoway. 

Northern,  or  Tewkesbury  Division, 
Sir  John  Edward  Dorington,  bt. 

Eastern,  or  Cirencester  Division, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

Forest  of  Dean  Division, 
Godfrey  Blundell  Samuelson. 

Southern,  or  Thornbury  Division, 
Lord  DuNSANY. 

BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 
JFe>it  Diviiion, 
Rt.   lion.   Sir  Michael  Edward    Hicks 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Division^ 
Lewis  Fry. 

East  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Dodge  Weston. 
South  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  Edward  Stock  Hill,  C.B. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gardner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Robinson. 


List  of 

HANTS. 
Northern,  or  Basingstoke  Division, 
Arthur  Frederick  Je&eys. 

"Western,  or  Andover  Division, 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 

Eastern,  or  Petersfield  Division, 
Viscount  Wolmer. 

Southern,  or  Fareham  Division, 
General  Sir  Frederick  Wellington  John 
FitzWygram,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Compton. 

CURISTCnURCU  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Edward  Baring  Young. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Major.-Gen.     Sir    William    Grossman, 

K.C.M.G. 
Sir  Samuel  Wilson. 

SOUTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 
Alfred  Giles. 
Fraocis  H.  Evans. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGH, 
Bichard  Moss. 

HEEEFOED. 
Northern,  or  Leominster  Division, 
James  Bankin. 

Southern,  or  Boss  Division, 
^lichael  Biddiilph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Joseph  Eussell  Bailey,  bt. 

HEETFOED. 
Northern,  or  Hitchin  Division, 
Eobert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Eussian 
Empire). 

Eastern,  or  Hertford  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Axban's  Division, 
Viscount  Grimston. 

Western,  or  Watford  Dn^isioN, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 

HUNTINGDON. 
Southern,  or  Huntingdon  Division, 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith-Barry. 

Northern,  or  Eamsay  Division, 
Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward  Fellowes. 
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ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Eichard  Everard  Webster,  kt. 


Members. 

KENT. 
Western,  or  Sevenoaks  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  William  Mills. 

North- Western,  or  Dartford 
Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  bt. 

South- Western,  or  Tunbridge 
Division, 
Eobert  Norton. 

Mn),  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Gathorne- Hardy. 

North-Eastern,  or  Faversham 

Division, 

Herbert  Thomas  KnatcbbuU-Hugessen. 

Southern,  or  Ashford  Division, 
William  Pomf  ret  Pomfret. 

Eastern,  or  St.  Augustine's  Division, 
Aretas  Akers-Douglas. 

Isle  op  Thanet  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  James  Lowther 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  kt. 

DEPTFORD  BOROUGH. 
Charles  John  Darling. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
George  Wyndham. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 
John  Bazley  White. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGH. 
F.  S.  Wykeham  Comwallis. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Edward  Knatchbull-Hugessen. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Edwin  Hughes. 


LANCASTEE. 
North  Lancashire, 
North  Lonsdale  Division, 
WHHam  George  Ainslie. 

Lancaster  Division, 
James  Williamson.   . 
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Members, 


Lancaster — cant 

Blackpool  Divtsion, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Eidley,  bt. 

Ohoeley  Division, 
Lieut. -Gen.    Handle    Joseph   Feilden, 
O.M.G. 

North-East  Lancashire* 
Darwen  Division, 
Viscount  Cranbome. 

Olithebob  Division, 
Et.    Hon.    Sir    Ughtred  James    K&y- 
Shuttleworth,  bt. 

AccBiNGTON  Division, 
Robert  Trotter  Hermon-Hodge. 

ROSSENDALB  DIVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

South-East  Lancashire, 

"Westhoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hoyle. 

MiDDLETON  Division, 
Thomas  Fielden. 

Radcuffe-cum-Farnworth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EccLEs  Division, 
Henry  John  Roby. 

Stretford  Division, 
John  William  Maclure. 

Gorton  Division, 
William  Mather. 

Prestwich  Division, 
Robert  Gray  Cornish  Mowbray. 

South-West  Lancashire, 
SouTHPORT  Division, 
Hon.  George  Nathaniel  Curzon. 

Ormskirk  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLB  Division, 
Colonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

WiDNEs  Division, 
Tom  Cottingham  £dwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Ince  Division, 
Colonel   Henry  Blundell    Hollinshead 
Blundell,  C.B. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

ASHTON-UNDER.LTNE  BOROUGH. 
John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 


Lancaster — eont 

BARROW-IN-FURNESS  BOROUGH. 
James  Archibald  Duncan. 

BLACKBURN  BOROUGH. 
William  Coddington. 
William  Henry  Hornby. 

BOLTON  BOROUGH. 
Herbert  Shepherd  Cross. 
Colonel  Hon.  Francis  Charles 
Bridgeman. 

BURNLEY  BOROUGH. 
J.  Spencer  Balfour. 

BURT  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  kt. 
LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH. 
KtrhiaU  Divmon, 

Sir    George    Smyth    Baden  -  Powell, 
K.C.M.G. 

Walton  Division, 
Miles  Walker  Mattinson. 

Overton  Division, 
Edward  Whitley. 

West  Dsrhy  Division, 
Hon.  William  Henry  Cross. 

Scotland  Division, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Division, 
Ealph  Neville. 

Ahercromhy  Division, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

East  Toxteth  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

West  Toxteth  Division, 
Thomas  Bland  Eoyden. 

MANCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
North'  West  Division, 
Sir  William  Henry  Houldsworth,  bt. 

North  Division, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

North-East  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt., 

a.c.s.L 

East  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Eoscoe,  kt. 

South'  West  Division, 
Jacob  Bright. 

OLDHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Mackenzie  Maclean. 
Elliott  Lees. 


LUtof 

Lanoasteb — c<mt, 

PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson, 
Eobert  "WiUiam  Hanbury. 

ROCHDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOROUGH. 
North  Diviiion, 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

West  Division, 
Lees  Knowles. 

South  Division, 
Henry  Hoyle  Howorth. 

ST.  HELENS   BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

STALTBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

WARRINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Gilbert  Ghreenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH. 
Francis  Sharp  Powell. 
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Lincoln — eoni. 

South  Kestbven,  or  Stamford  Division, 

Henry  John  Cockayne  Cust. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
HaUey  Stewart. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Atkinson. 


LEICESTER. 

Eastern,  or  Melton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Granby. 

Mid,  or  Loughborough  Division, 
Edwin  Joseph  Lisle  March  Phillipps  de 
Idsle. 

Western,  or  Bosworth  Division, 
James  Ellis. 

Southern,  or  Harborough  Division, 
Thomas  Keay  Tapling. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH. 
James  Allanson  Picton. 
Alexander  M'Arthnr. 


LINCOLN. 
West  Lindsey,  or  Gainsboro*  Division, 
Col.  Henry  Eyre. 

North  Lendsey,  or  Brigg  Division, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

East  Lindsey,  or  Louth  Division, 
Arthur  Eaymond  Heath. 

SoTTTH  Lindsey,  or  Horncastlb 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Staiihope. 

North  EIesteven,  or  Sleapord 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

YOL.  OOGXLIX.  [THntD  sutixs.] 


GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
Malcolm  Low. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 
Frederick  Harold  Kerans. 


MIDDLESEX. 

EiTBTBLD  Division, 
Captain  Henry  Ferryman  Bowles. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoRNSEY  Division, 
Henry  Charles  Stephens. 

Harrow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Eaung  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Brentford  Division, 
James  Bigwood. 

TJxBRiDGB  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dizon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH 
North-East  Division, 
George  Howell. 

South'  West  Division, 
Edward  Hare  Fickersgill. 

OHELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

FINSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Molhorn  Division. 
Gainsford  Bruce. 

Central  Division, 
Captain  Frederick  Thomas  Penton 

East  Division, 
James  Eowlands. 

FULHAM  BOROUGH 
William  Hayes  Fisher. 

[      0      ] 
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HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Major-Gen.    Sir  Lewis  Pelly,  K.C.B., 
KO.S.I. 

Central  Division, 
Surgeon-General     Sir  William    Guyer 
Hunter,  K.O.M.G. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Eussell,  kt. 

HAMMERSMITH  BOROUGH. 
Major-Gen.    Walter    Tuckfield    Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 
Edward  Brodie  Hoare. 

ISLINGTON   BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
George  Ohristopher  Trout  Hartley. 

Wsit  Division, 
Eichard  Ohamberlain. 

East  Division, 
Cowley  Lambert. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  EoUit,  kt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge,  kt.,  K.C.I.E. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  bt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARYLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Division, 
Edmund  Boulnois. 

West  Division, 
Frederick  Seager  Hunt. 

PADDINGTON  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
John  Aird. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Randolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill. 

ST.  GEORGE'S,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 
Et.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 
ST.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton. 

East  Division, 
Bobert  Grant  Webster. 
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West  Division, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHORED  ITCH  BOROUGU. 
Hoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 

Baggerston  Division, 
William  Bandal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 
Whiteehqpel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 

St,  George's  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Bitchie. 

Limehouse  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Norris. 

Mile  End  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

St^ney  Division, 
Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

Bow  and  Bromley  Division, 
Sir  John  Charles  B.  Colomb,  K.C.M.G. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
William    Lehmann    Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 


LONDON  CITY. 
Sir  Bobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Thomas  Charles  Baring. 


MONMOUTH. 

Northern  Division, 
Thomas  Phillips  Price. 

Western  Division, 
Cornelius  Marshall  Warmington. 

Southern  Division, 
Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 

NOBFOLK. 
North- Western  Division, 
Lord  Henry  Bentinck. 
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South- Western  Division, 
WilHam  Amhiirst  Tyssen  Amherst. 

Northern  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Oozens-Hardy. 

Eastern  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  bt. 

Mid  Division, 
Eobert  Thornhagh  Gurdon. 

Southern  Division, 
Francis  Taylor. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  BOROUGU. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler,  kt. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Weston  Jarvis. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman. 
Samuel  Hoare. 

NOETHAMPTON. 
Northern  Division, 
Lord  Burghley. 

Eastern  Division, 
Francis  Allston  Channing. 

Mn)  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  Eobert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
Sir  Eainald  Knightley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Labouchere. 
Charles  Bradlaugh. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
AlphoBiis  Cleophas  Morton. 


NOETHUMBEELAND. 

Wansbeok  Division, 
Charles  Fenwick. 

Tyneside  Division, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beaumont. 

Hexham  Division, 
Miles  Maclnnes. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt, 


Northumberland — cont, 

NEWOASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  John  Morley. 
James  Craig. 

TYNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Eichard  Sims  Donkin. 

1 : — 

NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassetlaw  Division, 
William  Beckett. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

EusHCLiFFB  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
Cecil  George  Savile  Foljambe. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 
West  Division^ 
Henry  Broadhurst. 

East  Division^ 
Arnold  Moriey. 

South  Division^ 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 

OXFOED. 
Northern,  or  Banbury  Division, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mm,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

Southern,  or  Henley  Division, 
Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  John   Eobert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.C.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.C.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  William  Hall. 


EUTLAND. 
George  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP. 

Western,  or  Oswestry  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
Col.  William  Slaney  Kenyon-Slaney . 

Mid,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Alexander  Hargreaves  Brown. 
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SouTHEBN,  or  Ludlow  Division, 
Bobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY   BOROUGH. 
James  Watson. 

SOMERSET. 

NoRTHEBN  Division, 
Evan  Henry  Llewellyn. 

Wells  Division, 
Oolonel  Sir  Eichard  Homer  Paget,  bt. 

Fbomb  Division, 
Yisoount  Weymouth. 

Eastern  Division, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

Southern  Division, 
Eigbt  Hon.  Earl  of  Cavan. 

Bridgwater  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Cbarles  Isaac  Elton. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 
Edmond  Eobert  Wodehouse, 
Ool.  Eobert  Peter  Laurie,  C.B. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Alfred  Percy  Allsopp. 

STAFFOED. 

Leek  Division, 

Harry  Ticbborne  Hinckes. 

Burton  Division, 
Sydney  Eversbed. 

Western  Division, 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

North- Western  Division, 
Captain  Justinian  Heathcote  Edwards- 
Heatbcote. 

Lichfield  Division, 
Sir  Jobn  Swinburne,  bt. 

KiNGSWINFORD  DIVISION, 

Alexander  Staveley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

HANLET    BOROUGH. 
William  Woodall. 

NEWOASTLE-UNDER-LTME  BOROUGH. 
Douglas  Harry  Ooghill, 


Stafford — eont 

STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Tbomas  Salt. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
Q-eorge  Granville  Leveson-Gower. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Pbilip  James  Stanhope. 

WEST  BROMWICH  BOROUGH. 
James  Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

West  IHvisiony 

Sir  WiUiam  Chichele  Plowden,  K.C.S.I. 

^ast  Diviaton, 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  Division^ 
Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Villiers. 


SUFEOLK. 

Northern,  or  Lowestoft  Division, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Crossley,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson: 

North- Western,  or  Stowmarket 
Division, 
Edward  Greene. 

South,  or  Sudbury  Division, 
William  Cuthbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastern,  or  Woodbridge 
Division, 
Col.    Robert     Hamilton    Lloyd     An- 
struther. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  bt. 
Lord  Elcho. 


SURREY. 

North- Western,  or  Chertsey 
Division, 
Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South- Western,  or  Guilford  Division, 
Hon.     William     St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Reigate  Division, 
Sir  .Tames  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 
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Mid,  or  Epsom  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  George  Oubitt. 

Kingston  Division, 
Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis,  bt. 

North-Eastken,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 
Henry  Oosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  and    CLAPHAM    BOROUGH. 

Battersea  Bivision^ 
Octavius  Vaughan  Morgan. 

Clapham  Division, 
John  Saunders  Gilliat. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
John  Eichards  Kelly. 

FecJcham  Division, 
Arthur  Anthony  Baumann. 

Duhoich  Division, 
John  Blundell  Maple. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH, 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
Lieut.-Gen.  Charles  Craufurd  Eraser, 
V.C,  O.B. 

Kmnington  Division, 
Mark  Hanbury  Beaufoy. 

Brixton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Carmarthen. 

Norwood  Division, 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 

NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Charles  Wallwyn  EadcliflFe  Cooke. 

Walworth  Division, 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 

SOUTHWARK  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Eichard  Knight  Causton. 

Rotherhithe  Division, 
Colonel  Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bermondsey  Division, 
Alfred  Lafone. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 
Heniy  Eimber. 


SUSSEX. 
North- Western,  or  Horsham  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot, 
bt.,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chichester 
Division, 
Lord  Walter  C.  Gordon  Lennox. 

Northern,  or  East  Grinstead  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Gathome-Hardy. 

Mm,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Admiral  Edward  Eield. 

Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  William  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott, kt. 
Gerald  W.  E.  Loder. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noble. 


WAEWICK. 

Northern,  or  Tamworth  Divihon, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
John  Stratford  Dugdale. 

South-Western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Frederick  Townsend. 

South-Eastern,  or  Euqby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 
George  Kynoch. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH. 
Edghaston  Division, 
George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division, 
John  Albert  Bright. 

North  Division, 
William  Kenrick. 

East  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Bordesley  Division, 
Jesse  Ceilings. 

South  Division, 
Joseph  Powell  Williams. 
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COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
William  Henry  Walter  Ballantine. 

WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH, 
Et.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 


WESTMORELAND. 

NOBTHEEN,  or  ApPLBBY  DIVISION, 

Hon.  William  Lowther. 

Southern,  or  Kendal  Division, 
Earl  of  Bective. 


WILTS. 

NOBTHEBN,  or  GrIOKLADE  DIVISION, 

Mervyn  Herbert  Nevil  Story-Maskelyno. 

North- Western,  or  Chippenham 
Division, 

Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Western,  or  Westbury  Division, 
Qeorge  Pargiter  Fuller. 

Eastern,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Southern,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Eraser  Ghrove,  bt. 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Henry  Hulse. 


WOECESTEE. 
Western,  or  Bewdley  Division, 
Sir    Edmund    Anthony   Harley  Lech- 
mere,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Evesham  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt.,  G.C.S.I. 

Mm,  or  Droitwich  Division, 
John  Corbett. 

Northern  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastern  Division, 
George  Woodyatt  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Eobinson. 

KmDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
Augustus  Frederick  Godson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Higginson  Allsopp. 


YORK. 
North  Siding, 
Thirsk  and  Malton  Division, 
Colonel  Hon.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

Richmond  Division, 
George  William  EUiot. 

Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  Fell  Pease. 

Whitby  Division, 
Ernest  William  Beckett. 

East  Siding, 

HOLDERNESS  DIVISION, 

Commander    George  Richard  Bethell, 
R.N. 

BuoKROSE  Division, 
Christopher  Sykes. 

HOWDENSHIRE  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Duncombe. 

West  Siding,  Northern  Fart» 
Skipton  Division, 
Walter  Morrison. 

Keiohley  Division, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  Division, 
Joseph  Craven. 

SowBRBY  Division, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Wayman. 

West  Siding,  Southern  Fart, 

MoRLEY  Division, 
Charles  George  Milnes-Gaskell. 

NORMANTON  DIVISION, 

Benjamin  Pickard. 

CoLNE  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

HoLMFiRTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Barnsley  Division, 
Earl  Compton. 

Hallamshire  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt. 

Rotherham  Division, 
Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

DoNOASTER  Division, 
Hon.  W.  Henry  W.  FitzwiUiam. 
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West  Biding,  Eastern  Fart, 

ElPON  DiVIBION, 

John  Lloyd  Wharton. 

Otley  Divibion, 
John  Barran. 

Babkston  Ash  Division, 
Colonel  Eobert  Gunter. 

OsaoiiDOEOss  Division, 
John  Austin. 

PuDSEY  Division, 
Briggs  Priestley. 

Spen  Valley  Division, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
West  Divmon, 
Alfred  IQingworth. 

Central  Division^ 
Eight  Hon.  John  George  Shaw  Lef  evre. 

Eaet  Division^ 
Henry  Byron  Eeed. 

DEWSBURT  BOROUGH. 
Mark  Oldroyd. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Shaw. 
Et.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

HUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
William  Summers. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL  BOROUGH. 
Eaet  Bivisi^nf 
Frederick  Brent  Grotrian. 

Central  Divimn^ 
Henry  Seymour  King. 

West  Division^ 
Oharles  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Eight  Hon.  William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division^ 
Gerald  William  Balfour. 

East  Division^ 
John  Lawrence  Gane. 

West  Division^ 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division^ 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.C.B. 

MIDDLESBROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Isaac  Wilson. 


{COMMONS,  1890-91 ) 
York — eont. 


MenAera, 


PONTEFRACT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Eowland  Winn. 

SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Joshua  Eowntree. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

AttercUffe  Dmsion, 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Ooleridge. 

Brightside  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Oharles  Edward  Howard  Vincent,  O.B. 

HaUam  Division, 
Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Worttey. 

Eeohsall  Division, 
Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Green,  bt. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 
Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lockwood. 


WALES. 

ANGLESEA. 
Thomas  Lewis. 

BEEOKNOGK. 

William  Fuller  Maitland. 

CAEDIGAN. 
William  Bowen  Eowlands. 

OAEMAETHEN. 

Eastern  Diyisiok, 
Abel  Thomas. 

Western  Division, 
John  Lloyd  Morgan. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 
Sir   Emile   Algernon   Arthur    Keppel 
Stepney-Oowell,  bt. 

OAENAEVON. 

Southern  or  Eifion  Diyision, 
John  Bryn  Eoberts. 

Northern  or  Arfon  Division, 
William  Eathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH. 
David  Lloyd-George. 
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DENBIGH. 

Eastern  DrvTsiow, 
Et.  Hon.  George  Osbome  Morgan. 

Wbstbrw  Division, 
Colonel  William  Comwallis  West. 

DENBIGH  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Thomas  Kenjon. 

FLINT. 
Samuel  Smith. 

FLINT  BOROUGH. 
John  Boberts. 

GLAMORGAN. 

Eastern  Division, 
Alfred  Thomas. 

Bhondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

Westbrn  or  Goweb  Division, 
David  Bandell. 

Mn)  Division, 
Samuel  Thomas  Evans. 

Southern  Division, 
Arthur  John  Williams. 

CARDIFF  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  James  Reed,  K.C.B. 

MERTHTR  TTDVIL  BOROUGH. 
DaviddAlfred  Thomas. 
Pritchiurd  Morgan. 

SWANSEA  BOROUGH. 
Swansea  Town, 
Lewis  Llewellyn  Dillwyn. 

Swansea  District, 
Sir  Henry  Hussey  Vivian,  bt. 

MERIONETH. 
Thomas  Edward  Ellis. 

MONTGOMERY. 
Stuart  Rendel. 

MONTGOMERY  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Archibald  Han 
bury-Tracy. 

PEMBROKE. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE  AND  HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 

Adm.  Richard  Charles  Mayne,  C.B. 

RADNOR. 
Hon.  Arthur  Henry  John  Walsh. 


SCOTLAND. 


ABERDEEN. 
Eastbbn  Division, 
Peter  Esslemont. 

Western  Division, 
Robert  Farquharson,  M.D. 

ABERDEEN  BURGH. 
Nitrth  Division, 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 

South  Division, 
James  Bryoe. 

ARGYLL. 
Colonel  John  Wingfield  Malcolm. 

AYR. 

NoRTHEKN  Division, 
Hon.  Hugh  Frederick  Hislop  Elliot. 

Southern  Division, 
Hon.  GreviUe  Richard  Vernon. 

ATR  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
James  Somervell. 

KILMARNOCK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Stephen  Williamson. 

BANFF. 
Robert  William  Duff. 

BERWICK. 
Right  Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks. 

BUTnE. 
Right  Hon.  James  Patrick  Bannerman 
Robertson. 

CAITHNESS. 
Gavin  Brown  Clark. 

WICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Macdonald  Cameron. 

CLACKMANNAN    AND    KINROSS. 
Rt.  Hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBARTON. 
Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  bt. 

DUMFRIES. 
Sir  Robert  Jardine,  bt. 

DUMFRIES  DISTRICT  OP  BURGHS. 
Robert  Threshie  Reid. 

EDINBURGH  (Mid  Lothian). 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 


Liaqf 

EDDiBUsaH — €(mi. 

EDINBURGH  BURQH. 
JSaat  Diviium, 
Bobert  Wallace. 

Wett  DivmaHf 
Thomas  Bybum  Buokanaa. 

C$niral  Divman^ 
William  MoEwan. 

8<nUh  Dwmanf 
Bt.Hon.nagh  Chilling  EardlejOhilden. 

EDINBURGH    amd   ST.   ANDREW'S    UNI- 
VERSITIES. 

Sir  Oharles  Pearson,  kt. 

LEITH  DISTRICT  OF  BUROHS. 
Bonald  Orauf  urd  Munro  Ferguson. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIBN. 
John  Seymour  Keay. 

ELGIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 

Eastebn  Dnnsioir, 
Herbert  Henry  Asquith. 

Westbbk  Divisioir, 
Augustine  BirrelL 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  kt.,  K.G.S.I. 

ST.  ANDREW'S   DISTRICT    OF   BURGHS. 
Henry  Torrens  Anstruther. 

FOBFAR 
James  William  Barday. 

DUNDEE  BURGH. 
Edmund  Bobertson. 
John  Leng. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiress  Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Bichard  Burden  Haldane. 

INVEBNE88. 
Oharles  Fraser-Mackintosh. 

INVERNESS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Bobert  Bannatyne  Finlay. 

KINOABDINR 
General  Sir  (George  Balfour,  K.O.B. 
yOL.  CCOXLIX.   [thibd  sibzbs.] 
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EIBKOUDBBIGHT. 
Mark  John  Stewart. 


LANABK. 
GovAH  DmsioN, 
John  Wilson. 

Fabtiok  DnisioN, 
James  Parker  Smith. 

No&th-Westbbn  Dmsioir, 
Bobert  Bontine  Ouninghame  Graham. 

No&th-Eastbbn  Diyisiok, 
Donald  Orawf  ord. 

Med  Divisioir, 
John  Wynford  Philipps. 

SOTJTHEBN  DlYISIOITi 

James  Henry  Oecil  Hozier. 

GLASGOW  BURGH. 

Br%dg$tm  Divitum, 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  George  Otto  Trevelyan,  bt. 

CamlachU  Dwrnon, 
Hugh  Watt. 

8t.  RoUox  Div%9um^ 
James  Oaldwell. 

Central  Dm^iony 
John  George  Alexander  Baird. 

College  Divieion, 
Charles  Oameron,  M.D.,  LL.D. 

Dradeeton  Diviium, 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tueadayy  25th  November,  1890, 


THE  parliament,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  successively  from  the 
18th  day  of  August,  1890,  to  the  25th 
day  of  October,  1890,  thence  to  the 
25th  day  of  November,  1890,  met  this 
day  for  the  despatch  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. 

The  Session  was  opened  by  Commis- 
sion. 

The  House  of  Peers  being  met, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House, 

"  That  Her  Majesty,  not  thinking  it  fit  to  be 
personally  present  here  this  day,  has  been 
pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  to  be  issued 
under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  opening 
and  holding  of  this  Parliament.*' 

Then,  Five  of  the  LORDS  COMMIS- 
SIONERS—namely,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor,    the     Earl     ov     Lathom,     tlio 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [third  series.] 


Earl  of  Coventry,  Lord  Brownlow, 
and  Lord  Knutsford — being  in  their 
robes,  and  seated  on  a  form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Wool- 
sack, commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher 
of  the  Black  Rod  to  lot  tlie  Commons 
know,  "  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire 
their  immediate  attendance  in  this 
House  to  hear  the  Commission  read," 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker: — The  Commission  was  read  by 
the  Clerk :— Then 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  delivered 
Her  ALljesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

My  Lords  and  Gentle jnen, 
*'No  change  has  taken  place  in  the 
Foreign  relations  of  this  country  during 
the  short  period  which  has  elapsed  since 
the  close  of  the  preceding  Session.  Tlio 
securities  for  European  ])eace  appear  to 
m.'>  to  bo  uiidiminished. 
B 


3  The  Qtieen^s 

"  I  have  commenced  negotiations  with 
the  King  of  Italy  for  the  determination 
of  the  frontier  which  separates  the 
territory  under  British  influence  in 
North-East  Africa  from  that  which 
belongs  to  the  protected  Empire  of 
Abyssinia. 

"  A  Treaty  was  signed  on  the  20th 
August,  having  for  its  object  the  ascer- 
tainment of  the  boundaries  between 
British  territory  in  Central  Africa  and 
the  Portuguese  Provinces  of  Angola, 
Gaza,  and  Mozambique.  It  has,  how- 
ever, not  received  the  ratification  of  the 
King  of  Portugal ;  and,  pending  further 
negotiations,  a  temporary  arrangement 
in  regard  to  the  most  urgent  questions 
has  been  concluded  between  the  two 
countries,  which  will  be  laid  before 
you. 

"Negotiations  have  also  been  com- 
menced in  respect  of  the  Newfoundland 
Fishery  questions,  and  I  trust  that  a 
settlement  may  be  arrived  at  which  will 
be  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 

Genthinen  of  tJie  House  of  Commons, 

"  The  Estimates  for  the  charge  of  the 

ensuing  year  will  be  submitted  to  you  at 

the  ordinary  time.     Strict  economy  will 

be  observed  in  the  preparation  of  them. 

Ml/  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
**  The  general  condition  of  Ireland  has 
sonsibly  improved  under  the  operation 
of  the  salutary  legislation  which  you 
have  applied  to  it.  But  I  have  learned, 
with  deep  regret,  that  a  serious  deficiency 
in  the  potato  crop  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland  threatens  the  recurrence  of  one 
of  tliose  periods  of  severe  distress  to 
wjn'ch  t!ie  population  of  the  Western 
(^)untie8  are  peculiarly  exposed  by 
the  industrial  and  economic  conditions 
under  which  they  live.  *  I  trust  that 
the  measures  of  my  Government  ma^ 
mitigate  the  immediate  evil,  and  dimi- 
nish the  probability  of  its  return.  It 
appear.i  to  me  also  desirable,  for  the  in- 
crease of  contentment  and  the  diminu- 
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tion  of  political  disturbance  throughout 
Ireland,  to  take  measures  for  augmenting 
the  number  of  owners  engaged  in  the 
actual  cultivation  of  the  land.  A  measure 
having  this  object  in  view  will  be  laid 
before  you. 

"  Proposals  will  again  be  made  to  you 
for  remedying  the  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  from  the  indirect  incidence  of 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  upon  the  land  in 
England  and  Wales. 

"  A  measure  will  be  submitted  to  you 
for  facilitating  the  transaction  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  of  the  more  important 
stages  of  Private  Legislation  afPecting 
those  countries. 

"  Your  attention  will  be  invited  to  the 
expediency  of  alleviating  the  burden 
which  the  Law  of  Compulsory  Educa- 
tion has  in  recent  years  imposed 
upon  the  poorer  portion  of  my 
people. 

"There  are  several  other  matters  upon 
which  legislation  is  desirable  ;  but  recent 
experience  has  rendered  it  doubtful 
whether  the  time  at  your  disposal  will, 
in  your  judgment,  ba  sufficient  for  the 
consideration  of  many  subjects  of  an 
important  character  beyond  those  to 
which  I  have  referred.  In  case  time  for 
further  legislation  should  be  found,  I 
have  directed  the  prejmration  of  Bills 
for  the  enactment  of  a  reformed  system 
of  County  Government  in  Ireland 
analagous  to  that  which  has  been  re- 
cently put  in  operation  for  Great  Britain ; 
for  the  establishment  of  District  Coun- 
cils; for  the  extension  of  facilities  for 
purchasing  small  parcels  of  land  in  Great 
Britain ;  for  amending  the  Law  with 
respect  to  the  compensation  payable  by 
employers  in  case  of  injury  to  persons  in 
their  employment  :  for  consolidating  and 
amending  the  Laws  relating  to  Public 
Health  ;  for  the  appointment  of  a  Public 
Trustee ;  and  for  increasing  the  secu- 
rity of  Friendly  Societies  and  Savings 
Banks. 
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"in  the  discharge  of  the  arduous 
duties  which  are  assigned  to  you,  I  com- 
mend you  heartily  to  the  guidance  of 
Almighty  God." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 


House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Praykes. 

ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 
Grarter  King  of  Arms  attending,  de- 
livered at  the  Table  (in  the  usual 
manner)  a  list  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in 
the  Sixth  Session  of  the  Twenty-fourth 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  : 
The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  jyroformd^  read  1«. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 
ADDRESS  IN  ANSWKR  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH 
The  QuEEx's  Speech  reported  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Lord  WINDSOR  (who  wore  the  uni- 
form of  a  Lord  Lieutenant),  in  moving 
an  Address  of  thanks  in  reply  to  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  said :  My 
Lords,  I  Uave  been  a  very  constant 
attendant  at  Debates  in  this  House  for 
a  period  of  about  12  years,  but  I  feel 
that  the  circumstances  under  which  I 
come  before  you  to-day  are  very  dif- 
ferent to  those  in  which  I  have  hitherto 
found  myself  placed.  I  am  conscious 
tJiat  I  sbind  in  need  of  as  full  a  measure 
of  your  Lordships'  indulgence  as  it  has 
evjBr  been  necessary  for  any  noble  Lord 
to  ask  for  on  previous  occasions  and 
under  similar  circumstances.  In  mov- 
ing that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  in  reply  to  Her 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  I 
should  approach  my  task  with  more  mis- 
giving than  I  really  do  if  it  was  not  for 
two  chief  reasons.  The  first  is  my  own 
personal  conviction  that  the  policy  which 
is  shadowed  forth  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  which  it  is  my  privilege  this  evening 
to  support,  is  a  policy  which  is  calculated 
\o  promote  the  real  interest  of  this 
H^nntry  both  abroad  and  at  home.     The 


foreign  policy  of  the  country,  under  the 
direction  of  the  noble  Marquess,  is  one 
which  commands  both  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  those  nations  with  whom 
negotiations,  involving  some  diflficulty, 
have  been  carried  on.  As  to  the 
domestic  policy  of  the  Government,  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  it  promises  us  a 
continuance  of  the  firm  and  just  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  tempered  with 
a  serious  endeavour  to  effect  such  wise 
reforms  as  the  nature  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  present  day  under  which 
we  live  demands.  The  second  reason, 
my  Lords,  is  my  conviction  that  this 
opinion,  which  is  held  by  noble  Lords  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  is  shared  to  a  no 
small  extent  by  noble  Lords  on  the 
Benches  opposite ;  to  which  I  might  add 
even  a  third  reason  in  the  nature  of  a 
suspicion  that  the  criticisms  which  will 
probably  be  delivered  by  the  noble  Earl 
and  his  colleagues  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  will,  in  all  likelihood,  be 
directed  to  the  fulfilling  of  their  obliga- 
tions as  an  Opposition  rather  than  to  any 
very  serious  attempt  to  persuade  your 
Lordships  that  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  wrong.  How- 
ever that  may  be,  I  will  proceed  in  intro- 
ducing this  Motion  to  the  House  to 
make  a  very  few  and  >)rief  remarks  on 
one  or  two  important  matters  which  are 
mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
The  first  paragraph  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  deals  in  very  short 
terms  with  the  foreign  relations  of  this 
country  and  the  securities  for  European 
peace.  It  is  a  paragraph  that  we  have 
heen  accustomed  to  see  somewhat  in 
this  form  on  previous  occasions,  and  it 
is  one,  perhaps,  that  we  are  apt  to  pass 
over  without  giving  it  any  serious  atten- 
tion, but,  with  your  permission,  my 
Lords,  I  would  draw  attention  for  one 
moment  to  the  meaning  of  this  para- 
graph, and  to  the  way  in  which  it  affects 
the  country  at  this  moment.  My  Lords, 
we  have  not  had  exactly  a  peaceful 
political  autumn.  In  addition  to  the 
occasioDS  upon  which  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  Ministry  have  addressed 
meetings  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
we  have  had  a  Mid  Lothian  campaign, 
and  we  have  had  a  gathering  of  the 
Liberal  Federation,  and  various  other 
incidental  opportunities  for  using  strong 
language  and  of  dealing  hard  blows  \ 
but  in  air  the  speecbeE  \Jc^\>  \i*d»'^^  \^^^tl 
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delivered,  I  certainly  have  not  myself 
noticed  any  serions  criticisms  on  the 
administration  of  the  Foreign  Oflfice, 
with  the  one  single  exception  of  a 
criticism  on  the  arrangements  that  have 
been  made  with  regard  to  Malta.  That 
was  a  criticism  made  by  Mr.  Gladstone 
in  a  speech  which  he  made  at  Edin- 
burgh at  the  end  of  last  month.  But 
may  I  now  draw  your  Lordships*  atten- 
tion to  some  other  things  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone said  with  regard  to  our  foreign 
policy?  He  referred  to  the  arrange- 
ments in  Africa,  and  he  said  that — 

"He  thought  those  arrangements  did  the 
noble  Marquess  credit"  ; 
and  he  said  that 

**  He  believed,  on  the  whole,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  did  the  best  the  ciroumstances  of  the 
case  permitted." 

And,  further,  he  said  with  regard  to  the 
Newfoundland  Fisheries  question  and  to 
the  occupation  of  Egypt — 

"  We  have  carefully  abstained  from  saying 
a  single  -word  which  would  create  other  difficul- 
ties for  him  either  in  the  one  or  the  other,  and 
you  may  depend  that  so  we  shall  continue  to 
act." 

I  quote  that  desiring  to  give  f i;ll  credit 
to  Mr.  Gladstone  for  the  attitude  which 
he  has  adopted.  But  we  have  likewise 
had,  not  long  ago,  a  speech  from  the 
noble  Earl  who  leads  the  Party  opposite 
in  your  Lordships'  House,  and  we  might, 
I  think,  have  expected  some  remarks 
from  him  on  foreign  affairs ;  but  cer- 
tainly in  the  report  that  I  saw  I  did  not 
notice  that  he  made  any  allusion  what- 
ever to  that  subject.  It  seems  to  me, 
my  Lords,  we  are  at  least  entitled  to  infer 
that  criticisms  if  there  are  any  to  be 
made  have  not  at  any  rate  been  con- 
sidered of  sufficient  weight  and  import- 
ance to  lay  before  meetings  of  the  electors 
of  the  country ;  and  we  are  likewise 
I  think  entitled  to  infer  that  if  sucli  be 
the  opinion  of  the  leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion the  noble  Marquess  really  has  the 
confidence  and  support,  in  connection  with 
foreign  matters  (taking  foreign  policy 
alone),,  of  a  large  majority  of  the  people. 
There  is  one  thing  that  I  would  touch 
upon  with  your  Lordships*  permission 
which  is  intimately  connected  with  the 
foreign  policy  of  this  country,  but  at  the 
same  time  not  strictly  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Department  of  the  Foreign 
Office.  I  allude  to  the  national  defences. 
I  am  very  glad  that  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  have  proved  to  Parliament 
and  to  the  country  that  this  question  is 
one  which  has  received  and  is  receiving 
their  serious  consideration ;  and  I  hope 
sincerely  that  they  will  not,  for  the  sake 
of  the  passing  popularity  to  be  gained  by 
an  economical  Budget,  relax  in  any 
degree  whatever  their  efforts  to  put  the 
defences  of  this  country  on  a  thoroughly 
satisfactory  and  sure  foundation.  I  am 
no  alarmist,  and  I  would  utterly  rapudi- 
^ ate  any  feeling  of  what  has  been  vulgarly 
called  "  Jingoism  " — any  desire  to  brag  or 
to  be  offensive  to  our  foreign  neighbours 
in  any  way,  but  I  really  regard  this  as  a 
policy  of  wise  national  insurance,  which 
ought  in  no  way  to  be  neglected  by  any 
Government.  My  Lords,  it  is.difficult  to 
approach  the  two  prominent  main  ques- 
tions in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
with  becoming  reticence,  and  in  the 
general  way  in  wliich  they  ought  to  be 
treated  in  the  Debate  on  the  Address. 
An  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill  and  a  Tithes 
Bill  have  already  been  before  Parliament, 
and  it  is  difficult  not  to  look  at  these 
promised  measures  in  the  concrete  form 
in  which  they  were  before  the  House  of 
Commons  last  Session.  The  supporters 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  hoped 
that  those  questions  would  have  been 
dealt  with,  and  that  those  Bills  would 
have  been  passed,  last  Session.  For 
reasons  that  are  perfectly  familiar  to 
your  Lordsliips,  and  to  which  I  need  not 
refer,  those  liopes  have  not  been  fulfilled, 
but  I  trust  that  one  advantage,  at  least, 
may  prove  to  have  been  gained  by  this 
delay,  and  that  is  tliat  the  framera  of 
those  Bills  and  the  Cabinet  may  have 
been  able  to  make  such  alterations, 
additions,  or  amendments  ns  further 
discussion  and  consideration  may  have 
suggested,  and  that  in  consequence  the 
Parliamentary  career  this  Session  of 
those  measures  may  be  more  rapid  and 
more  successful  than  it  was  last.  I  will 
not  refer  to  the  paragraph  with  reference 
to  Ireland.  It  will  be  dealt  with  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  seconds  this  Motion  much 
more  ably  and  with  much  more  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  than  I  can  bring  to 
bear  upon  it.  I  would  only  make  this 
one  general  remark  accounting  for 
my  hearty  support  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  that  is 
that  I  feel  it  is  far  easier  to  make  laws 
than  to  enforce  them,  and  that  it  matters 
not  how  wise  the  laws  niry  be  that  you 
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have  made,  they  are  perfectly  valueless 
unless  they  are  obeyed.     I  would  even 
go  as  far  as  to  say  that   it   would   be 
better  for  a  Government  to  know  how 
to  enforce  the  laws  they  have  made,  be 
they  good,   bad,  or   indiJfferent,  than  to 
fritter  away  their  energies  and  stultify 
their  actions  by  hesitation  and  scruples 
as  to  the  perfection  of  the  laws  them- 
selves.    I  hope,  my  Lords,  that  I  may 
not  be  misunderstood.     I  would  say  this : 
Think  well    before  you  act,  but,  when 
you  have  decided,  carry  out  your  decision 
with  all  the  energy,  all  the  confidence 
that  is  in  you.     It  is  because  I  believe 
that  Her    Majesty's   Government    have 
already  adopted  this  policy,  it  is  because 
I  believe  that  they  intend  to  pursue  it, 
and  thus  prevent    the   hiw  in   Ireland 
being  a  dead  letter,   that  I  so  heartily 
support    them.      Though    for    a    time 
they  might  lose  the  popular  support,  and 
I   believe  it  would  be  only  for  a  very 
short  time  if  they  lost   it  at  all,    they 
would     by    their     action    permanently 
strengthen  the  hands  of  authority, and  for 
that  reason  alone  they  would  have  rightly 
earned  the  thanks  of  their   successors, 
whoever  they    may   be.     My   Lords,    I 
would   for   one   moment   refer    to    the 
paragraph  relating  to  the  tithe  question. 
Proposals   will   again  be    made  to   you 
for  remedying  the  difficulties  which  have 
arisen  from  the  incidence  of  tithe  rent- 
charges  upon  the  land  in  England  and 
Wales.      I    cannot     but    feel    that    an 
artificial  grievance  has  been  forced  up 
upon  this  question.     That  tithe  is  a  part 
of   rent,  is,    I    suppose,   an   undeniable 
proposition ;    and    certainly   a   proof    of 
this  lies  in  the  fact  that  no  serious  pro- 
posal has  ever  been  made  to  abolish  tithe 
altogether,  for  the  result  would  obviously 
be  merely  to    put  more   rent   into   the 
pockets  of  the  landowners ;  and  that  is 
very   far   from   being   the   intention  or 
desire  of  anti-tithe  agitatoi-s.     As  to  the 
tenants,  it  matters  little  to  them  whether 
they  pay  a  certain  amount  into  one  or 
into  two  pockets.     I  cannot  believe  that 
any  tenant  would  refuse  to  pay  as  rent 
into  one  pocket,  what  he  now  consents  to 
give  when  he  takes  a  farm  and   pays 
into  two  pockets.     Therefore  it  is  that  I 
say  it  is  a  matter  which  really  does  not 
concern  the  tenants.    I  welcome  any  mea- 
sure which  will  throw  the  responsibility 
of  paying  the  tithe  upon  the  shoulders  of 
those  who  really  haveito  bear    it,  and 


have  always  borne  it.     I  cannot  but  feel 
that  there  is  a  political  and  sectarian  at- 
tack made  upon  the  Established  Church 
in  this  particular.     That  it  should  come 
from  those  who  think  all  religion  super- 
stition,  and   the   teaching   of  dogmatic 
creeds  as  the  (dissemination  of  error,  is 
not  surprising ;  but  it  does  surprise  me 
that,  side  by  side  with  those  persons,  and 
hand-in-glove  with  them,   there  should 
be  so  many  religious  and  truly  Chris- 
tian   men.       I    am    far    from     saying 
that  there  are  not  many  who  live  truly 
good  and  unselfish  lives,  whose  religion 
is   perhaps  independent  of  dogma,  and 
this  is  surely    an  intellectual   position 
which  it  would  be  idle  to  expect  even  if 
it  were  desirable   from  those  who  have 
not   specially   trained   their   minds   to- 
wards it.     For  the  bulk  of  the  people  it 
unquestionably  appears    to  me  that   if 
you  reduce  the   power  of  Christian  or- 
ganisations  in   the    country   and    limit 
their  influence  you  are  really  depriving 
so  many  people  of  the  real  incentive  to 
a  higher  moral  life;  and,  therefore,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  a  grave  re- 
sponsibility rests  upon  the  shoulders  of 
those  who  truly  estimate  the  value  of 
Christian  teaching,  if  they  should  endea- 
vour  to   cripple   the   resources    of    the 
Established  Church,   and  to  devote   to 
secular   purposes   what    appears   to   be 
unquestionably  the  rightful  property  of 
the  Church.      My  Lords,  there  is  only 
one  other  Bill  that  I  would  say  a  few 
words  about,  and  that  is  the  measure 
for  facilitating  the  transaction  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  of  the  more  important 
stages   of    private   legislation   affecting 
those   countries.     Your  Lordships   are 
all  perfectly  familiar  with  the  working 
of   Private   Bill   legislation.      You   are 
aware  what  pressure  is  put  upon  Private 
Bill  Committees  to  save  the  expense  of 
bringing  witnesses  from  long  distances 
and   keeping   them  for  a  long  time  in 
London.     I   feel   sure,  therefore,    that 
your  Lordships  will  agree  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  taking  a  right 
course  in  promising  to  give  their  attention 
to  this  matter,  and  to  save,  if  possible, 
some  of   the  expense    of    Private    Bill 
legislation     as     regards    Scotland    and 
Ireland.     My  Lords,  I  cannot  sit  down 
without  thanking  you  for  the  kind  in- 
dulgence you  have  accorded.     I  cannot 
say  that  it  was  unexpected,  but  I   am 
none  the  less  grateful,  especially  as  I  am 
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painfully  aware  that  it  lias  boon  so  little 
deserved.  I  beg  to  move  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  as  fol- 
loweth : — 

Most  Gracious  Sovereign, — 
We,  your  most  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects,  the 
Lords  {Spiritual  and  Temporal  in  Parliament 
assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our  humble  thanks 
for  the  Gracious  Speech  which  Your  Majesty 
has  addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament." 
—[The  Lord  Windsor,) 


♦Lord  ARDILAUN  (who  wore  the  uni- 
form of  a  Deputy  Lieutenant),  in  second- 
ing the  Address,  said :  My  Lords,  I  know 
that  I  might  largely  rely  upon  that  wide 
and    generous    indulgence   which    you 
always  extend  to  those  who  stand  in  the 
position  which  I   have  the    honour    to 
occupy  to-day  ;   but  I  will  only  occupy 
a  very  brief  poriod  of  your  time,  and 
I  trust   that  no  apology  will  be  neces- 
sary   if    I    proceed    at    once    with  tl>e 
few  observations  which  I  desire  to  make 
in  seconding  the  Address  upon  those  por- 
tions of  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech 
which  deal  with  Ireland,  because  that 
country    will  no    doubt  absorb  a  great 
portion  of  the  time  of  this  Session  on 
which  we    are  just  entering,  and    also 
because  in  that  country  I  have  i)asscd 
the    greatar     part     of     my     life,    and 
trust    if    I    am    permitted      to     spjnd 
there  the  remainder  of  my  days.     X  do 
not  propose  to  weary  you  witli  lengthy 
statistics  in  order  to  pt'ove  that  the  task 
of  the  Government  in  establishing  order 
in  Ireland  progresses  steadily  and  that 
crime    becomes   daily   less   and  less.     I 
will,  therefore,  only  read  the  following 
figures    from    the    latest    Returns :    It 
appears  that  whereas  the  total  number 
of  agrarian  crimes,  exclusive  of  threaten- 
ing letters,  reported  in  the  year  1886 
was     632,     that     number     has     since 
annually  diminished.     Last  year,  1889, 
it  stood  at  341 ;  and  the  number  reported 
for  the  last  ten  months — that  is,  from 
January  1st  to  October  31st,  1890,  was 
only  244.     So  that  we  may  fairly  expect 
that  at  the  close  of  the  present  year  the 
calendar  of  agrarian  crime  will  be  less 
heavy  by  more  than  50  per  cent,  than 
that  of  the  year  1886  when  the  present 
Government  took  Office.    But,  my  Lords, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  convince  ourselves 
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by   statistics.     No  one  who  reads  the 
newspapers,   and    especially   the   Irinh 
Nationalist  newspapers,  can  fail  to  have 
beeii  struck  by  the  fact  that  while  the 
agitators,    high    and   low,   are   moving 
heaven  and  earth  to  persuade  the  people 
of  this  country,  and  especially  the  voters^ 
that   the  whole  Irish  people  are   in  a 
state   of  furious  indignation  under  the 
bitter  oppression  of  unjust  laws — ^laws 
which  they  cannot  ard  which  they  are 
told  on  high  authority  they  ought  not  to 
obey — most  of  the  Irish  people  show  little 
signs  of  that  furious  indignation,  except 
in  a  few  exceptional  localities,  carefully 
chosen  for  the  purpose,  and  even  in  those 
localities  it  is  necessary  for  them  to  con- 
centrate all  their  great  powers  of  creating 
disturbance,  and  all  their  great  dramatic 
talent  for  making  use  of  that  disturbance 
when   created,  aye,  and  large  sums  of 
money,  too,  to  enable  them  to  keep  up  any 
show  of  resistance  to  those  intolerable 
laws.     Certainly,  so  far  as  concerns  that 
p^rt   of  the  country  with  which  I  am 
connected  by  property  and  by  frequent 
residence,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  give  a 
most  satisfactory  account.     That  district 
not   many    years    ago    had  one   of  the 
saddest  and  darkest   records  of  any  in 
Ireland.     Within  it   occurred   the   now 
historic  persecution  of  Captain  Boycott ; 
within  it  occurred  such  awful  murders 
as  those  of  the  unfortunate  Lord  Mount- 
morres,  the  Huddys,  and  others  whose 
names  I  do  not  now  desire  to  recall.   And 
indeed,   my   Lords,    if   I  refer  to  those 
terrible   times,    I  do   so    solely   for  the 
purpose  of   contrasting   them   with    the 
present  happier  state  of  things,  and  the 
promise    of  —  as    I    trust — a   brighter 
future.     I  am  glad  to  recollect  that  those 
gloomy  experiences  were  but  an  episode, 
a  passing  interruption  of   a  better  and 
happier  state  of  things  when  the  people 
followed  their  avocations    in   peace.      I 
rejoice    now   to    be     able     to   say   that 
the    district    of    which     I    am    speak- 
ing  is   as  free    from  all  crime   as   any 
parish    in    England    or    Scotland,    and 
that  the  people  are  readily  obeying  the 
laws,   and   faithfully,  I   believe   to    the 
best  of  their  ability,  meeting  their  obliga- 
tions.    And,  further,  my    Lords,  I  be- 
lieve   the   people    themselves    are   well 
pleased  with  this  state  of  peace  and  re- 
pose.    I  am  confident  that  so  long  as  the 
laws  continue  to  be  firmly  and  fearlessly 
maintained — so  long  as  agitators  are  re- 
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strained  from  arousing   and   terrorising 
into    crime    an    excitable,    but    warm- 
hearted, peasantry,  the  people  will  follow 
their  pursuits  in  peace,  and  the  country 
will  remain  as  free  from  crime  as  I  well 
recollect  it  to  have  been  before  the  Land 
League  commenced  its  disastrous  career. 
I   have   no  doubt   that   many   of   your 
Lordships  from  other  parts  of   Ireland 
could  tell  a  similar  tale.     To  anyone  who 
has,  during    the   last  10  or  12    years, 
watched  the  course  of  events  upon  the 
spot,  it  niust  be  evident  that  from  day 
to  day,  as  the  law  is  vindicated  and  its 
authority    maintained,    the    waves     of 
popular  excitement  calm  down  and  the 
people  soon  forget  the  awful  hurricane 
by  which  Irish  society  was  only  a  few 
years  ago  swept.     The  truth  is,  that  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people  desire 
peace — peace    for   the     performance   of 
their  various  duties  and  daily  business 
— and  that  those  cases  of  lawlessness  of 
which    we     read    in     such     places     as 
Tipperary  and    a    few  other    spots   are 
not    the    outcome    of    unjust   laws    or 
tyrannical  administration  ;  they  are  the 
direct  results  of  a  deeply-planned  agita- 
tation,  carefully  and  theatrically  worked 
up  for  a  political  purpose.   I  think,  under 
those  circumstances,  we  may  all  echo  the 
words  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech  which  record  the  steady  improve- 
ment in  the  social  condition  of  Ireland 
which  advances  so  rapidly  under  the  pre- 
sent Administration.    I  need  not  say  how 
much  this  wonderful  change  is  due  to 
the  great  ability,  courage,  industry,  and 
patience  with  which  the  present  Chief 
Secretary   for  Ireland  has  fulfilled   his 
difficult  and  thankless  task.     But,  speak- 
ing   as  an  Irishman,  I  hail  even  more 
heartily  those  portions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  which  promise  gener- 
ous  measures   for   the   immediate    and 
material    benefit,   and   for    the   lasting 
welfare   of   my   fellow-countrymen.      I 
will  not  now  venture  to    occupy  your 
Lordships*  time  by  anticipating  the  de- 
tailed criticism   of  the   Land  Purchase 
scheme  which  must  take  place  when  the 
Bill  is  before  us  ;  neither  will  I  venture 
to  ofPer  any  argument  in  support  of  the 
general  policy  of  largely  increasing  the 
number  of  peasant  proprietors.  I  believe 
that  it  has  been  admitted  by  thoughtful 
men  of  all  Parties  and  all  classes,  that 
in  such  a  policy  alone  is  to  be  found  a 
lasting  and  permanent  settlement  of  that 


disastrous   struggle  between  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  which 
from  generation  to  generation  has  been 
the  ruin  and  the  shame  of  our  country.    I 
will  now  only  ask  to   be  permitted  to 
add  my  testimony  to  the  large  amount  of 
evidence  that  already  exists  as  to  the 
great  success  of  the  efforts  which  have 
been   already   made   in    this   direction. 
Some  years   ago — in  1886,  I   think — I 
sold  to  my  tenants,  under  the  Ashbourne 
Act,  some  portions  of  my  property  in  the 
County  Galway;  and  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  bear  witness  to  the  fact  that  the 
new  proprietors  on  that  and  on  several 
other  estates  of  which  I  know  have  re- 
gularly paid  their  instalments,  and  I  be- 
lieve are  well  pleased  with  their  new  posi- 
tion.   There  is  only  one  other  point  con- 
nected with  this  subject  with  which  I  will 
trouble  your  Lordships.     I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  a  charge  which 
has  been  often  made,  and  made  I  think 
evidently  not  only  with  the  purpose  of 
prejudicing    the    Irish    landlords   as   a 
class,  but  also  the  Government.     It  has 
been  said  that  the  object  of  the  policy 
of  Land  Purchase  is  to  enable  the  land- 
lords to  "pocket  the  plunder,"  as  it  is 
called,  and  to  flee  the  country.     Now,  I 
desire  most  emphatically   to   repudiate 
that  accusation.  I  know,  on  the  contrary, 
of  many  landlords,  who,  unless  they  sell 
portions  of   their  property,  must  leave 
the  country,  but  who  are  desirous  of  re- 
maining.    I  do  not  see  why,  if  wo  (nttr 
into  voluntary  arrangements  with  their 
tenants  for  the  sale  of  their  estates  or 
portions  of  them,  that  should  be  called 
"  plunder ;  "  but  I  desire  to  say  on   my 
own  behalf — find  I  think  I  may  speak  in 
this  matter  on  behalf  of  the  vast  majority 
of  the  Irish  resident  landlords — that  wo 
desire  to  live  in  our  own  country  ;  and 
if  we  join  in  supporting  a  change  in  tbo 
relations  which  have  hitherto  so  long  ex- 
isted between  ourselves  and  our  tenants, 
it  is  because  those  relations  have  been 
rendered  difficult,  and  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland  precarious.     On  this  account  wo 
are  willing  to  substitute  for  them  a  new 
state  of  things  under  which  Irishmen  of 
every  class  may  continue*  to  live  in  their 
own  country,  but  under  conditions  which 
shall  be  more  permanent  and  happy.  It  is 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  for  dealing 
with  the  congested  districts  which  claims 
the  warmest  gratitude  of  those  who,  like 
myself,  have  had  opportunities  of  seeing 
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the  misery  which  inclement  seasons  from 
time  to  time  bring  upon  those  fringes  of 
our  civilisation.  No  one  can  help  feeling 
the  deepest  sympathy  for  those  poor 
people  who  inhabit  the  rocky  and  sterile 
coasts  which  all  along  the  western  sea- 
board of  Ireland  are  visited  by  the  fierce 
gales  and  drenching  rain  of  the 
Atlantic;  but  they  have  hitherto  been 
left  hopeless  and  helpless.  I  hold  that 
the  Government  have  followed  a  wise 
and  certainly  a  humane  policy  in  pro- 
posing to  establish  and  endow  an  inde- 
pendent Board,  which  shall  not  only 
study  such  difficult  questions  as  emi- 
gration, migration,  and  the  consolidation 
of  holdings,  but  shall  also  forthwith  pro- 
ceed to  consider  how  far  they  can 
render  assistance  to  fisheries  and  other 
local  industries.  And  J  am  glad  to 
know  that  the  vigour  with  which  the 
policy  of  providing  light  railways  has 
been  pushed  has  brought  hope  and  con- 
fidence to  many  a  poor  family  whose 
outlook  for  the  winter  was  desolate 
enough  in  view  of  the  potato  failure, 
which  failure,  by  the  way,  seems  to 
have  lost  all  interest  for  the  so-called 
**  patriotic  "  party  since  it  ceased  to  offer 
them  a  good  opportunity  for  the  further- 
ance of  their  political  ambitions.  It 
is  still  difficult  to  accurately  estimate 
the  extent  of  this  misfortune,  so 
c.ipi'iciously  has  the  blight  fallen 
this  year  upon  the  various  localities, 
farms,  and  even  upon  different  parts 
of  the  same  field  ;  but,  speaking  gene- 
rally, I  would  venture  to  predict  that 
ill  many  planes  the  distress  caused  by 
it  will  bo  serious,  and,  in  some,  acute ; 
but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  anywhere 
so  bad  that  the  promises  of  vigorous 
assistance — which  has  been  given  by 
the  Government — will  not  bo  able  to 
grapple  with  it.  I  believe  that  a 
wo  11 -arranged  system  of  light  railways 
will  prove  to  be  the  pioneer  of  compara- 
tive prosperity  in  many  of  those  districts 
in  the  West  which  have  hitherto  seemed 
to  stand  still,  or  retrograde,  while  other 
parts  of  Ireland  were  improving.  I 
have  detained  your  Lordships  too  long, 
but  I  trust  you  will  not  charge  me  with 
egotism  for  having  brought  before  you 
these  views  and  opinions  gathered  from 
personal  experience  and  observation ;  for 
I  am  confident  that  every  one  of  your 
Lordships,  to  whatever  Party  you  may 
belong,  takes  a  deep  and  kindly  interest 
Lord  Ardtlaun 


in  all  questions  which  touch  the  material 
welfare  and  happiness  of  Ireland. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  for 
various  reasons  I  do  not  propose  to 
trouble  you  at  any  length.  At  the  very 
beginning  I  am  confronted  with  a 
difficulty — I  admit  a  small  difficulty.  It 
has  been  my  happy  lot,  not  unfrequently, 
to  compliment  with  well-deserved  com- 
pliments the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address  in  this  House,  but  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  ever  had  to  go  so  far 
in  the  chivalry  of  opposition  as  to 
complain  of  those  speeches  being  too 
good  or  too  full.  I  will  explain  my 
meaning.  Since  I  have  been  in  this 
House — now  a  good  many  years — I  have 
never  heard  any  criticism  whatever  with 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  we  debate 
the  Address  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  But 
this  has  not  been  the  case  in  another 
plskce.  This  is  not  an  old  grievance,  but 
a  recent  grievance.  One  of  the  fruits 
of  that  obstruction  which  was  brought 
almost  to  the  perfection  of  a  science  by 
the  Irish  Members  on  the  one  hand,  and 
by  the  Fourth  Party,  supported  by  other 
Conservatives,  on  the  other,  against  the 
Administration  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  was  a 
lengthy  Debate  on  the  Address.  That 
was  one  of  the  means  used.  I  think 
there  has  been  a  general  feeling  that  it 
is  desirable  to  shorten  these  Debates,  and 
for  that  reason — although  the  noble 
Lords  who  moved  and  seconded  the 
Address  did  not  allude  to  the  innovation 
— I  have  not  any  objection  to  make  with 
regard  to  the  form  of  the  Answer  being 
quite  different  to  what  it  has  previously 
been.  It  seems  to  me  quite  as  business- 
like and  quite  as  respectful  to  Her 
Majesty.  But  I  think  there  has*  been 
some  inconsistency  shown  in  making 
that  change.  To  that  change  I  see  no 
objection,  because  I  imagine,  notwith- 
standing the  shortness  of  the  Answer, 
it  would  be  perfectly  competent  to 
myself  or  any  other  Peer  to  move  an 
addition  to  the  Answer  if  we  thought 
fit.  At  all  events,  the  intention  is  good, 
and  I  certainly  desire  to  assist  the 
Government  in  making  whatever  use  of 
that  change  that  may  be  possible.  But  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  this  desire  to  shorten  the 
Debate,  to  introduce  into  the  body  of 
the  Speech  that  which  is  of  a  somewhat 
controversial  ch3,racter,  namely,  the  state 


17 


Majesty^a  Most 


{November  25,  1890}  Gracious  Speech.         18 


of  Ireland ;  and  also  to  encourage  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address — I 
presume  in  the  other  House  as  well  as  in 
this — Jbo  touch  upon  almost  every  point 
— there  was  one  exception  to  which  I  will 
afterwards  allude — as  has  been  done 
under  the  former  state  of  things.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  sort  of  invitation 
to  this  House,  which  I  do  not  think  we 
shall  take  unfair  advantage  of,  and  to  the 
other  House  also,  to  nullify  the  course 
which  has  been  proposed.  There  is  one 
point  to  which  the  noble  Lords  who 
moved  and  seconded  the  Address  did  not 
allude — I  think  very  judiciously — 
namely,  why  we  meet  on  this  particular 
day,  one  of  the  last  days  of  November. 
Last  February  I  took  the  liberty  of 
pointing  out  that  Parliament  was  meeting 
at  an  unusually  late  period.  No  answer 
was  given  to  that  observation ;  but  there 
is  no  doubt  that  the  lateness  of  that 
meeting  contributed,  with  other  causes, 
to  the  complete  legislative  collapse  which 
took  place.  When  that  collapse  took  place 
there  was  no  doubt  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
for  and  against  an  Autumn  Session,  but  I 
do  not  think  that  any  of  those  persons  who 
argued  in  favour  of  an  Autumn  Session 
imagined  that  it  was  going  to  be  reduced 
to  the  smallest  possible  limits,  and  that 
there  would  be  any  serious  hope  in  a 
period  of  not  more  than  three  weeks 
of  making  up  for  that  with  which 
more  than  six  months  had  been  in- 
adequate to  deal.  There  may  be  Party 
reasons  for  objecting  to  it,  but  why  a 
Gbvernmont  with  a  large  majority  in 
both  Houses,  and  with  a  sincere  desire 
to  press  forward  the  measures  which 
they  propose,  should  always  show  a 
reluctance  to  meet  Parliament  1  am 
unable  to  understand.  It  was  different 
formerly.  Lord  John  Russell  always 
proposed  to  meet  Parliament  on  the 
earliest  possible  day,  and  Mr.  Gladstone 
always  followed  the  same  course ;  but 
what  particular  reason  the  present 
Government  have  for  always  postponing 
to  the  last  moment  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment I  will  not  attempt  to  explain.  The 
first  and  principal  portion  of  the  Speech 
is  devoted,  as  is  the  custom,  to  foreign 
affairs,  and  I  must  at  once  thank  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Address  for 
the  very  handsome  tribute  which  he  paid 
to  the  attitude  of  the  Opposition  with 
regard  to  the  administration  of  foreign 
a&irs.    Like  everybody  else — I  am  sure 


no  one  can  doubt — I  am  delighted  to  hear 
the  confidence  with  which  peace  is 
spoken  of  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  it  is  all  the  more  consolatory 
because  it  seems  to  be  in  harmony 
both  with  the  thoughts  and  actions 
of  the  other  great  Governments  of 
Europe.  Then  with  regard  to  other 
things,  nobody  who  has  been  connected 
with  the  Foreign  Office  can  fail  to  rejoice 
very  much  at  the  chance  of  our  coming 
to  an  arrangement  respecting  the  New- 
foundland fisheries,  and  I  certainly  hope 
the  noble  Marquess  will  be  able  to  carry 
out  that  arrangement.  With  regard  to 
the  negotiations  with  Portugal,  I  also, 
instead  of  wishing  to  criticise,  entirely 
rejoice  that  after  a  very  sharp  and  dis- 
agreeable conflict  of  feeling,  the  noble 
Marquess  has  adopted  a  modus  vivendi, 
in  which,  I  think,  it  is  likely  that  the 
substantial  merits  of  the  case  may  be 
settled,  and  at  the  same  time  I  hope  that 
it  may  do  away  with  the  friction  which 
to  so  great  a  degree  has  been  created  on 
this  subject.  Then  wifch  regard  to  the 
delimitation  of  colonial  possessions  of 
the  European  Powers,  I  am  sure  that 
that  is  a  good  thing  in  itself— of  course 
it  depends  upon  details  into  which  I  am 
not  entering  now,  but  in  itself  the  thing 
is  good,  and  the  noble  Marquess  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  giving  urbi  ei  orh% 
both  to  the  city  and  to  the  universe,  his 
views  upon  the  result  of  that  delimita- 
tion. With  regard  to  the  hostile  tariff 
which  has  been  lately  passed  by  the 
United  States,  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  we  have  no  action 
to  take  with  regard  to  that  tariff,  es- 
pecially as  it  could  only  be  done  by  the 
old,  fatal,  and  useless  tariff  wars  which 
T,  for  one,  deprecate,  and  would  regard 
with  the  greatest  degree  of  apprehension. 
But  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am  at  one  with 
the  noble  Marquess  as  to  the  measures 
by  which  we  are  to  neutralise  in 
some  degree  the  bad  effect  of  that 
hostile  tariff.  I  had  an  opportunity  in 
public  not  long  ago  of  saying  that  I 
firmly  believed  that  this  tariff  was  not 
owing  to  any  hostile  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  United  States  towards  this 
country,  but  was  partly  due  to  elec- 
tioneering questions,  to  the  extreme 
popularity  there  of  Protection,  and  also 
perhaps  to  capitalist  and  very  powerful 
vested  interests.  I  am  exactly  of  the 
same  way  of  thinking  now,  and  I  do  not 
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think  that  the  reaction  which  seems  to 
be  taking  place  has  anything  to  do  with 
any  interests  they  have  with  regard  to 
our  commercial  prosperity  or  depression. 
But  there  is  no  doubt  that  this  tariff 
will  do  harm.  It  will  affect  certain 
manufactures  very  much,  and  it  seems 
manifest  that  such  a  tariff,  will  do 
infinitely  more  harm  to  the.  United 
.  States  themselves  than  to  others.  It 
will  derange  trade ;  it  will  be  injurious 
to  their  agriculture,  to  their  labourers, 
to  their  farmers,  and  to  their  artisans. 
To  us  there  will  be  compensations.  1 
have  no  doubt'  that  they  will  fail  in 
prohibiting  trade,  as  this  tariff  proposes. 
This  country,  like  America,  must  sell  its 
extra  produce,  and  in  order  to  sell  that 
produce  it  must  buy  the  produce  of 
other  countries.  Another  consideration 
is  that  I  do  not  think  that  any  nation 
has  ever  succeeded  in  establishing  very 
strong  prohibitive  duties  without  creat- 
ing an  enormous  amount  of  smuggling, 
and  if  the  Dominion  would  only  take 
the  course,  which  would  be  in  their 
interest,  of  lowering  their  duties,  I 
believe  the  amount  of  smuggling  would 
be  so  enormous  as  in  itself  to  very 
much  counteract  that  tariff.  It 
appears  to  me  impossible  to  station 
along  thousand  of  miles  of  frontier  lynx- 
eyed  Customs  officers  such  as  those  who 
discovered  the  cigars  and  brandy  which 
were  lately  'so  unfortunately  placed 
in  the  middle  of  the  noble  Marquess's 
luggage.  The  noble  Marquess  laid  great 
stress  on  the  fact  that  "  ti-ade  follows  the 
flag."  I  am  not  so  certain  that  trade  does 
follow  the  flag.  Trade  follows  the 
language  and  tlie  habits  of  a  race.  Our 
trade,  notwithstanding  all  our  commercial 
difficulties  with  that  country,  has  enor- 
mously increased  with  the  United  States, 
where  certainly  our  fljig  does  not  float. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  our  trade  has  greatly  decreased  with 
sjme  portions  of  the  Dominion  and  our 
Colonies,  where  our  flag  does  float.  In 
those  places  the  flag  has  not  removed 
obstacles  to  trade  between  them  and  the 
Mother  Country.  For  those  reasons  I  do 
not  think  we  can  look  to  the  noble 
Marquess's  remedy  of  annexing  enormous 
territories  occupied  by  uncivilised 
peoples  as  a  means  of  meeting  any  hostile 
demonstration  as  regards  the  demands 
of  our  trade.  The  noble  Marquess 
alluded  to  the  Protectiomst  feeling  of  the 
Earl  Granville 


whole  world.  It  is  very  sanguine  to  say 
that,  but  it  cannot  obliterate  altogether 
the  importance  of  the  change  which  is 
taking  place  in  the  United  States  at 
this  moment.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  thkt  the  Protectionist  feeling  in 
Europe  which  has  prevented  their  follow- 
ing our  eiample  in  the  direction  of  Yreo 
Tnide  has  been  very  much  owing  to  see- 
ing 6o  prosperous  and  free  a  country  as 
the  United  States  devoted  to  Protection 
and  against  Free  Trade.  I  myself  am  san- 
guine that  if  a  great  change  took  place  in 
that  country  it  would  react  upon  the  feel- 
ings not  only  of  the  Americans  themselves, 
but  of  the  nations  of  Europe  also.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any- 
thing more  to  say  upon  foreign  affairs. 
If  I  had,  I  should  be  prevented  by  the 
absence  of  a  noble  Friend  (Lord  Bose- 
bery)  who  is  suffering  under  one  of  the 
greatest  misfortunes  that  can  happen  to 
a  man.  But,  asking  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  1  may,  perhaps,  allude  to  two 
questions  which  are  not  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  I  have  no  right  to  complain 
of  their  omission  from  that  document, 
still,  they  are  questions  of  considerable 
importance,  and  I  think  possibly — I  do 
not  say  certainly — Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  give  some  explanation  upon 
them.  One  of  these  questions  is  with 
regard  to  the  great  financial  panic  which 
occurred  quite  lately  in  the  City.  It 
sseins  to  us  who  are  not,  of  course, 
perfectly  well-informed  in  the  matter, 
that  it  has  been  met  in  a  manner 
which  is  exceedingly  creditable  to  the 
firmness,  prudence,  and  liberality  of  the 
City  itself.  There  is,  however,  one 
fact  that  needs  explanation.  It  has  also 
been  stated  in  the  newspapers  that  there 
were  communications  with  the  Grovern- 
ment ;  but  there  were  statements  made 
with  regard  to  that  which  are  unin- 
telligible, and  cannot  be  true.  One 
statement  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, without  giving  a  guarantee, 
stood  behind  the  Bank  of  England  to 
the  amount  of  £2,000,000.  That  appears 
to  me  to  be  nonsense,  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  that  can  have  been  so.  f  do 
not  know  how  far  these  communications 
were  of  a  perfectly  confidential  cha- 
racter, or  of  a  nature  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  do  wrong  to 
divulge.  But  it  would  be  satisfactory,  if 
that  is  not  the  case,  if  the  noble  Marquess 
would  state  the  fact,  and  give  us  a  little 
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inkling  of  whafc  the  course  was  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  took  on  this 
important  occasion.  The  other  question 
is  one  of  the  most  painful  that  I  re- 
member during  my  political  life.  It  is 
the  charges  that  have  arisen  with  regard 
to  an  expedition  in  which  great  qualities 
of  enterprise  and  of  endurance  were 
shown — charges  so  painful  that  I  do  not 
know  how  to  allude  to  them.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Government  have 
considered  how  far  they  are  called  upon 
to  take  steps  with  regard  to  these 
charges.  I  do  not  give  any  opinion  upon 
the  question  whether  *^^hey  ought  or 
ought  not  to  take  steps,  but  it  would  bo 
satisfactory  to  know  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  considered 
the  subject,  and  how,  if  at  all,  they  think 
they  are  called  upon  to  deal  with 
it.  Then,  my  Lords,  I  come  to 
the  Bills  which  are  promised.  There  are 
four  of  them.  As  I  have  already  said, 
the  noble  Lords  who  moved  and  seconded 
the  Address  touched  upon  every  point 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  with  one  excep- 
tion, and  I  think  they  were  perfectly 
justified  in  making  that  exception.  They 
made  no  allusion  to  that  bc^us  part  of 
the  speech.  It  is  a  perfect  innovation 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
Queen's  name  to  introduce  a  whole  list 
of  measures  with  more  or  less  popular 
titles  without  taking  any  of  the  respon- 
sibility which  is  usually  incurred  in 
naming  the  popular  measures  proposed  to 
be  introduced.  I  think  the  omission  of  the 
noble  Lords  was  perfectly  wise  and  per- 
fectly justified  ;  and  necessarily  any  dis- 
cussion upon  my  part  of  those  important 
subjects,  brought  forward  on  so  airy  a 
foundation,  would  be  entirely  out  of  place, 
and  could  only  be  of  the  most  academic 
character.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mover 
said  something  about  two  Bills.  I  do 
not  know  what  they  are.  Is  the  Tithe 
Bill  the  same  as  that  of  last  Session,  and 
is  the  Land  Bill  exactly  the  same  as  that 
to  which  so  much  attention  was  given 
last  Session?  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  noble  Marquess  will  think  it  right  to 
give  us  any  inkling  as  to  how  far  they 
resemble  those  which  came  to  grief  last 
year.  Then  there  is  the  question  with 
regard  to  private  legislation  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland.  I  am  quite  sure 
we  shall  not  oppose  Bills  if  we  see  no 
objection  to  them.  Unlike  the  obstruc- 
tion which  was  offered  to  Mr.  Gladstone's 


Administration,  where  obstruction  was 
offered  to  every  measure  good,  bad,  and 
indifferent,  whether  the  Opposition  liked 
it  or  not,  we  do  not  oppose  Bills,'  but  we 
give  facilities  to  them  where  we  do  not 
think  they  are  subject  to  any  fatal  objec- 
tion. As  to  the  proposals  with  regard  to 
free  education  I  think  I  can  answer  for 
the  Opposition  being  prepared  to  give  that 
cordial  support  which  they  have  always 
given,  though  that  support  depends,  of 
course,  on  what  system  of  free  edu- 
cation is  proposed  to  be  established. 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  contribute  anything 
further  to  the  Debate,  in  regard  to  those 
four  Bills  of  which  at  the  present 
moment  I  really  know  nothing.  Then 
there  is  the  question  which  always  crops 
up  and  stands  in  the  way — the  Irish 
question.  During  the  short  recess  very 
heavy  charges  were  brought  against  the 
Government  as  to  the  policy  of  the  Tippe- 
rary  prosecutions — how  far  they  assisted 
in  establishing  order  and  the  authority 
of  the  law.  On  this  point  there  is  a 
singular  commentary  •  in  the  coincidence 
that  two  men  so  very  unlike  in  their 
politics  and  character  as  Her  ^lajesty's 
Solicitor  General  and  Mr.  Labouchere 
both  agree  that  those  proceedings  were 
a  farce.  Questions  were  raised  as  to  the 
competency  of  the  Judges,  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  their  legal  training,  as  to 
their  independence,  as  to  the  action  of  the 
police,  as  to  the  action  of  the  Divisional 
Magistrates — one  individual  being  told 
that  if  he  said  anything  which  seemed 
to  the  Magistrate  illegal  that  that  would 
at  once  make  him  disperse  the  assembly 
— and  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
Magistrates  had  been  selected  for  the 
purpose  of  these  trials — all  sorts  of 
questions  in  short,  into  which  at  this 
moment  I  do  not  propose  to  enter,  and  I 
will  tell  you  why.  Your  Lordships  may 
remember  that  last  Session,  in  June,  Mr 
W.  O'Brien  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons  the  subject  of  a  certain  meet- 
ing which  he  described  as  having  been 
dispersed  without  notice  and  without  in- 
vitation to  disperse.  Mr.  O'Brien  then 
described  the  violent  charges  of  the 
police,  in  which  a  woman  was  struck  on 
the  breast.  The  Chief  Secretary,  relying 
upon  official  information  which  he  had 
received,  denied  those  statements,  and  the 
House  of  Commons,  by  the  majority  which 
the  Government  command,  endorsed  that 
denial.      It    happened    that    Mr.   John 
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Morley,  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  went  to 
Ireland  to  judge  for  himself  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country,  particularly  with 
reference  to  the  likelihood  of  a  potato 
deficiency.  He  went,  and  while  there 
with  Mr.  Dillon,  who  is  being  prosecuted 
in  Tipperary,  Mr.  Illingworth,  and  other 
persons,  saw  what  appeared  to  be  a 
repetition  of  the  charge  made  by  Mr. 
O'Brien  in  the  House  of  Commons  in 
June.  Mr.  Balfour  then  did  a  thing  which 
I  think  he  must  have  done  inadvertently 
and  without  thinking  of  it.  He,  in  a 
public  speech,  intimated,  not  only  to  those 
whom  he  addressed,  but  to  the  Magistrate 
who  was  subordinate  to  him,  that  he  had 
considered  the  matter,  and  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Morley's 
evidence  was  not  worth  anything.  I 
am  not  going  to  argue  whether  Mr. 
Morley's  evidence  is  worth  anything, 
because,  with  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Tiling- 
worth,  it  will  be  given  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  next  week,  and  will  be  subject  to 
cross-examination.  In  these  circum- 
stances I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right 
for  me  this  evening  to  introduce  a  dis- 
cussion upon  this  important  Irish  ques- 
tion, more  particularly  as  I  do  not  wish 
to  give  an  example  to  obstructionists 
in  another  place,  but  on  the  contrary 
desire  to  facilitate  passing  the  Address 
as  soon  as  possible.  My  Lords,  I  said  I 
would  be  short  in  my  remarks.  I  have 
not  broken  that  promise  ;  and  in  conclu- 
sion I  can  only  say  that  I  trust  that  this 
Session  will  be  more  bearing  of  good 
fruit  than  at  present  it  seems  probable 
that  it  will  be. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY or  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  I  have  the  happiness  to  be  in 
accord  with  the  noble  Earl  in  his  criti- 
cism of  the  speeches  of  my  noble  Friends. 
I  have  heard,  and  the  House  has  heard, 
them  with  very  great  pleasure,  and 
though  possibly  they  may  coincide  with 
the  noble  Earl  in  thinking  that  they 
were  very  full,  I  do  not  think  they  will 
coincide  with  him  in  thinking  that  they 
were  too  full.  What  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  Address  said  on  the  sub- 
ject of  his  career  in  this  House  I  hope  I 
may  interpret  as  a  cry  of  penitence  for 
not  having  more  frequently  given  us  the 
advantage  of  his  assistance  in  council. 
At  all  events,  he  cannot  plead  in  future 
that  there  is  any  doubt  on  our  part  of 
Uarl  Granville 


his  fitness  to  address  the  public  and  our- 
selves with  great  advantage.  To  my 
noble  Friend  who  seconded  the  Motion 
my  thanks  are  due  for  the  counsel  and 
assistance  which  he  and  his  friends  have 
given  to  the  Government  and  to  the 
House  on  the  grave  questions  with  which 
he  is,  by  his  position,  so  specially- 
familiar;  and  I  hope  that  in  the  Irish 
Debates  which  are  probably  impending 
over  us,  and  which  may  occupy  much  of 
our  time  and  energy,  we  shall  not  lack 
the  assistance,  the  guidance,  and  experi- 
ence of  my  noble  Friend.  I  feel,  in  dis- 
cussing foreign  affairs,  that  there  is  one 
circumstance  which  would  hinder  us — a 
circumstance  which  was  referred  to  with 
his  customary  good  taste  by  the  noble 
Earl.  We  cannot  now  touch  upon 
foreign  affairs  without  feeling  that  they 
would  have  been  spoken  to  with  the 
greatest  authority  by  a  noble  Earl  who 
is  absent  from  this  House  to-night,  over 
whose  hearth  the  bitterest  sorrow  has 
fallen  that  can  befall  a  man  ;  and  in  re- 
gretting his  absence  from  this  Debate 
from  that  cause  I  am  sure  every  Member 
of  the  House  tenders  his  earnest  sym- 
pathy to  one  of  its  most  distinguished 
Members  in  the  terrible  grief  that  has 
befallen  him.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  might  be  conveniently  summarised 
by  this  formula — **I  could  say  some- 
thing about  some  of  the  subjects  which 
have  been  placed  before  us,  but  I  would 
rather  say  nothing  at  all."  The  noble 
Earl  referred  to  a  succession  of  subjects 
on  which  he  should  like  to  have  made 
some  observations,  but  as  he  advanced 
towards  the  consideration  of  them  he 
always  saw  good  reasons  for  abstaining 
from  saying  more.  1  will  not  go  into 
the  politico-economical  questions  which 
the  noble  Earl  raised.  They  could  only 
be  dealt  with  satisfactorily  by  an  array 
of  statistics  which  certainly  I  do  not 
carry  in  my  head.  I  think,  however,  he 
will  find  that  the  doctrine  that  the  flag 
draws  the  trade  is  covered  and  supported 
by  the  documents  which  are  annually 
laid  before  us.  He  talks  of  its  being 
really  the  language  that  attracts  the 
trade,  but  if  we  look  at  the  trade  of  this 
country  with  India,  and  compare  it  with 
the  trade  that  we  carry  on  with  other 
countries  quite  as  rich  and  quite  as  vast, 
I  think  he  will  see  that  the  political 
connexion  with  that  country  is  a  very 
powerful  factor  in  the   enormous  com- 
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raerce  which  we  are  enabled  to  derive 
from  it.  Although  it  is  lamentably  true 
that  some  of  our  colonies,  not  following 
onr  Free  Trade  example,  have  interposed 
the  obstacles  of  tariff  between  ns  and 
them,  which  hinder  onr  trade,  yet  I 
think  it  is  the  fact  that  our  trade  is  in- 
creasing more  rapidly  with  the  Australian 
Colonies  than  with  any  other  part  of  the 
world.  I  do  not,  of  course,  say  that  the 
trade  of  Africa  will  be  an  immediate 
compensation  for  what  we  may  lose  in 
consequence  of  the  existence  of  Pro- 
tectionist beliefs  in  America,  but  it  is  a 
motive  for  preventing  territory  from 
falling  into  the  hands  of  other  Powers, 
that  those  Powers  will  probably  use  the 
dominion  which  we  concede  to  them  for 
the  purpose  of  crippling  the  trade  that 
we  otherwise  should  possess;  and  that 
seems  to  me  a  legitimate  motive  for  the 
accession  of  territory  which  might  other- 
wise be  wanting  when  we  consider  how 
vast  the  territories  of  this  country 
are.  The  noble  Earl  put  two  questions 
to  me  which  I  am  afraid  1  cannot  answer 
in  a  very  satisfactory  manner.  He  asked 
me  with  respect  to  the  events  which 
have  recently  taken  place  in  the  City  of 
London.  Undoubtedly  it  was  the  duty 
of  a  very  able  man,  the  Governor  ot  the 
Bank  of  England,  to  whose  prudence 
and  strength  of  character  I  believe  the 
City  owes  an  incalculable  debt  of  grati- 
tude, to  place  himself  in  communication 
with  the  Government.  If  any  action 
of  the  Government  had  taken  place  on 
those  communications,  it  would  have 
been  ray  duty  to  lay  it  frankly  and 
without  reserve  before  Parliament.  But 
I  do  not  think  that  inchoate  and  contin- 
gent matters  are  profitable  subjects  of 
debate.  They  could  not  be  explained 
without  disclosing  matters  of  a  purely 
confidential  character,  and  I  say  that 
we  should  only  be  doing  harm  and  not 
good  if  we  were  now  to  unrip  transac- 
tions which  have  now  happily  floated 
back  into  the  past.  With  respect  to 
Africa,  of  course  there  are  no  two 
opinions  as  to  the  horror  of  the  matters 
upon  which  for  the  last  fortnight  or 
three  weeks  we  have  been  fed  almost 
every  day.  But  I  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  duty  of  preserving  life  and  property 
in  the  heart  of  Africa.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  any  part  of  our  duty  to  take  any 
notice  of  those  things  as  a  Government. 


I  do  not  wish  to  lay  down  general  rules, 
because  events  might  happen  which 
would  set  general  rules  at  defiance ;  but 
I  say  that,  as  far  as  events  have  gone, 
there  is  nothing  that  would  justify  us 
in  incurring  the  cost,  the  difficulty,  and 
hazard  of  doing  injustice,  all  of  which 
evils  we  should  incur  in  the  search  after 
results  that  we  should  be  very  unlikely 
to  obtain.  We  are  very  unlikely  to  get 
at  the  truth,  and  we  incur  enormous 
risk  of  perpetrating  injustice  if  we 
act  on  the  imperfect  information  that 
we  can  obtain  j  and  we  must  always 
remember  that,  while  the  principal  actor 
— a  very  distinguished  man,  whose  pro- 
ceedings have  first  brought  these  matters 
to  light — is  not  an  English  subject,  the 
two  men  on  whom  the  chief  weight  of 
those  accusations  has  fallen  have  passed 
beyond  the  reach  of  all  human  jurisdic- 
tion. 1  think  the  noble  Earl  complained 
with  respect  to  the  time  of  the  meeting 
of  Parliament.  He  seemed  to  me  to  be 
very  inconsistent.  The  last  time  we  met 
was,  I  think,  on  the  11th  of  February. 
The  noble  Earl  said  that  was  much  too 
late.  Now  we  have  met  on  the  25th  of 
November,  and  yet  the  noble  Earl  says 
it  is  much  too  late.  I  fear  the  noble  Earl 
will  compel  us  to  the  somewhat  Irish 
expedient  of  proceeding  with  the  ensuing 
Session  before  the  preceding  Session  has 
expired.  The  noble  Earl,  with  a  want  of 
candour  which  is  unusual  in  him,  did 
not  tell  the  House  the  realTeason  for  the 
warmth  of  his  feelings  ;  he  confided  it  to 
a  meeting  in  the  country,  where  he  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  Parliament  might 
open  a  few  days  earlier  in  order  that  it 
might  furnish  materials  for  a  speech.  It 
was  very  cruel  of  us  to  disappoint  the 
noble  Earl,  and  I  heartily  sympathise 
with  him,  for  I  know  of  nothing  more 
painful  to  a  public  man  than  that  of 
having  to  make  a  speech  and  of  having 
nothing  to  make  it  about.  It  is  a 
lamente,ble  position,  however,  in  which 
all  public  men  are  sometimes  placed, 
and  it  is  one  of  the  severest  drawbacks 
to  public  life.  But  I  must  say  that  the 
noble  Earl  is  a  little  exacting  if  he  has 
not  been  able  to  make  a  speech  out  of 
all  the  events  which  have  occurred 
during  the  last  three  weeks.  I  never  re- 
member a  period  in  which  more  striking 
and  powerful  events  have  happened 
in  a  short  space  of  time  than  the 
period  which  the  noble  Earl  might  have 
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included  in  his  survey.  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  complaints  of  the  noble  Earl 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  He  complains 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  should  have 
beforehand  said  that  Mr.  Morley's 
evidence  was  worth  nothing  when  Mr. 
Morley  was  going  to  give  his  evidence 
in  a  Court  of  Justice. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  It  was  not  known 
at  that  time. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:  Then, 
of  course,  the  complaint  falls  to  the 
ground.  I  quite  admit  that  a  witness 
should  be  protected  in  the  way  the 
noble  Earl  suggests,  and  that  his  evi- 
dence should  not  be  discredited  before- 
hand ;  but  it  is  on  the  condition  that  he 
confines  his  testimony  to  the  one  proper 
and  judicial  use.  If  he  uses  his  testi- 
mony for  platform  material,  and  takes 
the  things  which  he  is  about  to  swear 
to  in  a  Court  of  Justice  as  missiles  to 
throw  at  the  head  of  a  political  oppo- 
nent, it  is  a  little  too  much  to  expect 
that  the  political  opponent  will  not  say 
that  the  missiles  are  worth  nothing.  I 
understand  the  noble  Earl  to  lay  down 
the  doctrine  that  when  a  politician  has 
denounced  liis  opponent  with  all  the 
vigour  which  a  wealth  of  vituperation 
and  vigorous  imagination  can  confer, 
and  afterwards  says  the  events  are  going 
to  ba  the  subject  of  evidence  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  then  his  political  opponent, 
who  is  the  victim  of  that  proceed- 
ing, is  to  be  compelled  to  admit  that 
tlies3  uccusations  are  unjust.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  noble  Earl  would  not 
like  to  undergo  that  ordeal  himself. 
I  do  not  quite  apprehend  the  full 
nature  of  the  noble  Earl's  objection 
to  the  Tipperary  proceedings.  He  said 
something  about  their  being  injurious 
to  the  cause  of  law  and  order  and 
conciliation,  and  so  forth.  It  is  difficult 
to  speak  of  the  Tipperary  proceedings, 
because  they  were  cut  oflE,  as  it 
were,  in  mid-life  by  a  strange 
event  which  happened  to  two  of 
the  defendants.  TJiere  is  always 
some  difficulty  with  Irish  leaders. 
Their  strong  point  just  now  is  escaping. 
Some  prefer  to  escape  by  water;  some 
prefer  fire-escapes.  But  if  we  may  pass 
from  the  personal  part  of  the  matter 
affecting  those  two  distinguished  men 
who  are  now  exhibiting  the  tyranny  of 
their  country  in  America,  I  only  wish 
the  House  to  think  for  a  moment  of 
The  Marquess  qf  Salisbury 


what  this  Tipperary  business  really  is, 
and  what  crime  it  was  of  which  those 
defendants  were  accused.  It  has  been 
often  'said,  and  said  most  untruly,  that 
we  are  stopping  combination  in  Ireland 
while  we  do  not  stop  combinations  of 
working  men  who  refuse  to  work  in 
England.  The  comparison  is  an  utter 
disfigurement  of  the  truth,  and  is  a  great 
insult  to  the  working  men  of  England. 
The  working  men  of  England  have  com- 
bined to  refuse  to  give  that  which  they 
have  a  perfect  right  to  refuse  to  give — 
their  labour.  The  combination  which 
has  been  compared  with  that  comHna- 
tion,  the  combination  in  Ireland  which 
goes  by  the  name  of  boycotting,  is  a 
combination,  not  to  give  what  a  man  has 
a  right  to  give  or  to  refuse  at  his 
pleasure — it  is  a  combination  not  to  pay 
just  and  honest  debts — it  is  a  combination 
to  swindle,  to  steal.  But  these  Tipperary 
proceedings  are  even  worse  than  the 
ordinary  combination  to  steal,  if  it  is 
worse  to  combine  to  steal  in  order  that 
you  may  oppress  and  coerce  instead  of 
combining  simply  to  steal  and  to  defraud ; 
because  the  conspiracy  for  which  these 
men  have  been  condemned  in  Tipperary 
is  this — they  conspired  not  only  to 
defraud  a  man  of  the  debts  to  which  he 
had  a  good  right  according  to  law,  but 
they  conspired  to  do  so  in  order  to 
punish  him  for  exercising  that  which 
was  undoubtedly  liis  right — namely, 
buying  an  estate  in  another  part  of  the 
country  in  open  market.  A  more 
monstrous  combination  or  conspiracy  of 
coercion,  tyranny,  and  dishonesty  the 
annals  of  Irish  disorder  have  not,  I 
believe,  produced.  For  that  reason  it  was 
necessary  that  the  prosecutions  should 
take  place.  I  do  not  deny  for  a  moment 
that  these  prosecutions,  if  they  could  be 
avoided,  are  undesirable ;  but  the  first 
thing  necessary  is  to  maintain  the  righte 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  possess  their 
property  and  to  exercise  their  avocations 
in  Ireland,  and,  however  long  the  process 
may  go  on,  and  whatever  difficulties  it 
may  involve,  you  will  never  establish 
good  government  or  restore  prosperity 
in  Ireland  unless  you  rigidly  determine 
to  go  on  punishing  by  law  those  who 
conspire  to  commit  frauds  and  to 
tyrannise  over  their  neighbours.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  criticise  the  Bills 
which  we  have  indicated  in  the  Queen^s 
Speech;   he  rather  complained  that  we 
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had  not  affixed  to  their  names  a  general 
summary  of  their  provisions.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  be  inconvenient, 
impracticable,  and  might  swell  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  an  inconvenient  size ; 
and  certainly  I  am  Tinable  to  respond  to 
his  challenge  when  he  suggested  that  I 
should  now  give  an  account  of  what 
these  very  complicated  measures,  which 
will  be  very  shortly  introduced,  will  con- 
tain. I  will  only  say  we  entertain  the 
hope  that  by  increasing  the  number  of 
those  interested  in  the  ownership  of 
land  in  Ireland  we  may  create  a  moral 
and  political  force  which  shall  frustrate 
the  efforts  of  future  agitators  to  raise 
occupier  against  owner,  and  shall  estab- 
lish that  balance  of  various  interests  in 
the  midst  of  which  every  citizen  may 
pursue  his  way  and  [exercise  his  rights 
in  peace. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  think  the  noble  Marquess  has  a 
little  misunderstood  the  position  which 
my  noble  Friend  intended  to  take  with 
regard  to  these  recent  events  in  Ireland 
— I  mean  the  Tipperary  prosecutions, 
the  conduct  of  the  police,  and  the  other 
matters  to  which  he  referred.  What 
my  noble  Friend  intended,  I  think,  to 
convey  was  this,  and  I  thought  he  did 
convoy  it  very  clearly  to  the  House,  that 
this  would  not  be  a  proper  opportunity 
for  discussing  those  matters,  for  this 
obvious  reason  :  that  many  of  them  have 
still  to  come  before  a  Court  of  Justice  in 
Ireland.  And  although  there  are  matters 
which  could  be  very  properly  discussed, 
it  is  very  obvious  that  once  you  intro- 
duced the  discussion  it  would  be  very 
difficult  indeed  to  draw  distinctions 
between  the  different  matters.  For 
instance,  the  conduct  of  the  police  has 
been  very  much  impugned.  Concerning 
that  matter  I  do  not  desire  to  express 
any  opinion  in  this  House.  It  will 
shortly  be  inquired  into  in  a  Court  of 
liaw,  and  I  think  there  could  not  be  a 
reasonably  impartial  and  effective  dis- 
cussion upon  it  now.  We  oug^ht,  of 
course,  to  be  entirely  untrammelled  in 
discussing  these  various  subjects.  No 
doubt  they  may  be  brought  forward  at  a 
future  time  if  an  opportunity  should 
arise,  and  if  we  should  think  fit  to  do  so. 
I  do  not  desire  to  add  anything  more  on 
tlio  present  occasion,  but  I  thought  it 
right  to  say  a  few  words,  as  the  noble 


Earl  said  very  little  upon  those  subjects 
in  his  speech,  and  the*noble  Marquess  has 
said  little  in  reply.  The  noble  Lord 
who  seconded  the  Address  very  pro- 
perly brought  forward  some  interesting 
statistics,  which  I  was  glad  to  hear,  with 
regard  to  the  diminution  of  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland.  That  must  be  a 
matter  of  satisfaction  to  us  all,  on  which- 
ever side  of  the  House  we  may  be  ;  but  he 
drew  from  that  a  conclusion  which  I 
thought  dangerous.  He  implied  from  it 
that  thiere  is  now  political  contentment 
in  Ireland,  and  it  appeared  to  me  a  very 
dangerous  thing  to  measure  political 
contentment  by  the  amount  of  crime 
existing.  It  amounts  to  saying  to  the 
people,  "  If  you  do  not  commit  crime 
you  show  that  you  are  content  with  the 
political  system  under  which  you  live." 
I  am  not  for  a  moment  arguing  that  the 
absence  of  agrarian  crime  is  not  a  very 
favourable  symptom,  but  I  do  urge 
that  in  a  country  situated  as  Ireland 
has  been  you  should  not  connect 
contentment  or  agitation  too  closely  with 
agrarian  crime.-  Unfortunately  these 
agrarian  crimes  have  existed  so  long  that 
we  can  hardly  fix  the  date  when  they 
began.  If  you  look  back  to  the  time 
before  the  Union  you  will  find  that 
agrarian  crime  was  very  rife.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  much  more  due  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  called  "the  perpetual 
contest  or  struggle  that  has  gone 
on  between  the  landowners  and  the 
tenants,"  than  to  the  agitators,  who 
have  merely  taken  advantage  of  that 
unfortunate  state  of  relations  between 
the  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  think,  my  Lords,  there  was  any- 
thing else  in  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  on  the  present  occasion 
which  would  make  it  necessary  to  add 
anything  further. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  :  My  Lords,  tlio 
etiquette  of  your  Lordships'  House 
prevents  a  long  Debate  upon  the  Addrc'^s 
such  as  usually  takes  place  in  the  other 
House  ;  and  I  should  not  have  risen  but 
for  one  circumstance  which  lias  occurred 
this  autumn,  and  whif»h,  I  think,  -svo 
ought  not  to  allow  to  pass  without 
holding  up  to  reprobation.  We  ought 
to  earmark  and  stereotype  in  reprobation 
two  lessons,  which,  for  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  this  country,  have  been 
taught  by   an   eminent  statesman  and 
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kfeder    rji    xh/t    HbeThl    Partr.      That  '     Cc*Minnxz  rw  Psinu&Es — Appcunied. 

"r»tf*r^'-  LiM&  d^lfbEfTKLelT  told  a  poitioii 

of  Lii  fti>yw-fc-flin«tt  tilt  if  thev  had        SuB-C-jMnnrrE    rr*    the    Jocksals — 

iij  ioTt  f:r  tlrfrlr    ccisntrir   aind   their    Appointed. 

£in£T   ;t  •»**  ihtir  d^itr  t>5  Lat-e  the 


.Stoppages  is  ihi 
I  prerent,  renewed. 


Steeets — Order  to 


]*•».      YzthX  is  cce  of  tLe  leasosis  which 

LkT^  lK«a  XM.72ZZ.Z  the  pal^ :  six^  the    j 

cniia^rr  lettfXi  tfc::zht  br  the  same  great  i 

>e^wier  is  tbbt  tiiere  w&s  x:o  Fnch  thing  j 

iA  riziA.  a&iid  wTCfii^  in  politics,  but  that  | 

h     19     the     d^rr    of    a    politician     to  [ 

Mn^xnun  on  what  side  the  majoritr  is 

liJKrlT  to  be.  ar.d  then  to  go  with  the 

caVvrftT  withont  reghrd  to  principle.     I 

tciz.k  it  wr/old  be  a  mistake  if,  c«n  this 

fir*t  dar  of  the  riifeeting  of  Parliament. 

ar:«ition  were  not  called  to  these  new  „       -i  ,«•     j  \ 

nwe^  dxtrines  wLxrh,  thowrh  ther  are      ^aees  psESEETAnos  Biix  :h.l],  (No.  4.) 

ta:i2ht  br  a  leader  cf  the  Liberal  Partr,        A  BiU  to  proride  a  cIok  tune  to  Ham  m 

I  T^ntnre   to   saj  are  doctrines   whi^h  !  England,  Scotland,  and  Wak. : 

will   not  be  aixxTpted  br  the  pei^le  of  1     Wa«  preaented  bv  tliA  I«d    Stanlaj   of 

this     ayantry     at     large,      and    which  j  Alderley;  read  !•;  to  be  piinftad;  and  to  be 

will   nr/t    bring    so    moch    satis&ction  ,  read  2*  on  Tnesdav  next 

even     t»     those    br    whom    thev    are 


Appeal  CoionTTrE— Appointed. 

nrrXEMEDiATE   >ZBOOLS.  ^C^  SITES   SILL 

[h  l.].  (_^o.  3.) 
A  Bin  to  afford  fnrtber  tariKtif  for  the 
:  coarerance  of  land  for  intcnwdiale  and  other 
tchooX  and  for  mazkeC  buiidiBfi :  And 


tanght  as  thej  seem  to  think  possible. 
With  rcrgard  to  the  business  of  the 
House,  I  would  ask  the  noble  ^larqneas 
what  oonrse  of  bnidness  will  be  pro- 
ceeded with  in  reference  to  the  matters 


PRE5ESTAn05  TO  BESZnCES  BILL 

[h  J.],  (So.  5.) 
A  Bill  to  make  better  proTuioii   lor    the 
exerdie  of  the  right  of  prcjcntation  to  benefices 
,  in  cases  where  the  right  is  now  escrdnble  bj 
which  liave  been  referred  to,  or  whether  1  pttrishiooen  or   others   fonaiog  a  nnmerons 
jocr  Lordships  are  to  be   troubled   at  j  clsas :  And 


present  with  anr  business  at  all? 

iHJt  MjLiUiZE.-\  or  SALISBLTIY :  I  i 
can  on  I J  saj  that  the  course  of  business  ! 
will  at  present  depend  upon  the  acticn 


'    UCHFIELD  CATHEDRAL  BILL  [h.L.],  (Xa  6.) 
I      A    Bill    to    Amend   the  existing  sUtntoiy 
proririocs  respecting  the  canoniies,  prebendSy 
and  other  ecclesiasiical  offices  of  the  Cathedral 
businesa  which  is  likelr   to  arise  among    Church  of  Lichfield : 

ourselves  before  Christmas,  but  of  course  t     Were   presented   bv  the    Lord    Bishop    of 
if  there  should  be  any  we  shall   oe  glad    Lichfield ;  T«ad  !• ;  aiid  to  be  printed. 


fjf  thJA  House.     I  do  not  know  of  anv 


COPTRIGHT   BILL    [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  and  consolidate  the  law 
rekt'ng  to  copyright — Was  presented  by  tho 
I  Lord  Monks  well :  read  1*  :  and  to  be  printed. 

I  ;xo.  7.) 


t/f  discnft!  it.  I  am  afraid  there  is  still 
less  iikeJihrx^  of  any  business  coming  to 
us  from  another  place.  I  think,  there- 
fore, until  we  are  further  informed,  it  is 
not  desirable  that  we  should  meet  every 
day ;  and  my  proposaL  which  I  have 
mentioned  U}  the  noble  Earl,  is  that  on 
rising   to-dav    we    should    adjourn    for  '  -       , 

Pablic  Bosmess  to  Tuesday  next.  ,    abchdeacoxky  or  C0RSW.ux  biix  [h.1..] 

.       I      A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  the  endow- 
On     Qaestion       ac^reed     to,      n^mmf:    „ent  of  the  Archdeaconrv  of  Cornwall -Was 
diM^Hliente;  Address  ordered^ to  be  pre-  [presented  by  the   Lord  Steward  (E.  Monnt- 

to  be  printed;  and  to 
be  read  2»  on  Tuesday  next,     (No.  8.) 


scnted  to  Her  iLijesty  by  the  Lords  with  I  Kj^jcumbe) ;  read  1*  ; 
Whiteslaves.  '    ^ 


CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 
The  hiarlof  Moeley — Appointed,  ntfy/wti-f 
duHentiente,   to  take    the  Chair   in   all 
C  iiiimittees     of    this    House    for    this 
Session. 

Lord  Brabourne 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Elections, 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  25th  Noveinber,  1890, 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  clock. 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  ABSENCE. 
The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the   Table   informed   the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  having  re- 
turned ; — 

NEW  WRITS  DURING  THE  RECESS. 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  acquainted  the 
House, — That  Mr.  Speaker  had  issued, 
during  the  Recess,  Warrants  for  New 
Writs,-s-for  South  East  Lancashire 
(Eccles  Division),  v.  Honourable  Alfred 
John  Francis  Egerton,  deceased  ;  for 
Universities  of  Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews,  v,  Moir Tod Stormonth  Darling, 
esquire,  one  of  the  Senators  of  Her 
Majesty's  College  of  Justice  in  Scot- 
land. 

CRIMINAL  LAWAND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND)   ACT,  1887  (ARREST  AND  IM- 
I'RISONMENT  OF  MEMBERS). 
Mr.   Deputy  Speaker   acquainted  the 
House   that  Mr.  Speaker  had  received 
the   following    Letter  relating  to   pro- 
ceedings under  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,"  against 
certain  Members  of  this  House : — 
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dure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  and  were  on  same 
date  brought  before  me  at  Tipperary,  when 
each  of  them  was  admitted  to  bail  to  appear  at 
Tippetary  Petty  Sessions,  on  the  26th  of  same 
month,  to  answer  to  the  said  charges,  which 
they  accordingly  did  ;  but  on  the  10th  Ootobor 
following,  they  failed  to  appear  at  the  sitting 
of  the  Court,  and  have  not  since  been  made 
amenable. 

I  have  also  to  inform  you  that  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien,  M.P.,  was  arrested  on  the  23rd  Sep- 
tember 1890,  on  a  warrant  charging  him  with 
similar  offences,  and  was  brought  before  me,  at 
Tipperary  Petty  Sessions,  on  the  25th  of  same 
month,  and  was  admitted  to  bail  to  answer  to 
the  said  charges.  I  have  to  add  that,  at  Glon- 
mel,  on  the  10th  instant,  at  an  adjourned  hear- 
ing of  these  charges,  he  was  convicted  by  a 
Court  duly  constituted  under  the  said  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,  of 
taking  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy,  as  defined 
in  the  second  section  of  the  said  Act,  and  was 
sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  in  the  County  Gaol 
at  Clonmel  for  a  period  of  six  months  without 
hard  labour,  and  was  committed  on  the  same 
date  to  the  said  g^ol  for  the  said  period. 

Mr.    Thomas   J.    Condon,    M.P.,   was  also 
arrested  on  the  25bh  Sept.  1890,  on  a  warrant 
charging  him  with  similar  offences,  and  was 
similarly  admitted  to  bail  on  the  same  date. 
The  charges  against  him  were  dismissed  on  the 
merits  at  Clonmel,  on  the  19th  instant. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  most  obt.  servant, 

J.  B.  Irwin,  RM., 

Chairman  of  the  (^ourt 
The  Right  Honourable  A.  Peel,  M.P., 

Speaker,  House  of  Commons. 


Limerick, 

24th  Nov.  1890. 


Si, 


I  have  he  honour  to  report  for  your  inf orma- 
lion  that,  on  the  18th  Sept.  1S90,  Mr.  John 
Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr.  WUliam  O'Brien,  M.P., 
were  arrested  on  Warrants  charging  them,  Ist^ 
with  taking  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  ; 
2ndly,  with  using  intimidation;  and  Srdly, 
with  inciting  to  intimidation,  as  defined  in  the 
second  section  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Proce- 

VOL.  CCOXLIX.      [third  series.] 


ELECnONS. 

Ordered,  That  all  Members  who  are  returned 
for  two  or  more  places  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  do  make  their  election  for 
which  of  the  places  they  will  serve,  within  one 
week  after  it  shall  appear  ihat  there  is  no 
question  upon  the  Return  for  that  place  ;  and 
if  anything  shall  come  in  question  touching  the 
Return  or  Election  of  any  Member,  he  is  to 
withdraw  during  the  time  the  matter  is  in 
debate;  and  that  all  JM embers  returned  upon 
double  Returns  do  withdraw  till  their  Returns 
are  determined. 

Resolved,  That  no  Peer  of  the  Realm,  except 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time  beinp: 
be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have  declined 
to  serve,  for  any  county,  city,  or  borou2:h  of 
Great  Britain,  hath  any  ricrht  to  give  his  vote 
in  the  Election  of  any  Member  to  stive  in 
Parliament. 


35 


Notices  of 


{COMMONS} 


Motion. 


36 


Kesolved,  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of 
the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a 
Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not 
having  declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city, 
or  borough  of  Groat  Britain,  to  concern  himself 
in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  for  the 
Commons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Peer 
of  Ireland,  at  such  Elections  in  Great  Britain 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be 
proposed  to  be  elected ;  or  for  any  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail 
himself  of  any  authority  derived  from  his 
Commission,  to  influence  the  Election  of  any 
Member  to  serve  for^the  Commons  in  Parlia- 
ment. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Member 
of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 
bribery,  or  any  other  corrupt  practices,  this 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been 
wilfully  concerned  in  such  bribery  or  other 
corrupt  practices. 

WITNESSES. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  tampering  with  any  Witness, 
in  respect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 
House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  or  directly 
or  indirectly  hath  endeavoured  to  detor  or 
hinder  any  person  from  appearing  or  giving 
evidence,  the  same  is  declared  to  be  a  high 
crime  and  misdemeanour ;  and  this  House  will 
proceed  with  the  utmost  severity  against  such 
offender. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  given  false  evidence  in  any  case 
before  this  House,  or  any  Committee  thereof, 
this  House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost 
severity  against  such  offender. 


METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 
Ordered,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that, 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages 
through  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be 
kept  free  and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be 
permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to 
and  from  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be 
allowed  in  Westminster  Hall,  or  in  the  passages 
landing  to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of 
Parliament,  and  that  there  be  no  annoyance 
therein  or  thereabouts  ;  and  that  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms  attending  this  House  do  communicate 
this  Order  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid. 


VOTES  AND  PROCEEDINGS. 
Ordered,  That  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
this  House  be  printed,  being  first  perused  by 
!Mr.  Speekcr;  and  that  he  do  appoint  the 
printing  thereof :  and  that  no  person  but  such 
as  he  shall  appoint  do  presume  to  print  the 
same. 

PRIVILEGES. 
Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 


OUTLAWRIES  BILL. 
"  Bill  for  the  more  efFectual  preventing 
Clandestine  Outlawries,"   read  the  first 
time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 
Sir  Charles  John  Pearson,  knight,  for 
the  Universities  of  Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrews;  Henry  John  Boby,  esquire, 
for  South-East  Lancashire  (Eccles  Divi- 
sion). 

JOURNAL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Journal  of  this  House, 
from  the  end  of  the  last  Session  to  the  end  of 
the  present  Session*  with  an  Index  to  the  146th 
Volume,  be  printed. 

Ordered,  That  760  copies  of  the  said  Journal 
and  Index  be  printed  by  the  appointment  and 
under  the  direction  of  Reginald  Francis  Douce 
Palgrave,  esquire,  G.B.,  the  Clerk  of  this 
House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Journal  and  Index  be 
printed  by  such  Person  as  bhall  be  licensed  by 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  that  no  other  person  do  pre- 
sume to  print  the  same. 


LIGHTHOUSE  ILLUMINANTS  (SOUTH 
FORELAND  EXPERIMENTS). 

Copy  ordered — 

''Of  (further  Correspondence  on  ^e  sub- 
ject of  the  Report  made  in  188a  by  the 
Trinity  House  on  the  South  Foreland 
Experiments  on  Lighthouse  IlluminantSy 
together  with  a  Report  from  the  Pretidenfe 
and  two  Fellows  of  the  Royal  Spciety 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Iol 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  Ko. 
60,  of  Session  1889).— (5ir  Michael  Jliekg 
Beach.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon    the    Table,    and   to   be   printed. 

[No.  2.] 

NOTICES    OF    MOTION. 


The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  Bill  to  provide  further  funds  for  the 
purchase  of  land  in  Ireland,  to  make  per- 
manent the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland, 
and  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of 
the  congested  districts ;  also  a  Bill  con- 
stituting the  Land  Department,  and  to 
amend  the  laws  relating  to  the  purchase 
of  land  in  Ireland. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Bill  to  make  better  provision  for 
the  recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales. 
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The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.   P.  \ 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  Bill  to  amend  the 
procedure    in    regard  to  Private   Bills 
relating  to  Scotland. 

QUESTIONS, 


THE  EMIN  PASHA  RELIEF 
EXPKDITION. 
Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  called  to  the 
revolting  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  the  members  of  the  Emin  Pasha 
Relief  Expedition ;  whether  any  of  the 
persons  charged  with  such  barbarous 
conduct  held  commissions  as  officers  in 
the  Army;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment ara  prepared  to  appoint  a  Com- 
missioQ  of  Inquiry  or  to  take  any  other 
steps  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  the  ex- 
traordinary statements  which  have  been 
so  freely  made  ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  Government  are  aware 
that  very  grave  charges  of  the  nature 
indicated  have  been  made  against  mem- 
bers of  the  Emin  Relief  Expedition, 
notably  against  two  who  are  dead, 
and  incapable  of  answering  for  them- 
selves. One  of  these  gentlemen  held 
a  commission  in  the  Army ;  but  the 
Government  were  in  no  sense  respon- 
sible for  his  selection  as  one  of  the 
stafE  of  the  expedition,  or  for  the  expedi- 
tion itself.  It  is  not,  therefore,  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  appoint  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster): 
I  think  it  may  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House  that  I  should  at  once  in- 
dicate in  general  terms  the  arrange- 
ments the  Government  intend  to  propose 
in  regard  to  the  Business  of  the  House 
during  the  course  of  the  present  Session. 
Obviously  it  would  be  most  unfair  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  proposals  were  made 
at  a  later  stage  which  interfered  with 
the  arrangements  for  Bills  of  which  they 
may  give  notice.  The  Government  feel 
that  in  asking  the  House  to  meet  at  this 
period    of    the  year  they  are  exposing 


hon.  Members  to  inconvenience  which  is 
only  to  be  justified  by  the  urgent  neces- 
sity of  passing  the  important  measures 
of  which  my  right  hon.  Friends  have 
given  notice.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the*.  Government  think  it  will  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
whole  time  of  the  House  shall  be  taken 
for  the  consideration  of  those  measures 
until  they  have  passed  the  stage  of 
Second  Reading  and  the  Speaker  is  out  of 
the  Chair.  The  measure  dealing  with 
the  anticipated  distress  in  Ireland,  to 
enablopElailway  Companies  in  existence  to 
construct  or  take  over  proposals  for  the 
construction  of  railways  in  the  congested 
districts  of  Ireland,  we  desire  the  House 
to  consider  before  the  Christmas  Recess. 
As  soon  as  the  House  has  made  progress 
in  the  direction  I  have  indicated,  the 
Government  will  be  glad  to  meet  what 
they  believe  will  be  the  desire  of  the 
House — that  is,  adjourn  for  a  reasonable 
holiday  till  after  Christmas.  I  propose 
to  move  the  Resolution  for  time  as  soon 
as  the  Address  has  been  disposed  of. 

•Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  Will 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  state 
when  ho  will  move  the  Resolution  giving 
Bills  which  have  attained  certain  stages 
precedence  over  other  Bills  1  That  has 
usually  been  done  at  Whitsuntide  ;  but 
as  Parliament  is  now  meeting  earlier 
than  usual,  I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is 
intended  to  bring  the  Standing  Order 
on  the  subject  earlier  into  operation. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  give  nie  notice  of  this 
question,  and  I  have  had  no  oppor- 
tunity to  consider  it ;  but  I  think,  if  he 
looks  at  the  almanac,  Whitsuntide  comes 
earlier  next  year  than  usual,  and  the 
matter  is  not,  therefore,  quite  so  urgent 
as  he  suggests.  Any  Bill  to  secure  prece- 
dence has  to  be  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  therefore  the  choice  af  facilities 
depends  greatly  on  good  fortune  in  the 
Ballot. 

•Mb.  lea  :  But  we  must  to-morrow 
fix  the  date  for  the  Second  Reading,  and 
it  is  of  no  use  choosing  a  date  after  the 
Standing  Order  is  to  come  into  force. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  find,  if  he  has  the  mis- 
fortune to  be  placed  so  low  down  in  the 
Ballot  as  not  to  get  a  Second  Reading 
till  then,  that  he  is  hardly  likely  to 
get  the  subsequent  precedence  which  he 
desires. 
0  2 
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Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermonth)  :  What  arrangement  has 
been  made  for  bringing  in  the  Bills  to- 
morrow ?  Will  it  be  before  the  resumption 
of  the  Debate  or  after  an  early  adjourn- 
ment? 

Mr.  CREMER  :  I  should  also  like*  to 
ask  for  information  as  to  the  probable 
duration  of  the  Christmas  Recess  ?  Will 
the  House  re-assemble  about  the  middle 
of  January,  or  at  the  end  of  the  month  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  think  it  will  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  an  ad- 
journment of  the  Debate  should  take 
place  to-morrow  shortly  after  4  o'clock 
— [Opposition  cries  of  "  Three  o'clock  !  "] 
— well,  half -past  3,  which  is,  I  think, 
the  usual  course.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member's  question  as  to  the 
Christmas  holidays,  he  will  see  that  their 
duration  must  to  a  considerable  extent 
depend  upon  the  progress  of  business. 
I  should  hope  that  the  progress  I  have 
indicated  may  be  obtained,  and,  in  that 
event,  I  should  propose  that  the  House 
re-assemble  about  the  end  of  the  third 
week  in  January — that  is,  about  the 
22nd. 


QUEEN*S  SPEECH. 
Mr.   deputy   speaker    reported 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  delivered  by  Her 
Chancellor  (see  i^ge  2),  and  read   it  to 
the  House. 

ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER    TO    HER. 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 

(5.40.)  Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  (who  was  attired 
in  the  uniform  of  a  Lieut.-Colonel  of  the 
Guards)  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  on 
the  few  occasions  on  which  I  have 
myself  been  present  at  the  proceed- 
ings at  the  opening  of  Parliament  I 
have  noticed  that  the  Mover  of  the 
Address  has,  almost  without  exception, 
asked  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
on  the  score  of  his  not  having  addressed 
it  before.  Sir,  I  cannot  lay  any  claim 
exactly  to  such  a  right  to  lenient  con- 
sideration, but  I  would  assure  the  House 
that  it  is  in  no  spirit  of  self-reliance — 
it  is  in  the  full  consciousness  that  I  have 
nothing  to  trust  to  but  the  general  for- 
bearance of  the  House — that  I  rise  to 
perform  this  duty  which  has  been  allotted 
to  me.     But  I  think  I  should  be  out  of 


harmony  with  the  feelings  of  every 
Member  of  this  House  if  I  did  not  take 
the  first  possible  opportunity  of  referring 
to  the  reason  why  I  have  to  address  you, 
Sir,  as  the  Deputy  Speaker  rather  than 
Mr.  Speaker  himself.  I  think  we  all 
feel  in  this  country  that  there  is 
something  in  domestic  sorrow  that 
is  so  sacred  that  we  almost  hesitate 
to  apply  public  reference  to  it.  But  I 
feel  that  I  am  on  sure  and  safe  ground 
when  I  say  that  the  sincerest  sympathioa 
of  every  Member  of  this  House  are 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  severe  ordeal 
through  which  he  is  now  passing,  and 
that  our  warmest  and  heartiest  hopes  are 
extended  to  him  that  he  may  soon  be 
relieved  from  the  cloud  at  present 
darkening  his  house.  If  I  may  now 
refer  to  that  duty  to  which  I  alluded — I 
have  the  honour  of  proposing  to  this 
House  a  resolution,  different  somewhat 
in  terms  from  those  previously  moved  on 
these  occasions,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  acknowledge  that  this  innovation  is 
justified  when  it  reflects  that  in  recenj; 
times  there-  has  resulted  from  the 
previous  practice  considerable  waste  both 
of  the  time  and  the  talents  and  the 
temper  of  the  House.  And  this  change 
has  been  foreshadowed  by  such  high 
authorities  as  have  spoken  on  this  sub- 
ject in  years  gone  by.  I  may  remind  the 
House  that  as  long  ago  as  1879  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  used  these  words : — 

'*  If  the  speech  itself  is  to  bo  made  the  sub- 
ject of  lengthened  and  renewed  debate  and 
diversified  amendment  in  this  House  it  will 
become  no  better  than  a  public  nuieance,  and 
it  will  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  conn- 
try  that  it  should  be  wholly  discontinued." 

I  trust  1  may  be  allowed  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  experience  of  a  past  Ses- 
sion will  not  be  repeated,  and  that  under 
the  influence  of  the  comparatively 
simple  Resolution  with  which  it  will  bo 
my  duty  to  conclude  my  speech,  this 
House  will  be  able  to  proceed  with  as 
little  loss  of  time  as  possible  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  important  subjects  of 
legislation  which  are  to  be  proposed  to 
it.  In  doing  so  it  may  well  feel  assured 
that  it  is  doing  its  duty  to  those  whom 
it  represents  here.  Her  Majesty  in  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  she  has 
addressed  to  us  from  the  Throne  refers 
to  the  existing  state  of  her  foreign  rela- 
tions, and  I  think  that   it  will  be  with 
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interest  and  satisfaction  tHat  wo  learn  that 
negotiations  have  commenced  with  the 
ICing  of  Itiily,  and  we  shall  look  forward 
with  hope  to  the  speed j  settlement  uf 
those  negotiations^  remembering  aB  we 
do  the  friendly  interest  that  this  country 
has  always  taken  in  Italy,  and  the 
valuable  example  sbo  now  ishows;  to  tis 
of  the  great  value  of  close  unity  between 
all  sections  of  the  dominions  of  the 
King.  Tben»  Sir,  we  may  join  in  re- 
ifret  that  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
Portugal  has  not  yet  heen  able  to 
consent  to  the  Treaty  which  was  signed 
on  the  20th  of  August;  but  I  think  wet 
may  l<«k  hopefully  forward  t^  the  fact 
tliat  the  manner  in  which  these  nego- 
tiations  were  conducted  will  brino"  the 
question  to  a  speedy  and  satisfactory 
solution.  So  far  as  this  country  is  con- 
cerned, no  doubt  the  negotiations  will  bo 
conducted  in  a  generous  though  firm 
spirit;  and,  as  regarfls  Portugal,  we  may 
hope  tliat  she  w  ill  lotjk  Imck  to  the  time 
when,  if  it  had  not  been  for  British  help 
and  British  alliance,  for  the  leadership 
of  British  generals,  and  the  gallantry  of 
British  soldiery,  it  would  lianlly  have 
been  that  Portugal  would  have  retained 
its  place  on  the  map  of  Europe.  1 
think  that  the  outcome  of  all  these 
foreign  relations  must  be  essentially 
satisfactory  to  the  country.  They 
breathe  an  atmosphere  of  absolute  peace, 
and»  considering  we  are  a  nation  to  whom 
peace  is  of  such  intense  value,  I  think  we 
shall  recognise  with  pleasure  and  with 
H/itisfiiction  the  terms  in  which  Her 
Majesty  is  able  tci  refer  to  assured  and 
continued  peat^e  in  her  Speech.  And  the 
satisfaction  will  not  diminish  becansewe 
feel  tliat  that  peace  has  not  been  secured 
by  any  timorons  concession,  but  by  a 
policy  of  resolute  and  determined  main- 
tenance of  the  rights  and  dignity  of  this 
country,  con  pie  das  it  always  has  been  w  ith 
a  generous  acknowledgment  of  the  rights 
and  ambitious  of  neighbouinng  nations. 
Her  Majesty,  in  passiijg  from  the 
question  of  her  relations  with  Fonngn 
Powers,  informs  us  that  the  Estimates 
for  the  ensuing  year  have  been  prepared 
with  due  regard  to  strict  economy.  On 
that  point  I^  have  onlj  to  observe  that 
I  hope  and  trust  that  though  the 
strictest  economy  may  be — and  ought 
to  be — ol)served,  yet  that  efficiency 
will  be  still  more  observed  than 
economy.      I  hope   and  trust  that  this 


country  wiU  never  consider  that  simple 
economy  is  the  grent  aim  and  object  of 
the  Estimates^  but  that  it  will  look 
rather  to  such  a  use  of  the  funds  and 
reserves  of  this  c^Duntry  as  will  ensure 
durable,  permanent,  and  satisfactory 
results.  Her  Majesty  passes  from 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  to  a 
reference  to  the  existing  condition  of 
affairs  wntbin  her  own  dominions,  and 
I  believe  that  all  of  us  who  can  take  a 
fair  and  dispassionate  view  of  these 
matters  will  he  able  to  echo  and  endorse 
the  words  in  which  Her  Majesty  refers 
to  the  general  condition  of  Ireland. 
We  learn  that  in  Ireland  a  sensible  im- 
pro  ve  men  t  h  as  taken  place  un  de  r  th  e  ope  ra- 
tion  of  the  salutary  legislation  which 
has  been  applied  to  it.  Comparing  the  year 
1890  with  1886  I  find  that  the  genemt 
condition  of  Ireland  presents  these 
rather  striking  facts: — In  1890  there 
were  5^67  fewer  paupers,  there  were 
1,488  less  indictable  offences,  847  fewer 
committals,  394  fewer  summary  con- 
victions, and  4,749  less  people  boy- 
cotted. There  was  X7  72,000  more 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank^ 
£2,796,000  more  in  the  Joint  Stock 
Banks,  and  an  increase  of  X246.000  in 
railway  receipts.  Tlae  agrarian  outrages 
\vere  fewer  by  292.  This  seems  to 
me  the  shortest  iind  simplest  way  in 
which  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  absolute  accuracy  of  the 
words  used  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
the  fair  description  they  give  of  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  I  hope  I  shall 
not  be  travelling  t<:>o  far  beyond  the 
limits  assigned  to  me  if  I  remind  the 
House  that  in  1880  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
at  Mid  Lothian,  referred  to  an  absence  of 
crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland  **  such  as 
is  unknown  in  the  previous  history  of 
Ireland."  Well,  at  the  time  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  these  words,  I  find 
that  there  was  an  averjige  of  32 
agrarian  outrages  every  month  in 
Ireland,  and  of  39  threatening  letters. 
This  year  I  find  the  agrarian  outrages 
have  fallen  to  an  average  of  24  per 
month,  and  the  threatening  letters  to 
an  average  of  17  a  month.  I  would 
only  point  this  out  that,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  verify  the 
prophecy  which  he  has  lately  ad- 
dressed to  the  country — if  it  is  \ 
correct  that  in  a  more  or  less  short  time 
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he  is  to  be  returned  at  the  head  of  a 
majority  of  this  House — I  think  it  will 
be  the  first  duty  he  will  have  to  discharge 
to  give  to  the  Administration  which  has 
preceded  him  a  certificate  couched  in  even 
warmer  terms  than  those  he  found  him- 
self obliged  to  use  in  1880.  At  all 
events  it  will  be  some  satisfaction  to  us 
to  know  that  under  our  administration 
such  a  state  of  things  has  been  arrived 
at  as  will  extract  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  such  a  certificate.  I  notice 
that  Her  Majesty,  in  pursuing  her  review 
of  the  existing  condition  of  things  in 
Ireland,  brings  to  our  attention  the  fact 
that  she  has  learned  with  deep  regret  of 
the  existence  of  a  serious  deficiency  in 
the  potato  crop  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  it  threatens  a  recurrence  of 
one  of  those  periods  of  severe  distress  to 
which  the  West  of  Ireland  is  peculiarly 
exposed.  There  is  not  a  thinking  man 
in  this  House  who  will  not  learn  this 
with  the  deepest  regret,  but  at  the  same 
time  I  hope,  though  I  do  not  wish  for  a 
moment  to  minimise  the  importance  or 
the  seriousness  of  this  distress,  still  I 
may  express  a  hope  that  it  is  not  so 
widely  spread  as  has  been  supposed. 
But  whether  the  districts  be  broad  or  be 
narrow,  whether  large  or  small,  1  think 
it  is  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  find 
that  the  Executive  are  awake  and  ready 
to  deal  with  it,  and  that  they  will  not 
be  slow  to  apply  such  measures  as  will 
reduce  the  distress  which  is  here 
indicated.  I  hopo  that  the  construction  of 
railways,  and  the  opening  up  of  the 
country  by  them  and  other  means,  will 
in  itself  furnish  considerable  employ- 
ment for  the  poor  of  those  districts.  I 
"will  also  express  the  hope  that  in 
whatever  form  relief  may  be  given  it 
will  not  be  in  the  form  of  pauperising 
alms,  but  by  supplying  work  of  such  a 
nature  that  the  men  in  the  country  can 
get  a  good  day's  wage  for  an  honest 
day's  work,  and  that  by  honest  industry 
on  relief  works  they  will  be  tided  over 
the  time  of  distress,  and  will  be  enabled 
in  due  course  to  return  to  their  own 
industries,  fortified  and  assured  by 
the  fact  that,  as  long  as  England  has  the 
power  and  the  right  to  help  her,  Ireland 
will  never  be  left  in  the  lurch  in  time 
of  trouble.  The  Queen's  Speech  next 
alludes  to  those  measures  of  legislation 
which  it  is  thought  most  rightfully  and 
usefully  can  occupy  our  attention,  and 
Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney 


we  find  in  the  forefront  of  the  pro- 
gramme that  the  Irish  Land  Bill  will 
again  be  introduced.  I  think  we  shall  look 
with  great  satisfaction  and  great  pleasure 
on  the  fact  of  the  re- introduction  of  this 
measure.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  second 
phase  in  the  programme  of  remedial 
legislation  is  likely  so  soon  to  be  reached. 
I  think  that  all  of  us  who  study  or  take 
an  interest  in  this  subject  must  acknow- 
ledge that  the  question  of  the  dual  owner- 
ship of  the  land  is  one  that  requires  imme- 
diate attention  in  restoring  contentment 
in  Ireland.  Whatever  may  be  our  feel- 
ings on  this  subject,  we  may  congratulate 
ourselves  that  the  first  page  in  that 
remedial  legislation — the  restoring  of 
order  and  the  supremacy  of  the  law — 
has  taken  place,  and  that  there  is  now 
room  to  deal  with  the  Land  Question, 
and  so  bring  us  to  the  time  when  wo  can 
proceed  with  the  granting  of  Local 
Government,  the  Bill  for  which  is  ready, 
and  which  needs  only  sufficiency  of  time 
to  become  a  practical  and  accomplished 
measure.  I  hope  this  Bill  will  also  deal 
in  some  measure  with  the  question  of 
the  congested  districts  in  Ireland.  I 
hope  that  whatever  is  done  for  Ireland 
there  will  be  no  disposition  on  the  part 
of  English  Members  to  be  niggardly  and 
too  parsimonious  in  the  way  in  which 
she  is  treated.  I  hope  that,  through 
English  Members,  Ireland  will  receive 
not  only  justice,  but  generous  justice 
too.  With  regard  to  this  Bill,  I  think  it 
is  of  considerable  interest  that  a  great 
authority  amongst  the-  Irish  people 
should  refer  to  it  in  the  terms  which  Sir 
Charles  Duffy  used  in  a  letter  to  Arch- 
bishop Croke  a  month  or  two  ago.  He 
said — 

*'I  am  persuaded  that  if  a  native  Prime 
Minister  submitted  to  an  Irish  Parliament  in 
its  first  Session  a  Bill  framed  on  the  same  lines, 
it  would  be  received  with  a  burst  of  national 
enthusiasm.  The  measure  aims  to  turn  the 
Irish  tenant  into  an  Irish  proprietor  without 
subjecting  him  to  a  single  unfair  or  burdensome 
condition.  How  is  it  possible  to  get  anything 
better  than  this  from  any  Legislature  till  the 
crack  of  doom  ?" 

I  feel  that  if  the  question  is  ap- 
proached in  a  cordial  spirit  by  the 
representatives  of  England  and  Ireland, 
a  happy  solution  of  this  ve  jed  question 
will  be  arrived  at,  and  Ireland  will  be 
landed  in  a  position  of  greater  content- 
ment and  security.  The  next  measure 
to  which  our  attention  is  drawn  is  a  pro 
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posal  for  remedying  a  diflBculty  which 
has  arisen  through  the  indirect  incidence 
of  tithe  rent  charge  upon  land  in  England 
and  Wales.  I  may  express  my  hnmhle 
hope  that  the  measure  to  be  introduced 
will  certainly  simplify  the  recovery  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge,  and  I  hope  it  will  have 
the  effect  of  removing  friction,  especially 
in  Wales.  I  hope  it  will  have  the 
effect  of  doing  justice  to  those  clergy- 
men who  undoubtedly  have  had 
hard  times,  and  have  had  reason  to 
complain  perhaps  of  thf  delay  and 
hesitation  as  to  legislation  on 
this  matter.  Then  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  facilitating  the  Private  Bill 
legislation  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  I 
think  that  will  be  very  favourably  re- 
ceived by  both  sides  of  the  House.  It 
will  be,  I  presume,  in  the  direction  of 
relieving  Parliament  from  some  of  those 
matters  which  can  be  better  dealt  with  else- 
where. I  hope  all  of  us  who  are  in 
earnest  about  making  Parliament  a 
useful  institution  will  be  glad  to  see  that 
relief  given,  and  those  duties  discharged 
where  they  can  be  discharged  better 
perhaps  than  within  these  walls.  The 
next  paragraph  invites  our  attention  to 
the  expediency  of  alleviating  the  burden 
which  the  law  of  compulsory  education 
has  imposed  in  recent  years  on  the 
poorer  portion  of  the  people.  This 
subject,  I  think,  will  be  received  by  the 
country  with  great  relief  and  great  grati- 
fication. I  think  it  has  been  felt  that 
the  time  has  come,  or  is  at  all  events 
close  at  hand,  when  a  measure  in  this 
direction  would  be  acceptable,  would  be 
just,  and  most  properly  be  looked  for  by 
the  people  of  this  country.  I  hope  this 
measure  will  be  one  of  real  relief  to  the 
working  classes,  whether  in  town  or 
country.  I  hope  it  will  be  a  measure 
which  will  act  advantageously  upon  the 
great  question  of  education.  I  think  there 
are  many  men  in  this  House  who  look  to 
the  spread  of  education  for  the  solution  of 
some  of  those  problems  which  legislation 
cannot,  perhaps,  so  well  deal  with. 
Therefore,  I  hope,  we  shall  find  a  very 
general  support  to  a  measure  which  has 
this  for  its  object.  There  can  be  no 
question  that  the  State  will  gain  in  pro- 
portion as  the  population  within  the 
State  are  better  educated,  and  are  free 
from  the  dangers  which  necessarily 
attend  a  want  of  education.  I  may  also 
express  a  hope  that  in  one  or  two  parti- 


cular points  this  measure  will  produce  a 
great  relief.     I  believe  that  with  respect 
to  the  largo  towns  the  fact  that  there 
will  no  longer  be^the  difficulty  as  to  the 
payment  of  fees  will  bring  about  most 
certainly  a  much  larger  attendance  of 
the  children  of  the  poor,  and  in  other 
districts  I  hope  one   result  will  ensue, 
namely,  the  relief  of  parents  unfortun- 
ately unable  to  pay  the  school  fees  from 
the  painful  necessity  of  applying  to  a 
relieving  officer  for  the  payment  of  those 
fees.    I  trust  the  parents  will  be  relieved 
from  a  position  which  I  know  some  of 
them  feel  most  acutely,  and   that  the 
children  will  be  relieved  from  the  taint 
of  pauperism,    which  undoubtedly   is  a 
serious  drawback  to  them,  and  militates 
greatly  against  the  cause  of  education. 
These  are  the  main  measures  to  which 
our  attention  is  specially  invited.     A  list 
of    contingent    measures    is    shadowed 
forth,  in  many  of  which  I  take  the  keen- 
est personal  interest,  but  if  the  time  of 
Parliament  is  not  sufficient  to  enable  us 
to  reach   them  all,  at  least    I  think  I 
may  claim    that    in    the    proposals    to 
which  I  have  alluded  there  is  an  ample 
field   for    the    useful    spending   of    all 
the    time  which    will    be    at    our    dis- 
posal   between    now   and   that   holiday 
which  we  shall  hope  to  reach  some  time 
in  the  course  of  the  approaching  summer. 
Without  further  reference  to  these  con- 
tingent measures,  I  beg  to  be  allowed  to 
again  centre  and  focus  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  those  main  and  chief  measures 
to  which  I  have  mentioned  to  allude.     If 
this  programme  is  brought  to  a  comple- 
tion, I  do  not  think  there  is  one  earnest 
man  in  this  House  who  would  deny  there 
would   be   undoubted  advantages    con- 
ferred by  it  upon  the  people  of  England, 
Ireland,   Scotland,  and   Wales.     If  hon. 
Members  will  take  a  short  review  of  the 
position  I  hope  they  will  recognise   that 
there  is  no  reason  whatever   why  this 
programme  should  not  be  accomplished 
in  its  entirety,  and  why  these  measures 
should  not  all  find  their  place  upon   the 
Statute  Book.       We,  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  most  anxious  to  pass  them.    I 
can  hardly  believe  that  even  those    who 
are  in  opposition  to  us  on  many  measures 
can  seriously  wish  to  oppose  us  on  these. 
I   have  yet  to   learn  that  opposition  in 
this   House  must  be  conducted  on  the 
principle   of  refusing   support   to    good 
measures  because  they  come   from  you  r 
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included  in  his  survey.  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  complaints  of  the  noble  Earl 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  He  complains 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  should  have 
beforehand  said  that  Mr.  Morley's 
evidence  was  worth  nothing  when  Mr. 
Morley  was  going  to  give  his  evidence 
in  a  Court  of  Justice. 

Bael  GRANVILLE :  It  was  not  known 
at  that  time. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY:  Then, 
of  course,  the  complaint  falls  to  the 
ground.  I  quite  admit  that  a  witness 
should  be  protected  in  the  way  the 
noble  Earl  suggests,  and  that  his  evi- 
dence should  not  be  discredited  before- 
hand ;  but  it  is  on  the  condition  that  he 
confines  his  testimony  to  the  one  proper 
and  judicial  use.  If  he  uses  his  testi- 
mony for  platform  material,  and  takes 
the  things  which  he  is  about  to  swear 
to  in  a  Court  of  Justice  as  missiles  to 
throw  at  the  head  of  a  political  oppo- 
nent, it  is  a  little  too  much  to  expect 
that  the  political  opponent  will  not  say 
that  the  missiles  are  worth  nothing.  I 
understand  the  noble  Earl  to  lay  down 
the  doctrine  that  when  a  politician  has 
denounced  his  opponent  with  all  the 
vigour  which  a  wealth  of  vituperation 
and  vigorous  imagination  can  confer, 
and  afterwards  says  the  events  are  going 
to  b3  the  subject  of  evidence  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  then  his  political  opponent, 
who  is  the  victim  of  that  proceed- 
ing, is  to  be  compelled  to  admit  that 
tlies3  accusations  are  unjust.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  noble  Earl  would  not 
like  to  undergo  that  ordeal  himself. 
1  do  not  quite  apprehend  the  full 
nature  of  the  noble  Earl's  objection 
to  the  Tipperary  proceedings.  He  said 
something  about  their  being  injurious 
to  the  cause  of  law  and  order  and 
conciliation,  and  so  forth.  It  is  difficult 
to  speak  of  the  Tipperary  proceedings, 
because  they  were  cut  oflE,  as  it 
were,  in  mid-life  by  a  strange 
event  which  happened  to  two  of 
the  defendants.  TJiere  is  always 
some  difficulty  with  Irish  leaders. 
Their  strong  point  just  now  is  escaping. 
Some  prefer  to  escape  by  water;  some 
prefer  fire-escapes.  But  if  we  may  pass 
from  the  personal  part  of  the  matter 
affecting  those  two  distinguished  men 
who  are  now  exhibiting  the  tyranny  of 
their  country  in  America,  I  only  wish 
the  House  to  think  for  a  moment  of 
J^^  Jfarguesa  qf  Salisbury 


what  this  Tipperary  business  really  is, 
and  what  crime  it  was  of  which  those 
defendants  were  accused.  It  has  been 
often  'said,  and  said  most  untruly,  that 
we  are  stopping  combination  in  Ireland 
while  we  do  not  stop  combinations  of 
working  men  who  refuse  to  work  in 
England.  The  comparison  is  an  utter 
disfigurement  of  the  truth,  and  is  a  great 
insult  to  the  working  men  of  England. 
The  working  men  of  England  have  com- 
bined to  refuse  to  give  that  which  they 
have  a  perfect  right  to  refuse  to  give — 
their  labour.  The  combination  which 
has  been  compared  with  that  combina- 
tion, the  combination  in  Ireland  which 
goes  by  the  name  of  boycotting,  is  a 
combination,  not  to  give  what  a  man  has 
a  right  to  give  or  to  refuse  at  his 
pleasure — it  is  a  combination  not  to  pay 
just  and  honest  debts — it  is  a  combination 
to  swindle,  to  steal.  But  these  Tipperary 
proceedings  are  even  worse  than  the 
ordinary  combination  to  steal,  if  it  is 
worse  to  combine  to  steal  in  order  that 
you  may  oppress  and  coerce  .instead  of 
combining  simply  to  steal  and  to  defraud ; 
because  the  conspiracy  for  which  these 
men  have  been  condemned  in  Tipperary 
is  this — they  conspired  not  only  to 
defraud  a  man  of  the  debts  to  which  he 
had  a  good  right  according  to  law,  but 
they  conspired  to  do  so  in  order  to 
punish  him  for  exercising  that  which 
was  undoubtedly  his  right — namely, 
buying  an  estate  in  another  part  of  the 
country  in  open  market.  A  more 
monstrous  combination  or  conspiracy  of 
coercion,  tyranny,  and  dishonesty  the 
annals  of  Irish  disorder  have  not,  I 
believe,  produced.  For  that  rea.son  it  was 
necessary  that  the  prosecutions  should 
take  place.  I  do  not  deny  for  a  moment 
that  these  prosecutions,  if  they  could  be 
avoided,  are  undesirable;  but  the  first 
thing  necessary  is  to  maintain  the  rights 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  possess  their 
property  and  to  exercise  their  avocations 
in  Ireland,  and,  however  long  the  process 
may  go  on,  and  whatever  difficulties  it 
may  involve,  you  will  never  establish 
good  government  or  restore  prosperity 
in  Ireland  unless  you  rigidly  determine 
to  go  on  punishing  by  law  those  who 
conspire  to  commit  frauds  and  to 
tyrannise  over  their  neighbours.  The 
noble  Lord  did  not  criticise  the  Bills 
which  we  have  indicated  in  the  Queen's 
Speech;   he  rather  complained  that  we 
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had  not  affixed  to  their  names  a  general 
summary  of  their  provisions.  Such  an 
arrangement  would  be  inconvenient, 
impracticable,  and  might  swell  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  an  inconvenient  size ; 
and  certainly  I  am  unable  to  respond  to 
his  challenge  when  he  suggested  that  I 
should  now  give  an  account  of  what 
these  very  complicated  measures,  which 
will  be  very  shortly  introduced,  will  con- 
tain. I  will  only  say  we  entertain  the 
hope  that  by  increasing  the  number  of 
those  interested  in  the  ownership  of 
land  in  Ireland  we  may  create  a  moral 
and  political  force  which  shall  frustrate 
the  efforts  of  future  agitators  to  raise 
occupier  against  owner,  and  shall  estab- 
lish that  balance  of  various  interests  in 
the  midst  of  which  every  citizen  may 
pursue  his  way  and  [exercise  his  rights 
in  peaoe. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  think  the  noble  Marquess  has  a 
little  misunderstood  the  position  which 
my  noble  Friend  intended  to  take  with 
regard  to  these  recent  events  in  Ireland 
— I  mean  the  Tipperary  prosecutions, 
the  conduct  of  the  poUce,  and  the  other 
matters  to  which  he  r6ferred.  What 
my  noble  Friend  intended,  I  think,  to 
convey  was  this,  and  I  thought  he  did 
convey  it  very  clearly  to  the  House,  that 
this  would  not  be  a  proper  opportunity 
for  discussing  those  matters,  for  this 
obvious  reason  :  that  many  of  them  have 
still  to  come  before  a  Court  of  Justice  in 
Ireland.  And  although  there  are  matters 
which  could  be  very  properly  discussed, 
it  is  very  obvious  that  once  you  intro- 
duced the  discussion  it  would  be  very 
difficult  indeed  to  draw  distinctions 
between  the  different  matters.  For 
instance,  the  conduct  of  the  police  has 
been  very  much  impugned.  Concerning 
that  matter  I  do  not  desire  to  express 
any  opinion  in  this  House.  It  will 
shortly  be  inquired  into  in  a  Court  of 
Ijaw,  and  I  think  there  could  not  be  a 
reasonably  impartial  and  effective  dis- 
cussion upon  it  now.  We  ougfht,  of 
course,  to  be  entirely  untrammelled  in 
discussing  these  various  subjects.  No 
doubt  they  may  be  brought  forward  at  a 
future  time  if  an  opportunity  should 
arise,  and  if  we  should  think  fit  to  do  so. 
I  do  not  desire  to  add  anything  more  on 
tho  present  occasion,  but  I  thought  it 
right  to  say  a  few  words,  as  the  noble 


Earl  said  very  little  upon  those  subjects 
in  his  speech,  and  the*noble  Marquess  has 
saiid  little  in  reply.  The  noble  Lord 
who  seconded  the  Address  very  pro- 
perly brought  forward  some  interesting 
statistics,  which  I  was  glad  to  hear,  with 
regard  to  the  diminution  of  agrarian 
crime  in  Ireland.  That  must  be  a 
matter  of  satisfaction  to  us  all,  on  which- 
ever side  of  the  House  we  may  be ;  but  he 
drew  from  that  a  conclusion  which  I 
thought  dangerous.  He  implied  from  it 
that  there  is  now  political  contentment 
in  Ireland,  and  it  appeared  to  me  a  very 
dangerous  thing  to  measure  political 
contentment  by  the  amount  of  crime 
existing.  It  amounts  to  saying  to  the 
people,  "  If  you  do  not  commit  crime 
you  show  that  you  are  content  with  the 
political  system  under  which  you  live." 
I  am  not  for  a  moment  arguing  that  the 
absence  of  agrarian  crime  is  not  a  very 
favourable  symptom,  but  I  do  urge 
that  in  a  country  situated  as  Ireland 
has  been  you  should  not  connect 
contentment  or  agitation  too  closely  with 
agrarian  crime.  Unfortunately  these 
agrarian  crimes  have  existed  so  long  that 
we  can  hardly  fix  the  date  when  they 
began.  If  you  look  back  to  the  time 
before  the  Union  you  will  find  that 
agrarian  crime  was  very  rife.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  much  more  due  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  called  "the  perpetual 
contest  or  struggle  that  has  gone 
on  between  the  landowners  and  the 
tenants,"  than  to  the  agitators,  who 
have  merely  taken  advantage  of  that 
unfortunate  state  of  relations  between 
the  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  think,  Tc\y  Lords,  there  was  any- 
thing else  in  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  on  the  present  occasion 
which  would  make  it  necessary  to  add 
anything  further. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  :  My  Lords,  tho 
etiquette  of  your  Lordships'  House 
prevents  a  long  Debate  upon  the  Addrc-s 
such  as  usually  takes  place  in  the  other 
House  ;  and  I  should  not  have  risen  but 
for  one  circumstance  which  has  occurred 
this  autumn,  and  whi^h,  I  think,  ^vo 
ought  not  to  allow  to  pass  without 
holding  up  to  reprobation.  We  ought 
to  earmark  and  stereotype  in  reprobation 
two  lessons,  which,  for  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  this  country,  have  been 
taught  by   an   eminent  statesman  and 
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the  Bright  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  ;  it  has  been  twice  affirmed  by  Par- 
liament in  what  are  known  as  the  Ash- 
bourne Acts,  and  it  is,  of  course,  recog- 
nised in  the  comprehensive  scheme 
dealing  with  the  question  of  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  in  1886,*  and  again  last 
Session,  when  the  Government  Land 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  without  a 
Division.  If,  then,  the  principle  is  one 
on  which  all  are  agreed,  surely  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  ought  to  be  able 
to  devise  a  modus  vivendi  in  matters  of 
detail,  and  so  secure  the  passing  of  a 
measure  which,  in  the  language  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  is 

**  Likely  to  lead  to  an  iDcrense  of  contentment 
and  the  diminution  of  political  disturbance 
throughout  Ireland." 

There  is  one  part  of  what  I  may  call 
the  positive  portion  of  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  to  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  not  referred.  It  is  the 
proposed  measure  for  facilitating  the 
transaction  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  of 
the  more  important  stages  of  private 
legislation  affecting  those  countries.  No 
one  can  doubt  that  the  present  system 
is  both  costly  and  inconvenient,  and  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  new  proposals  may 
meet  with  general  approval.  There  is 
no  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
which  affords  more  food  for  reflection 
than  that  which  introduces  what  I  may 
describe  as  the  contingent  portion  of  the 
Speech.  All  the  subjects  included  in 
this  contingent  portion  are  important, 
and  many  of  them  are  urgent.  It  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  an  Act 
should  be  passed  reforming  the  system 
of  County  Government  in  Ireland  upon 
principles  similar  to  those  which  have 
proved  so  satisfactory  in  England  and 
Scotland  ;  it  is  desirable  that  the  Local 
Government  of  those  latter  countries 
should  be  perfected  by  the  establishment 
of  District  Councils,  and  that  increased 
facilities  should  be  given  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  small  parcels  of  land  in  Great 
Britain.  The  remaining  subjects  which 
are  referred  to  are  of  an  even  more 
urgent  character  and  are  certainly  of 
vital  moment  to  the  wage-earning  classes 
— I  mean  the  amendment  of  the  law 
of  employers'  liability,  the  consolidation 
and  improvement  of  the  law  relating  to 
the  public  health,  and,  ^bove  all,  the 
Mr,      Forrest  Fulton 


encouragement  of  thrift  amongst  them 
by  increasing  the  stability  of  Friendly 
Societies  and  Saving  Banks.  It  is  indeed 
strange  that  there  should  be  any  doubt 
at  all  that  measures  apparently  so  non- 
contentious  should  be  passed  into  law. 
I  echo  the  hope  that  we  are  about  to 
enter  upon  a  new  era,  that  the  universal 
desire  for  information  so  apparent  in 
previous  Sessions  may  prove  less  general 
and  less  inquisitorial,  and  that  the  stern 
sense  of  public  duty  which  has  hitherto 
impelled  some  hon.  Members  to  the 
frequent  delivery  of  long,  eloquent,  and 
discursive  orations  may  be  lulled  to  rest. 
In  the  closing  words  of  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Speech  the  duties  assigned 
to  us  are  described  as  arduous.  Doubt- 
less they  are  so,  but  their  arduous 
character  might  be  greatly  diminished,  if 
not  altogether  removed,  if  the  House  of 
Commons  could  be  induced  to  approach 
the  consideration  of  the  several  measures 
which  are  foreshadowed  in  Her  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Speech  in  a  critical,  yet 
a  generous  and  conciliatory,  spirit — 
measures  which  I  firmly  believe,  if  passed 
into  law,  will  greatly  tend  to  promote 
the  welfare,  the  happiness,  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  people.  I  beg  to 
second  the  Address  which  has  been 
moved  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

(6.30.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  I  think 
that  my  first  duty  on  the  present  occa- 
sion is  one  that  will  find  an  echo — that 
the  words  I  shall  use  in  relation  to  it  will 
find  an  echo  in  every  breast.  The  lan- 
guage employed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Address  was 
received  by  the  House  in  a  manner  which 
not  only  well  justified  him  in  the  course 
which  he  took,  but  must  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  fills  with  so  much 
dignity  and  effect  the  Chair  of  this 
House  that  he  has  our  deepest  sympathy 
in  the  heavy  trial  which  he  is  now  under- 
going. The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Address  of  thanks  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
seconded  it  have  both  of  them  abun- 
dantly proved  their  capacity  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  important  duties  com- 
mitted to  them  by  the  Government. 
They  approached  the  Motion  for  the 
Address  in  an  attitude  different  from 
that  which  has  been  assumed  by  Movers 
and  Seconders  upon  former  occasions ; 
but  I   do    not    intend  at  the   present 
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moment  io  discunts  the  change  which  has 
been  miide  on  the  advice  c«f  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  form  in  which  the  House  is 
invited  to  consider  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  til 6  Throns.  I  will  only  ohserve 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  the  asstimption 
that  no  Amendment  can  be  moved  tin  the 
Address  excepting  a  single  Amendment 
may  be  found  to  }iave  an  effect  that  will 
bt*come  perceptibh^  in  the  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder — 
that  is  to  say,  the  effect  of  giving  t*^  them 
a  more  warmly  landatory  character 
towards  the  Government  and  the 
measures  to  bo  introdnctd  than  has  been 
cnstomary  on  former  occasions,  I  do 
not  know  tliat  that  will  be  a  very  great 
evil,  but  that,  I  think,  is  one  amongst 
the  contingent  results  of  the  change  that 
has  been  adopted <  Some  words  of  mine 
have  btien  quoted  on  the  subject  of  the 
Debate  on  the  Address,  and  T  do  not 
question  their  accuracy,  nor  do  I  wish  to 
recede  from  the  sentiments  they  were 
intended  to  express.  I  think  that  the 
I>rolongation  of  Debates  on  the  Address 
hae  been  the  cause  of  great  public  in- 
eonvemence,  and  before  I  sit  down  I  hope 
to  say  a  w^ord  or  two  on  the  subject.  As 
for  myself  I  have  for  a  lon*^^  series  of  years 
done  my  best  to  expedite  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  on  the  Address,  and 
I  am  of  opinion  that  in  the  absence  of 
very  grave  and  serious  issues,  of  a  vital 
or  broad  character,  regarded  qs  being 
fraught  with  vital  consequences  by  a 
largo  portion  of  the  House,  it  is  well 
that  we  should  take  most  serious  note 
indeed  of  the  contents  of  the  Speech 
that  Her  Majesty  may  be  advised  t-o 
address  to  us,  but  that  we  should  not 
make  its  topics  the  subject  of  prolonged 
consideration  and  debate  at  that  stage. 
On  that  principle  I  have  act«d  myself, 
and  I  ought  to  act  upon  it  upon  the 
pi^sent  occasion,  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
tliat  I  take  that  course  under  difficulties 
uonsiderahly  enhanced  in  consequence  of 
the  notice  given  by  the  leader  of  the 
House  to  ask  for  the  time  of  the  Houjse 
until  a  stage  has  been  reached  in  the 
prosecution  of  certain  importantmeasures, 
or  rather  groups  of  measures.  1  shall, 
however,  go  over  the  topics  of  the 
Speech  in  a  manner  which  I  hope  will 
not  tend  to  give  rLse  to  the  prolonged 
discussion  which  I  have  on  former  occa- 
feions  regarded  as  in  the  nature  of  public 
iuooQvenience.      As   usual,    the   Sjjeech 


begins  by  a  general  reference  to  the 
peace  of  Europe,  which,  I  think,  is  not 
a  subject  upon  which  it  ia  possible  to 
enter  with  edification  in  any  detail.  We 
are  then  informed  of  several  matters, 
tbo  first  relating  to  certain  negotiations 
ivith  the  King  of  Italy,  the  second  re- 
lating to  negotiations  with  Portugal, 
and  the  third  relating  to  negotiations  on 
the  Newfoundland  fishery  question,  all 
of  which  1  may  compress  and  bracket 
together  in  a  single  observation.  We 
shall  seek  no  opportunity  of  captious 
criticism  upon  any  of  these  subjects, 
and  we  shall  give  credit  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  its  good  intentions,  and  even 
for  its  performances,  until  we  find  cause 
tu  question  them  upon  serious  and 
practical  ground.  But  I  will  notice  one 
or  two  subjects  which  do  not  appear  in 
the  paragraphs  of  the  Speech.  Kothing 
ia  said  upon  the  subject  of  the  question 
which  has  arisen  with  America  in  regard 
to  the  Behriug  Straits,  I  take  it  that  I 
may  assume  on  that  aci^ount  that  notliing 
is  m  the  mind  of  the  Governraeut  of 
a  menacing  or  formidable  character, 
nothing  that  is  Hkely  to  interfere  with 
the  maintenance  of  the  most  friendly 
relations  with  that  great  people  of  our 
own  blood  and  kin  on  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic.  I  intimate  no  misgiving 
on  the  subject  ;  I  suggest,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  my  assumption  is  the  just 
inference  from  the  silence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  on  this  topic, 
and  possibly  it  may  be  confirmed  by 
some  b/ief  words  from  the  leader  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government.  There  is 
another  matter  of  a  painful  character 
which  I  do  not  feel  able  to  pass  by  in 
silence,  although  I  have  no  intention  of 
making  it  a  subject  of  censure  upon  the 
proceedings  of  the  Government.  I 
do  not  say  that  it  was  their  duty 
t<>  introduce  into  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  on  this  occasion  any 
notice  of  the  deplorable  proceedings 
which  from  time  to  time,  and  at  rather 
short  intervals,  ^  e  are  compelled  to  take 
notice  of  in  certain  portions  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.  But  these  events  make 
a  deep  impression  upon  the  hefirt  and 
mind  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
it  is  certainly  right — 1  will  not  mj  now 
for  Ministers — ^but  it  is  certainly  right 
for  independent  Members  of  Pai'liament 
lo  speak  of  them  in  such  a  manner  as 
will    tend    to    convince    the    Ottoman 
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Government  that  if  that  Government 
attaches  any  valne  whatever  to  the 
moral  support  ur  sympathy  of  this 
country,  it  has  need  to  take  more  care 
than  it  has  hitherto  shown  in  order  to 
convince  the  people  of  this  country  that 
that  sympathy,  if  granted,  would  not  be 
thrown  away  upon  unworthy  subjects. 
I  confine  myself  to  expressing  an  earnest 
hope  that  the  Government  will  lose  no 
opportunity  which  their  jast  influence 
in  Europe  may  secure  for  them,  either 
of  representing  the  true  state  of  the  case 
to  the  Ottoman  Government,  or  of 
endeavouring  to  produce,  if  need  be 
through  the  influence  of  other  Powers 
as  well  as  of  this  country,  some  impres- 
sion upon  the  mind  of  that  Government 
that  may  tend  to  bring  about  a  better 
state  of  things  and  to  destroy  the  force 
of  that  unhappy  belief  that  I  think  the 
people  of  England  think  themselves  com- 
pelled to  entertain  from  painful  ex- 
perience that  the  professions,  the  general 
declarations,  of  the  Porte  with  respect  to 
the  condition  of  the  people  are  really  of  no 
value,  and  that  nothing  but  acts  of 
a  positive  and  definite  character  can  avail 
to  inspire  into  the  mind  of  this  nation 
any  desire  or  disposition  whatever  to 
attach  value  to  the  continuance  of  the 
Ottoman  rule  in  those  regions.  I  am 
sure  there  is  no  disposition  unfriendly  to 
that  rule  ;  but  the  desire  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  I  think,  is  that  that  rule 
should  be  made  tolerable  to.  the  people 
over  whom  it  is  exercised,  so  that  it 
may  have  some  promise  of  permanence  in 
itself  and  may  avoid,  without  offence 
to  the  conscience  of  Europe,  of 
which  of  lato  there  has  been  so 
much.  I  do  not  expect  or  de- 
mand too  much  from  the  Government, 
but  I  think  it  might  be  possible  for 
them  to  assure  the  country  of  their 
sympathy  in  desiring  that  good  govern- 
ment and  lamenting  that  it  does  not 
exist.  Beyond  that  I  do  not  go.  I  feel 
that  there  is  strong  objection  to  threats 
that  are  not  likely  to  be  fulfilled,  and  a 
loss  of  self-vespect  in  continually  address- 
ing persuasive  representations  to  a 
Power  which  you  have  good  reason  to 
believe  regards  them  as  so  much  waste 
paper  or  wasted  breath.  Therefore  I 
think  it  is  desirable  that  it  should  be 
understood  that  a  strong  feeling  prevails 
in  this  country  as  to  the  circumstances 
which  are  from  time  to  time  brought  to 
Mr,  W.  E,  Gladstone 


our  notice.  I  am  now  coming  to  another 
matter,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
a  question  to  the  Government.  I  cannot 
say  that  I  expected  to  see  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  any  reference  to  all  the 
painful  disclosures  and  painful  contro- 
versies and  contradictions  which  have 
appeared  in  the  public  journals  in  such 
rank  abundance  within  the  last  few 
weeks  with  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  famous  expedition 
of  Mr.  Stanley.  But  it  is  quite  obvious 
that  some  of  these  circumstances,  through 
the  action  of  individuals,  tend  somewhat 
to  compromise  the  general  reputation  of 
this  country  for  humanity.  Now  I  am 
not  minutely  acquainted  with  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Government  has  been 
in  relation  to  that  expedition,  but  I  feel 
that  something  is  to  be  desired  in  respect 
to  the  repute  and  credit  of  England  as  a 
humane  and  Christian  country  with 
reference  to  these  controversies,  and  1 
should  bo  very  glad  to  know  from  the 
Government  whether  their  relations  with 
Mr.  Stanley's  expedition  have  been  such 
as  are  likely  to  make  it  their  duty  to 
take  any  step  at  all  either  in  regard  to 
the  'clearing  up  of  the  truth  or  the 
adoption  of  any  other  measure  with 
reference  to  this  subject.  1  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  feel  that 
I  am  justified  in  putting  an  inquiry 
within  these  hmits.  I  shall  only  say  a 
very  few  words  upon  the  question  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  extremely  cour- 
teous in  his  references  to  myself—  and  I 
can  assure  him  that  the  very  last  object 
of  desire  to  a  person  in  my  position, 
when  following  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  is  to  find  himself  in  any 
kind  of  conflict  with  them — but  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  quoted  what  he 
thought  were  certain  words  of  mine  de- 
livered in  1880,  which,  I  think,  might 
lead  to  an  erroneous  impression ;  and  as 
he  made  them  the  foundation  of  rather 
an  important  argument,  I  should  be  glad 
to  know  from  what  source  those  words 
were  obtained,  and  whether  they  were 
quoted  from  the  authorised  edition  of  my 
speeches,  which,  if  not  verbally  accurate, 
has  undoubtedly  gone  forth  to  the  world 
with  my  general  sanction.  I  confess 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
words  were  not  quoted  from  the  autho- 
rised Report.  I  do  not  think  the  words 
accurately  described  the  state  of  Ireland 
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in  the  winter  of  1879  and  the  spring  of 
1880.  That  is,  however,  a  matter  per- 
sonal to  myself  on  which  I  will  not 
further  dwell ;  but  I  do  not  admit  the 
solidity  of  the  basis  on  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  made  his 
appeal.  I  own  it  is  unfortunate  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
content  with  advising  the  insertion  in 
the  Speech  of  those  words  which  state 
an  improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, but  that  they  likewise  found  it 
necessary  in  effect  to  compliment  them- 
selves by  the  introduction  of  words  rela- 
tive to  the  cause  of  that  improvement. 
Now,  the  gentlemen  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  know  very  well  that  that  is  a 
subject  of  very  great  and  very  serious 
controversy  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House,  and  I  am  bound  to  say,  first  of 
all,  that  these  words  are  totally  unneces- 
sary ;•  secondly,  that  if  it  be  the  desire 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  shorten 
the  Debates  on  the  Address,  a  rational 
and  legitimate  consequence  of  that  desire 
would  be  to  avoid  inserting  in  the 
Speech  expressions  which  are  in  no  way 
necessary  for  the  purposi,  and  which 
tend,  of  themselves,  to  elicit  expression 
of  difference  of  opinion,  and  consequently 
lead  to  the  prolongation  of  the  Debate. 
I  may  say  that  there  is  another  objection 
to  these  words,  and  that  is,  they  are 
entirely  ambiguous.  There  are  those 
who  think  that  this  improvement  is  due 
to  the  Coercion  Act,  which  others  regard 
as  a  discreditable  and  disastrous  measure. 
But  there  are  others  who  think  also  that 
this  improvement  is  due  in  no  incon- 
siderable degree  to  an  Act  which, 
although  most  unhappily  delayed  from 
the  autumn  of  1886  to  the  spring  of 
1887,  yet  did,  in  defiance  undoubtedly 
of  all  the  previous  declarations  of  the 
Government  open  judicial  rents,  subject 
the  covenants  in  leases  to  reconsidera- 
tion, and  give  under  circumstances  of 
extreme  pressure  a  very  great  and 
necessary  relief  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
I  do  not  consider  that  is  a  matter  on 
which  it  is  my  duty  to  raise  any  more 
serious  question,  but  I  must  leave  the 
Government  in  free  possession  of  what- 
ever satisfaction  they  may  enjoy  from 
the  compliments  they  have  been  able  to 
bestow  upon  their  own  management 
and  action.  With  regard  to  the  subject 
of  distress  in  Ireland,  that  is  one  in 
respect  to  which  there  can  be  no  differ- 


ence between  one  side  of  the  House  and 
the  other,  and  I  may  say,  so  far  as  that 
subject  is  concerned,  I  believe  that 
Members  of  the  House  in  all  quarters 
will  be  found  ready  to  make  sacrifices 
of  the  time  which  they  might  otherwise 
be  entitled  to  claim  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  forward  public  subjects  that 
they  think  important  and  to  allow  the 
Government  a  free  hand  with  respect  to 
the  prosecution  of  such  measures.  It  is 
quite  plain  that  whatever  is  to  be  done 
in  this  matter  ought  to  be  done  without 
a  moment's  delay.  I  know  not  whether 
it  was  a  defect  of  my  hearing,  but  I  am 
not  sure  that  I  heard  amongst  the 
notices  given  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
although  I  heard  proposals  as  to  a  Land 
Purchase  Bill  and  a  Tithe  Bill — I  am 
not  sure  that  I  heard  any  notice  with 
respect  to  the  introduction  of  those 
measures  which  are  contemplated,  and 
which  have  regard  to  the  immediate 
relief  of  the  distress.  I  must  own  that 
I  think  if  the  Government  find  such 
measures  to  be  necessary  notices  con- 
nected with  them  are  notices  that  ought 
to  have  taken  precedence  of  every 
other.  With  respect  to  the  Bill  for 
the  multiplication  of  owners,  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  advantage 
in  my  entering  upon  a  detailed  con- 
sideration of  that  subject  at  the  present 
moment.  The  objects  which  we  have  in 
view  are  perfectly  well  known.  There 
is  no  disposition,  and  there  never  has 
been  a  disposition,  either  to  state  at  any 
length  beyond  what  was  strictly  requisite 
the  particular  objections  which  we  might 
entertain  to  particular  proposals,  or  to 
undervalue  any  judicious  efforts  by 
means  of  which  that  subject  may  be 
got  rid  of  without  delay.  It  is  of  very 
great  importance  indeed  that  it  should 
be  settled,  but  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  goes  back  as  he  did, 
and  as  he  may  have  been  justified  in 
doing,  to  the  original  Bright  clauses  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  he  must  recollect, 
and  the  House  ought  to  recollect,  that 
an  entire  revolution  has  been  introduced 
into  the  principle  of  those  clauses  by 
the  form  the  proposals  for  legislation 
have  taken,  perhaps  necessarily  taken, 
ever  since  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  sat  upon  that  question.  The 
principle  of  the  Bright  clauses  was  to 
encourage  the  sale  of  lands  by  landlords 
to  occuniers  in  cases  where  those  occ\^- 
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piers  gave  evidence  of  their  own  fore- 
thought, industry,  and  capacity.  But 
the  legislation  now  proposed,  has  assumed 
a  very  different  character  indeed.  It 
deals  with  the  population  wholesale.  I 
am  not  now  referring  to  that  as  a 
matter  of  censure.  I  do  not  know  that 
we  have  any  choice  in  the  matter,  but 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will 
perceive  that,  so  far  as  this  side  of  the 
House  is  concerned,  we  have  un- 
doubtedly a  strong  interest  in  the  speedy 
passing  of  any  measure  which  can  be 
proposed  judiciously  with  regard  to  the 
congested  districts  in  particular,  and,  in- 
deed, in  regard  to  the  subject  generally. 
At  the  same  time,  we  must  reserve  to 
ourselves  the  right  to  take  such  objections 
as  public  principle  may  seem  to  us  to 
demand.  Other  objections  we  should 
not  dream  of  searching  for.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Bills  of  which  notice 
has  been  given — tithe  rent  -  charge, 
private  legislation,  and  the  measures  with 
respect  to  compulsory  education — I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  necessary  that  I 
should  dwell  upon  them  on  the  present 
occasion.  I  must,  however,  offer  a 
remark  upon  the  great  organic  or 
structural  change  in  the  composition  of 
the  present  Speech.  I  do  not  wonder 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
felt,  as  every  Government  has  felt  before 
them,  that  it  is  unsatisfactory  to  present 
to  the  House  of  Commons  a  very  long 
list  of  measures  with  regard  to  which  it 
is  impDasible,  or  practically  impossible, 
fi)r  the  House  to  deal  with  them  in  the 
time  at  its  disposal.  But  they  have 
resorted  accordingly  to  an  expedient 
which  is  certainly  peculiar,  and  which, 
it  appears  to  me,  is  not  unattended  with 
serious  danger.  While  four  measures  of 
importance  are  presented  to  us  as  con- 
stituting the  real  or  immediate  plan  of 
legislation  of  the  Session,  seven  other 
measures  of  importance  are  suspended — 
I  will  not  say  dangled  in  our  view  in 
more  remote  perspective.  This  is  a 
practice  as  to  which  it  appears  to  me — 
I  make  no  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment at  this  moment — it  will  be  impos- 
sible to  venture  a  suspicion  or  entertain 
any  misgiving ;  but  we  may  have  a  day 
when  we  have  a  Government  of  less 
elevated  views,  and  a  Government  of  less 
elevated  views  might  in  this  contingency 
reason  thus  :  *'  By  putting  a  long  list  of 
measures  into  this  postscript  of  the 
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Speech  " — for  it  is  little  more — "  we 
undergo  no  responsibility  and  no  liability 
whatever.  We  do  not  profess  to  intend 
to  carry  the  measures,  because  they  are 
all  of  them  subject  to  a  contingency, 
of  which  contingency  we  can  make 
use  when  the  proper  time  comes,  and 
say  that  the  labours  of  the  House  have 
been  sufficient,  and  it  is  impossible  to 
enter  upon  a  new  chapter  of  legislative 
work.  It  may  not  be  necessary  for  us 
to  have  any  Bills  or  plans  at  all  when 
measures  are  named  in  the  Speech  with- 
out any  promise  that  Bills  shall  be  sub- 
mitted.'' It  is  true  that  the  paragraph 
which  relates  to  the  contingent  subjects 
does  state  that  Her  Majesty  has  given 
directions  for  the  preparation  of  Bills 
for  certain  purposes,  but  directions  for 
the  preparation  of  Bills  do  not  imply 
necessarily  the  immediate  obedience 
to  those  directions.  Obedience  to  these 
directions  may  be  postponed  until  the 
opportunity  is  near  at  hand  for  the 
introduction  of  the  Bills.  In  one  instance, 
indeed,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  gave  us  some 
comfort  in  relation  to  this  subject,  for 
he  assured  us  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  a  Bill  ready  with  reference  to 
Local  Government  for  Ireland.  I  make 
no  doubt  that  that  was  more  than  a 
benevolent  speculation  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He  must 
lifwe  spoken  with  authority,  and  it  is  not 
disparaging  to  him  if  I  say  that  I  hope 
that  the  consoling  assurance  that  he  gave 
to  us  that  there  is  a  plan,  that  there  is 
a  measure  in  actual  preparation  arid 
ready  for  our  consideration,  when 
we  are  ready  to  consider  it,  will,  be 
repeated  and  countersigned  by  still 
higher  authority  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  in  the  course  of  the  evening. 
1  think  it  wpuld  be  invidious  to  go 
through  all  the  seven  very  important 
subjects  that  are  grouped  together  in 
this  paragraph  of  contingency,  and  to 
ask  in  each  case  for  a  formal  answer  to 
my  inquiry  whether  plans — I  will  not 
say  Bills  in  all  cases — but  plans  con- 
taining all  the  substance  of  Bills,  are  in 
each  and  every  case  provided  for  the 
attainment  of  these  benevolent  objects. 
I  do  point  out  to  the  House  that  there  is 
a  serious  difficulty  in  introducing  whole- 
sale this  practice  of  reference  to  con- 
tingent measures  which  may  or  may  not 
be  introduced  when  it  is  done  on  a  large 
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I9calo.     I   venture  to  lay  it  down  as   a 
proper  rult?  tliat»  which  after  all  is  the 
old  rule,  though  perhiips  it  has  not  heen 
observed  by  any  Party  as  strictly  aa  it 
ought  to  have  been  observed — I  do  not 
think   that    the    Government    ought  to 
promise  directly  or  contingently  in  the 
Speech  of  the  Queen  any  measure  what- 
ever except  such  as  they  think  there  is 
a  reasonable  chance   acd  hope*  uf  tlieir 
[       being  able  to  introduce.     There  are  few 
^^  more  words  it  is  necessary  I  should  eay 
^■before  I  sit  down.     Unfortunately^  there 
^^HliaH  arisen  a  serious  question, nut  amount- 
^Biug  to  a  question  of  veracity,  but  a  serious 
^^ question  of  accnracy  between  my  rij^ht 
hori*    Friend  near   me,  the  Member  for 
^ -Newcjistle  (Mr.  J.  Morleyjand  a  Cabicet 
^P  Minister.     The  Government  admit  that 
^  the  daterminatiou   of  that  question  is  a 
(       subject  of  very  considerable  importance, 
and  it  is  a  matter  of  necessity,  I  think, 
that  a  determination  should  be  arrived 
at  upon  it.     It  involves  a  great  number 
of  different  points,  of  which  I  may  say 
that  the  Tipperary  trials  form  the  cen- 
» Iral  incident.     I  will  not  enumerate  the 
>ints   at   the  present    nioraent.       My 
dglit  hon.  Friend  anticipates  that  in  the 
[)urs9  of    the   next    week    he   will    be 
illed  njx^n   to   appear  in  Ireland   as  a 
ritness  in  judicial  proceedings  in  regard 
a  portion  of  tiiis  matter.     Ho  believes 
-and  I  think  he  is  right  in  believing— 
bat  upon  the  whole  the  discussion   of 
bis  important    collision,  so  tn    call    it, 
^onld  be  more   conveniently  taken,  not 
the  form  of  an  addition  to  the  Address, 
rhieh  it  would  he  quite  possible  to  move, 
it  in  the  form  of  an  appropriate  Motion 
pKiposal  after  the  whole  question  is 
ir  of  the  judicial  ]^roceedings  in  Ire- 
.    Under  these  circumstances,  I  wish 
say  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  d  is - 
sed  to  waive  any  attempt  to  raise  the 
[lestiou    on  the  Address,  but  he  must 
^serve  to  himself  in  that  case  what,  I 
tiink,  will  bo  felt  by  all  to  be  a  reason* 
declaim — that  is  to  say,  the  claim  upon 
tie   Government  to  assist  him  m  secu- 
ing  a  discussion  of  the  question  when, 
if    I  may  use    the    homely  expression, 
le    stage    has    been     cleared   for    the 
irpose     by    the    removal     of      eYGTj 
ling  that  would    embarrass  the  issue, 
will,   therefore,   be  disposed,  if  the 
irst  Lord  of  the  Tretisnry  will  under- 
And  that,  not  to   insist   upon  moving 
Amendment  to  the  Address   on    that 
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question  ;  and  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  obliged  to  ask  the  assistance  of  the 
Government  in  obtaining  a  solution  of 
the  question,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  will  feel  it  incum- 
bent  upon  him  to  afford  that  assistance, 
inasmuch  a^  the  chnrge  on  one  side  and 
on  the  other  affects  persons  <if  sucli  im- 
poit<ince  as  a  Cabinet  Minister  on  that 
side  of  the  Hous**  and  my  right  lion. 
Friend  near  rae  (Mr,  J.  Morley),  who 
himself  hns  been  responsiblo  for  the 
administration  of  Ireland.  Now,  upon 
the  importnnt  subject  of  debates  on  the 
Address,  ns  I  have  said,  I  have,  by  clear- 
ing myself  out  of  this  discussion,  done 
what  I  could  on  the  present  occasion  to 
give  a  practical  recommendation  that  wo 
slinuld  be  content  to  follow  the  older 
fashion  of  Parliament,  and  to  refrain 
from  entering  upon  a  wide  and  extensive 
field  of  political  discussion,  either  on 
topics  in  the  Address,  or  on  other  topics 
which  we  may  think  require  discussion. 
But  1  fee!  bound  to  say»  and  I  wish  to 
say  it  without  offence,  that  I  think  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  effect  a  permanent 
change  in  anything  like  a  real  return  to 
what  I  beheve  was  the  old  and  salutary 
practice,  as  long  as  the  independent 
Members  of  this  House  have  to  bear  in 
mind  that  for  a  sorics  of  Sessions,  and 
increasingly  from  one  Session  to  another, 
they  have  heen  excluded  from  the  field 
which  history  and  Parliamentary  usage 
have  all  along  assigitcd  to  them  of 
a  free  power  to  make  a  considerable 
demand  on  the  time  of  the  House 
for  the  discussion  of  such  proposals 
as  they  may  think  tit  to  bring 
under  the  attention  of  the  House. 
It  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  matter 
has  come  to  such  a  |Kunt  that  they  have 
been  almost  excluded  from  that  power. 
I  was  iu  hopes  thnt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  given  us  some  assurtince^ — 
the  direct  reverse  of  what  he  has  an- 
nounced from  the  Table  to-night. —  an 
assurance  that  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  Government,  unless  in  some  case 
of  a  special  and  really  urgent  character, 
for  the  general  purposes  of  their  legis- 
lation, to  evade  and  almost  to  absorb  the 
time  hitherto  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
private  Members.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  he  considers  that  a  case  of 
iivcui  urgency  has  arisen.  That  urgency 
is  to  take  tlic  subject  of  Irish  land,  th© 
most  compliciited  sub^^sA,  y^toY^^dV^  ,  VXn^V 
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can  be  introduced  into  Parliament ;  the 
subject  of  tithe,  which,  though  not  so 
complicated,  is  a  very  serious  one  ;  and 
the  subject  of  Irish  Railways,  in  so  far 
as  the  prosecution  of  these  plans  is  in- 
tended for  the  immediate  relief  of  Irish 
distress.  I  take  leave  to  separate  the 
difEerent  parts  of  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  that,  so 
far  as  regards  Irish  Railways,  or  any 
measures  associated  with  the  relief  of 
immediate  distress  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  think  they  require  in 
their  public  duty  to  submit  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  every 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  the  necessary  sacrifices  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  facilities  for  those  measures 
of  the  Government.  But  what  are  the 
measures  with  regard  to  land  and  tithe  ? 
I  will  not  deny  that,  in  a  certain  sense, 
they  may  be  called  urgent  measures — 
measures  of  importance'which  have  been 
introduced  again  and  again,  and  which 
have  certainly  not  lost  their  claim  in 
consequence  of  previous  introduction. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however, 
last  year  were  content  to  put  by  those 
measures  and  place  them  virtually  on 
the  shelf,  for  the  purpose  of  introducing 
to  the  House,  and  losing  on  it  17  days 
of  public  time,  a  plan  not  indicated 
lieforehand  in  the  Queen's  Speech — a 
plan  regarded  by  us  on  this  side  as 
utterly  ruinous  with  regard  to  the  tem- 
perance question  of  this  country,  and  a 
plan  which,  after  all  that  waste  of  time, 
the  Government  refrained  from  prose- 
cuting in  consequence  of  the  reluctance, 
dissj-tisfaction,  and  distrust  they  found 
existing  among  their  own  majority 
opposite.  That  is  the  real  history  of  it, 
and  it  was  for  that  measure  that  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  for  Ireland  and  the 
Tithe  Bill  were  thrust  aside.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  wanton  and  gratuitous 
introduction  of  that  strange  scheme  of 
the  Government  we  were  called  upon  to 
sacrifice  the  time  of  the  House  whole- 
sale, so  that  this  power  of  private  Mem- 
bers has  been,  I  will  not  say  destroyed, 
but  so  reduced  as  to  be  almost  nullified. 
And  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ma^ves  a  proposal  which  I  must  take  tlie 
liberty  of  saying  is  worse  than  any  pro- 
posal I  have  ever  heard  on  the  subject — 
which  is  really  nothing  less  than  pre- 
posterous. He  asks  us  to  assign  to  the 
question  of  tithes  and  of  land  purchase 
Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone 


in  Ireland  the  character  of  urgency — 
urgency  which  would  justify  a  measure 
so  extreme  as  to  exclude  private  Mem- 
bers entirely  from  the  business  of  legis- 
lation, until  the  Government  are  able  to 
move  the  Speaker  out  of  the  chair  upon 
those  three  measures.  I  still  adhere  to 
my  point  with  regard  to  this  matter.  I 
do  not  wish  myself  to  make  the  intima- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
ground  for  now  discussing  the  Address 
at  length,  and  I  tell  him,  with  a  pretty 
strong  confidence  of  being  right,  that  he 
will  never  secure  an  easy  and  habitual 
passing  of  the  Address  according  to  the 
ancient  fashion  as  long  as  this  practice 
obtains  of  taking  away,  on  mere  pre- 
texts, the  rights  of  private  Members, 
which  practice  has  been  pursued  for  the 
first  time  at  the  instance  of  the  present 
Government.  Neither  upon  that  sub- 
ject nor  upon  any  other  will  there  be 
any  undue  consumption  of  the  time  of 
the  House;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  his  proposal,  and  first 
cuts  off  a  portion  of  the  time  of  private 
Members — the  fraction  of  the  Session 
before  Christmas,  which,  I  must  observe, 
it  is  impossible  for  anyone  to  define — on 
the  assumption  that  all  these  measures 
will  be  carried  to  a  certain  stage  before 
Christmas,  of  which  it  is  diflBcult  for 
him  to  be  absolutely  assured — I  am 
bound  to  say,  in  view  of  the  nature 
of  the  proposal,  and  in  view  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  former  years,  that,  excepting 
that  part  of  it  which  refers  to  Irish  rail- 
ways, I  think  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  receive  the 
assent  of  the  House  without  discussion 
and  division.  I  wish  I  could  flatter  ray- 
self  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
likely  to  give  it  any  sort  of  re-considera- 
tion. I  have  the  greatest  objection  to 
these  wholesale  departures  from  those 
ancient  traditions  of  Parliament  which 
were  the  practical  result  of  long  expe- 
rienc3  continued  through  centuries,  but 
which  have  been  thrown  overboard 
during  the  past  four  or  five  years,  with 
the  coiisequence,  not  of  doing  the  public 
work  better,  but  of  doing  the  public 
work  worse.  I  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  he  need  not  expect  a  silent  acquies- 
cence in  what  appears  not  only  a 
continuance  and  repetition,  but  even  an 
extension  of  what  I  cannot  describe  as 
anything  less  than  a  wanton  exercise  of 
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power  by  the  majority  against  the 
minority  in  this  House.  The  right  lion, 
Geutleman,  I  think,  cannot  expect  that 
so  long  as  any  privilege  wbatover  of 
discussion  or  debate  is  given  to  the 
Members  of  this  House  it  will  not 
be  reasonably  but  firmly  used  m  taking 
objection  to  a  projxjsal  of  such  a  nature. 
•(7.15.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  trk 
TREASURY  {Mr.  W.  H,  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  J^tr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
before  I  refer  to  the  concluding  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  for  one  moment 
allude  to  a  subject  which  has  been 
referred  to  in  regard  to  which  both  sides 
of  the  House  are,  I  am  sure,  agreed,  and 
iti  whicli  bath  sides  are  equally  and 
di^eply  interested.  My  bon»  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  mo  (Cojonel  Ketiyon- 
Slaney)  referred  in  terms  of  sympathy 
to  the  cause  of  the  Speakers  absence. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  only  did  justice  to  himself  and 
to  the  feelings  which  prevail  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  in  also  giving  grace- 
ful expression  to  the  sympathy  of  this 
House.  W©  all  hope  that  he  may 
be  speedily  restored  to  health  and 
'elieved  from  anxiety  and  sorrow.  My 
ext  duty  is  to  refer  to  the  terms  in 
hich  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
hind  me  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
ntleman  who  seconded  the  Address 
discharged  their  duties*  They  have 
given  good  proof  of  the  ability  which 
distingaiahes  the  younger  Members  of 
this  House,  and  of  their  capacity  to  take 
part  in  the  important  duties  which  this 
House  will  still  have  to  discharge  when 
the  older  Members  of  it  pass  away.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
iiange  in  the  form  of  the  Address.  I 
timated  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
at  the  close  of  last  Session  that  there 
I  would  be  a  change  in  the  form  of  the 
Address,  and  that  that  change  would  be 
^^directed  solely  with  the  object  of 
^^Bvoidingi  as  far  as  possible,  raising 
^H|uestioris  which  are  contentious  at  the 
^H^peQiug  of  the  Session.  The  right  hon. 
^^jentleman  has  repeated  to-night  the 
statement  which  he  has  expressed  in  the 
paat  that  the  Address  should  not  be  made 
the  opportunity  for  a  prolonged  discus- 
sion, or  of  delaying  the  progress  of  the 
business  of  the  House.  I  trust  that  the 
good  advice  he  has  given  and  the  views 
that  he  has  expressed  with  regard  to  the 
ancient  traditions  of  the  House  will  be 
VOL.  CCOXLIX.     [miED  asmss.] 


received  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  with  the 
authority  which  anything  he  says  con- 
veys to  them,  and  that  w©  shall  on  this 
ociiasion  revert  to  the  ancient  practice 
of  this  House,  and  one  which  m  times 
pa-st  has  tended  so  much  to  the  advance- 
ment of  the  conduct  of  public  business 
and  the  country.  I  pass  on  to  that 
portion  of  the  right  hon.  (lentlemana 
speech  in  which  I  am  able  to  express 
on  tire  concurrence  in  the  course  he  has 
recommended.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  the  foreign  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Un- 
di>ubtedly  it  is  the  fact  that  peace  is 
preserved  and  that,  ns  far  as  we  know, 
it  is  not  likely  to  be  disturbed.  We  have 
reason  to  bo  thankful  for  a  period  of 
confcentraent  abroad,  which  augurs  .well 
for  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
great  Empires  affected  by  the  political 
conditions  of  Europe  and  of  the  world. 
We  desire  that  those  better  days  should 
continue,  for  the  greatest  interest  of  the 
world  is  peace.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  referred  to  our  negotiations 
with  the  United  States  in  regard  to  the 
Behring'a  Sea  question.  We  have  every 
hope  that  those  negotiations  will  pro- 
gress. They  have  not  advanced  very  far 
at  the  present  time,  but  there  is  no 
reason  whatever  to  apprehend  any  ulti- 
mate difficulty  in  coming  to  an  under- 
Htanding  with  a  Power  with  which, 
undoubtedly,  we  ought  to  have,  under 
all  circumstances  and  at  all  times,  the 
most  friendly  and  cordial  relations. 
There  is  every  desire  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty  a  Government  to  meet  the 
United  States  of  America  in  the  most 
friendly  spirit,  and  to  find  terms  upon 
'which  the  difficulty  existing  between  the 
countries  can  be  satisfactorily  settled. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  in 
terms  of  certtun  wia^mth  to  the  mis- 
government  which  obtains  in  some  por- 
tions of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  I  was 
glad  to  hear  him  remark  that  there  waa 
no  unfriendly  disposition  entertained 
towards  the  Ottoman  Empire,  but  that 
tliere  was,  on  the  contrary,  every  dis- 
pu  Kit  ion  to  regard  that  Empire  with 
sym]>athetic  interest  if  it  would  take 
suthcient  precaations  for  the  good 
government  of  its  subjects.  We  have 
not  fjiiled  to  show  our  sympathy  with 
good  government  in  that  Empire,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  very  wisely  re- 
ferred to  the  losa  A  s^v^\\i^  ^\ai5tw 
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mi^lit  result  in  making  frequent  repre- 
sentations to  any  Power  where  sueh 
representations  may  not  receive  adequate 
notice,  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  no  fitting  opportunity 
has  ever  been  lost  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  of  repre- 
senting to  the  Porte  that  the  best 
interests  of  Turkey  are  involved  in  the 
good  government  of  its  Empire,  and  that 
every  assistance  has  been  given,  so  far  as 
the  moral  weight  of  the  Ambassador  of 
this  c5ountry  is  concerned,  to  aid 
in  the  direction  of  good  government. 
It  was  possibly  through  our  representa- 
tions in  the  case  of  Moussa  Bey  that  that 
nott>rious  person  has  been  exiled  to  a 
distant  part  of  the  Empire,  and  will  be 
no  longer  capable  of  exercising  any 
injurious  influence  he  may  have  possessed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  me  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  painful  alle- 
gations which  have  been  male  with 
reference  to  what  is  termed  the  Stanley 
Expedition  in  Africa.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  me  to  state  what  the 
relations  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government 
were  to  that  expedition.  I  can  only 
aaaure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no  rela- 
tions whatever  with  that  expedition.  It 
was  an  entirely  voluntary  undertaking 
on  the  part  of  a  committee  formed  f":>r 
the  relief  of  Erain  Pasha,  and  it  was 
placed,  a8  I  understand,  entirely  under 
the  control  of  Mr,  Stanley  himself,  who 
chose  his  own  officers  and  supporters, 
and  who  made,  on  his  own  responsibility 
and  on  that  of  the  committee,  all  the 
arrangements  for  the  expedition.  I  can 
only  share  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  sorrow  which  he  conveyed  that 
any  imputation  upon  the  conduct  of 
Englisbmen  could  be  made  under  the 
circumstances  which  have  been  com- 
municated to  the  public.  I  must  remind 
the  House,  iu  the  first  instance,  that  the 
Government  had  no  responsibility  what- 
ever for  the  expedition  ;  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  two  officers  w^ho  have 
been  implicated  by  the  charges,  which 
may  or  may  not  be  capable  of  proof,  are 
dead,  and  are  therefore  incapable  of 
making  any  answer  to  the  charges 
brought  against  them  ;  and,  in  the  third 
phi^e,  that  we  have  no  control  over  any 
persona  who  could  be  brought  forward  as 
witnesses.  It  would  be  a  matter  of 
enormous  difficulty,  if  even  it  w^ere  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  institute  it, 
Jfr.  ff\  //  Smith 
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satisfactory  result.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  terms  of 
the  Queen's  Speech  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land, and  he  complained  that  we  have 
spoken  in  that  Speech  with  satisfac- 
tion of  the  salutary  legislation  of  the 
la^st  few  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  timt  the  language  of  the  Speech 
might  include  the  legislation  of  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  It  does  include  the 
whole  of  the  legislation  of  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  for  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  credit,  and  which  they 
have  been  successful  in  passing  through 
this  House.  We  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Government  of  Ireland  has 
advanced  and  that  there  has  been  a 
marked  improvement  in  the  conditioii 
of  that  country,  and  that  that  improve 
nicnt  is  due  to  legislation  in  part  of  which 
the  right  hoTi.  Gentleman  entirely  con- 
curs, and  to  jmrt  of  which,  naturally,  he 
objects,  1  am  sorry  that  he  finds  fault 
with  the  expressions  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  under  these  circumstances,  but 
I  am  afraid  that  it  would  be  very  difficult 
for  the  leaders  of  an  Opposition  to  be 
always  quite  satisfied  w^itli  the  expres- 
sions in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  on 
matters  which  are  the  subject  of  violent 
party  controversy  both  in  the  country  and 
in  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  an  assux'ance  for  w  hich  I  am 
most  grateful— that,  speaking  for  himself 
and  for  all  his  friends  both  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  all  assistance  will  be 
given  in  the  passing  of  any  measure 
which  may  be  necessary  for  tlie  relief  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  1  am  happy  to  say 
that  the  distress  is  not  so  widespread 
nor  so  deep  as  in  the  case  of  former 
years,  and  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  such  distress  as  there  is  is  limited  in 
extent,  and  that,  therefore,  the  measures 
we  have  to  propose  will  not  be  of  that 
wide  or  large  charact,er  which  need  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  to  any  consider- 
able extent.  We  pmpose,  however,  to 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to 
insure  that  no  one  of  Her  Majesty ^s  sub- 
jects shall  he  without  the  means  of  earn- 
ing money  in  order  to  procure  food  in  that 
part  of  the  country  w^here  exceptional  dis- 
tress may  prevail.  The  steps  that  we  shall 
take  for  therehef  of  distress  will  be*  of  such 
a  character  as  will  not  demoralise  the 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  measure  which  we  propose 
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with  regard  to  the  multiplication  of 
holdings,  and  assured  us  that  no  oh- 
structiye  opposition  would  be  offered  to 
a  proposal  of  this  kind.  The  main  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  is  the  same  as  that 
of  the  measure  submitted  to  Parliament 
last  Session.  It  is  one  on  which  we 
believe  that  it  will  be  possible  for  the 
Opposition  and  ourselves  to  agree,  if 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
really  desirous  of  advancing  the  interests 
of  the  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland.  The 
real  question  is  whether  the  assurances 
that  have  been  given  of  the  desire  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  that  the  occupier 
shall  be  converted  into  the  owner  are 
sincere,  or  whether  a  measure  of  this 
kind  is  still  to  be  made  the  stalking 
horse  of  faction  and  opposition  and  ob- 
struction. ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I  accept  the 
assurance  that  it  is  the  desire  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  give  effect  to  their 
expressions  of  a  wish  to  benefit  the 
occupier.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  shortly  to  the  question  of  pri- 
vate legislation.  I  am  reassured  by  his 
observations  that  we  shall  have  his  as- 
sistance and  the  assistance  of  his  friends 
in  any  well-considered  proposal  that 
may  ba  made  to  Parliament  on  that  sub- 
ject. He  also  referred  to  the  organic 
change  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  said 
that  we  had  proposed  four  measures  for 
which  we  ask  immediate  consideration, 
and  seven  others  that  are  purely  con- 
tingent, and  that  might  not  be  found  in 
a  state  of  legislative  preparation  at  all. 
He  added  that  the  only  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  these  measures  was  that  they  might 
be  prepared  at  some  future  time,  if  Par- 
liament found  time  to  deal  with  them. 
1  must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  several  of  these  measures  have 
already  been  before  Parliament,  have 
been  printed,  and  have  been  read  a 
second  time.  Therefore  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  dismiss  from  his  mind 
any  apprehension  that  may  exist  so  far 
as  the  preparation  of  the  greater  portion 
of  these  measures  is  concerned.  We  had 
to  consider  whether  we  were  justified  in 
putting  into  the  Speech  a  list  of  measures 
which  experience  has  proved  to  us  we 
could  not  certainly  pass,  or  ask  Parlia- 
ment to  pass,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  if  the  debates  are  to  be  continued 
at  the  length  of  the  debates  which  hare 
taken  place  during  the  last  three  or  four 
dons.     We  are,  however,  convinced 


that  it  would  be  possible  for  Parliament 
to  pass,  not,  perhaps,  the  whole,  but  cer- 
tainly a  large  proportion  of  the  measures 
in  the  Speech,  if  we  could  return  to  the 
old  way, ".and  give  something  like  fair 
and  reasonable  consideration  and  criti- 
cism to  the  proposals  made  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  if  there  was  a  clear 
and  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament to  pass  those  measures.  But, 
if  we  are  met  by  continued  debates  and 
protracted  discussion,  it  is  obviously  not 
the  fault  of  Government,  or  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ;  but,  col- 
lectively, it  is  the  misfortune  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  individual  Members  make  it 
practically  impossible  to  proceed  with 
legislation  which  the  country  desires. 
That  is  my  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Many  of  these  measures 
are  actually  in  type,  and  could  be  pro- 
duced to-morrow. 

Me.    W.    E.    GLADSTONE:    Local 
Government  for  Ireland  t 

*Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  give  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  draft  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland.  Let  us  first  pass  the 
four  measures  we  have  indicated,  and 
then,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  his  assistance,  and  will  make  no 
complaint  that  we  are  taking  too  large  a 
portion  of  the  time  of  private  Members, 
I  shall  be  exceedingly  glad  to  hand  to 
him  a  draft  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man addressed  to  me  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  difficulties  that-  have 
arisen  between  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  said 
that  there  were  questions  of  fact  involved 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  think  it  necessary  to  raise  a  de- 
bate. I  understand  the  proposal  to  be 
that  no  debate  shall  arise  on  this  question 
on  the  Address,  but  that  at  a  later 
period  an  opportunity  shall  be  afforded 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  challenge 
the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  the 
action  and  language  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon  -  Tyne  :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
meant,  and  I  mean,  something  much 
wider  and  of  a  less  purely  personal 
nature  than  that.  I  mean  a  Motion 
criticising  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  Ireland,  with  special  refeceticfc  \xi 
events  in  Tippexary . 
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♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  repeated  what 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  have  stated,  and  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  given  to  the  right.  Gentleman  an 
opportunity  to  make  perfectly  clear  the 
object  of  his  intended  Motion.  Certainly 
we  will  fiad  a  fitting  opportunity  for  him 
to  make  any  Motion  of  tliat  character. 
It  is  obvious  that  a  Motion  of  censure — 
for  it  amounts  to  that— on  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  a  Motion  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  certainly  to  meet.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  and  expressed  a 
wish  that  it  might  not  be  unduly  pro- 
longed. I  can  assure  him  that  I  go 
with  him  most  heartily  and  entirely  on 
that  question.  Parliament  has  lost  a 
great  deal  by  prolonging  debates  on  the 
Address.  Such  prolongations  have  had 
a  most  disastrous  effect  upon  the  busi- 
ness and  the  reputation  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  finds  fault 
with  me  fcr  taking  the  time  of  private 
Members,  without  appearing  to  perceive 
that  the  necessity  has  been  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  prolonged  debates 
on  the  Address  that  have  lasted  ten  days 
or  a  fortnight,  and  on  one  occasion  three 
weeks.  This  waste  of  time  shuts  out 
private  Members  from  opportunities  that 
they  would  have  had  of  discussing  their 
Motions,  and  of  considering  their  Bills. 
No  one  in  this  House  desires  more  than 
I  do  to  return  to  the  old  way.  On  the 
first  indication  on  the  part  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they 
are  inclined  to  give  reasonable  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  Government 
measures,  I  shall  be  the  very  first  to 
return  to  the  old-fashioned  way  of 
giving  to  private  Members  the  time  that 
they  had  in  the  past.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  himself  in  my 
position,  and  had  to  meet  the  difficulties 
that  have  been  put  in  the  way  of  our 
measures,  he  would  have  been  compelled 
to  take  the  sanie  course.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complained  that  I  am 
about  to  introduce  a  Motion  which  is 
unprecedented  and  severe  in  its  charac- 
ter. I  explained  to  the  House  why  it 
was  that  I  thought  it  right  to  ask  this 
concession  from  the  House.  I  think  it 
is  for  the  convenience  of  private  Mem- 
bers that  progress  should  be  made  with 
the  important  measures  of  the  Session, 
so  that  it  may  be  possible  to  give  to 
private  Members  the  time  that  they 
should  have.     If  we  make  no  progress 


before  the  short  Christmas  holiday  it 
may  be  possible  to  take,  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  the  country  that  tv  e  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  ask  the  House  to  sacrifice,  the 
time  which  we  most  earnestly  desire  to 
avoid.  It  is  for  the  House  itself  to  find  the 
time  and  private  Membersought  topossess 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  events  of  last  Session.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  to  refer  to  them 
with  the  view  to  considering  what  is  to 
be  the  course  of  business  this  Session. 
Last  Session  we  had  angry  and  pro- 
longed debates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  proposals  were  made  that 
were  totally  unnecessary,  and  that  were 
not  referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
That  controversy  has  been  gone  into 
over  and  over  again,  and  I  will  not  say 
of  it  more  than  this,  that  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  were  made  by  them 
with  a  deep  sense  of  their  responsibility, 
and  with  the  desire  of  advancing  tem- 
perance. We  believed  that  we  should 
secure  the  support  of  every  one  inter- 
ested and  desirous  to  increase  habits  of 
temperance  among  the  people.  We 
failed — we  acknowledge  we  failed — after 
a  struggle  which  was  protracted  in  a 
degree  unknown  almost  to  Parlia- 
mentary practice,  which  had  the  effect 
of  delaying  the  consideration  of 
measures  which  we  thought  necessary 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
which  resulted  in  our  asking  Parliament 
to  come  together  in  November.  Well, 
Sir,  I  trust  that  nothing  I  may  say  will 
increase  the  bitterness  of  party  contro- 
versy. It  is  as  far  as  possible  from  my 
desire  to  do  anything  of  the  kind ;  and 
I  trust  we  may  have  in  this  Session  the 
support  not  only  of  our  own  friends 
behind  mb  in  the  consideration  of  the 
measures  which  we  believe  to  be  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
especially  of  those  who  are  supposed  to 
be  the  clients  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  We  believe  that 
our  measures  are  conceived  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  at  large  ;  we  be^eve 
that  they  are  free  from  any  desire  to 
prop  up  party  or  sectional  interests  ;  we 
believe  that  they  are  for  the  good  of  the 
country;  and  we  therefore  ask,  and 
I  hope  we  shall  not  ask  in  vain,  for  the 
hearty  support  of  those  who  trust  us, 
and  for  fair,  moderate,  and  reasonable 
criticism  only  from  those  who  generally 
differ  from  us. 
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Mr.  BEADLAtIGH  (NoHli- 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  want  to 
intrude  at  any  great  length  upon  the 
House.  There  are  one  or  two  things 
which  have  been  aaid  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  PJx chequer  during  the  recess,  and 
by  the  Firat  Loini  of  the  Treasury, 
which  require  a  word  or  two  from 
private  Members,  I  undorstand  that 
e  case  presented  for  claiming  the  full 
time  of  the  House  is  that  measures  have 
1>een  obstructed  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  so  that  the  Government  have  had 
the  necessity  forced  upon  them  of  doing 
what  they  now  propose  to  do.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  recently  referred 
among  other  measures  to  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  and  to  the  Government 
proposals  respecting  Friendly  Societies.  I 
avow  that  I  was  astounded  when  I  read 
the  observations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  1  imagined  that  he  must 
have  been  mis-reported.  Becauae  in  the 
whole  time  of  the  present  Parhament  the 
measure  to  amend  and  make  permanent 
the  Employers*  Liability  Act  has  not 
occ:ipied  two  nights.  Some th  ing  was  done 
in  Grand  Committee,  it  is  true,  but  it 
in  no  way  delayed  the  proceedings  here. 
Oue  year  the  Bill  was  not  introduced  at 
all.  Another  year,  when  it  was  printed, 
we  saw  nothing  of  it.  It  is  a  little  too 
audacious  to  put  this  Bill  forward  as  an 
obstructed  measure. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  confident  that 
'he  hon.  Member  is  under  a  misappre- 
^lension,  or  has  misread  the  report,  I 
never  spoke  of  any  obstruction  upon  the 
Employers'  Liabihty  Bill. 

♦Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  have  no  doubt 
it  is  a  misreading  of  the  report  on  my 
part,  but  I  gave  some  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  I  thought  that  the  matter 
was  urged  as  one  of  the  illustrations  of 
e   measures    which   the    Government 
tried  to  c^rry,  and  had  been  pre- 
vented from  carrying  by  obstruction  of 
them.     Certainly,  though    I  may  have 
en    under     a    misapprehension,    the 
?Vieudly  Societies    Bill   seemed   to  fall 
into    the   same    category.     I  am    glad, 
owever,  to  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
ht    hon.    Gentleman,    and    it    is    a 
tisfaction  to  know  from  him  tliat  thr 
oiployers*  Liability  Bill  was  not  one  of 
ose  obstructed.     If  that  is  true,  then 
is  also  true  that  the  Government  have 
len  lacking  in  their  duty  to  the  work- 


ing classes  specially  ai^ccted,  because  it  is 
a  measure  which  should  have  been 
dealt  with,  but  with  regard  to  which 
during  two  Sessions  past  not  a  word 
has  been  said.  Words  falling  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  have 
much  more  effect  than  words  falhng 
from  a  man  like  myself,  and  I  think  he 
ought  expressly  to  have  mentioned  that 
this  was  one  of  the  Bills  as  to  which  all 
fault  laid  with  the  Government,  who 
had  not  in  any  fashion  endeavoured  to 
bring  it  before  the  Hoase  for  at  least 
tliree  years. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
misunderstands  me  on  this  point.  1  have 
never  charged,  so  far  as  I  can  remember, 
any  obiitruction  on  the  Employers* 
Liabihty  Bill.  The  argument  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  probably  refers,  is  that 
the  general  delay  of  business  which  took 
place  in  the  House,  that  which  I  call 
obstruction,  prevented  our  passing  Bills 
which  we  had  at  hand.  I  did  not  Eay, 
certainly,  that  these  two  particular 
measures  had  been  obstmcted. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  When  1  spoke 
at  Manchester,  a  few  hours  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hud  spoken  on  the 
question  of  obstruction,  I  suggested  that 
the  Go vemm ent,  ha vi ng a  large m a jori ty  a t 
their  back,  had  been  probably  obstructed, 
either  because  they  did  not  want  particu- 
larly to  carry  the  measures  which  were 
obstructed,  or  because  they  introduced 
more  measures  than  iheir  own  followers 
desired  should  be  considered,  or 
because  they  were  incapable  of 
handling  the  powerful  weapons  they  had 
forged  for  the  purpose  of  overcoming 
obstruction.  That  last,  of  course,  is  an 
im possible  supposition,  and  I  said  so  at 
the  time.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  a  little  more  in  good  taste  if  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  not  so 
reckless  in  making  charges  of  obstruction. 
Another  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
ve rnmeEt  has  spoken  during  the  recess 
of  the  number  of  questions  put  to 
Ministers  in  this  House»  and  has  sug- 
gested that  those  questions  had  better 
be  put  in  writing  and  sent  to  the 
different  Ministers  to  whom  they  are 
intended  to  he  addressed.  I  will  here 
offer  the  House  a  sample  of  the  ex- 
perience I  have  had  in  this  direction 
during  the  last  few  weeks.  I  am 
always  ready  to  accept  any  suggestion 
coming  from  the  Treasury  Bench  as  far 
as  possible,  and  in  fact  it  \%  ft^TR^V\xofc^ 
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said  that  I  am  a  little  too  ready  to  do  so. 
At  any  rate  I  adopted  this  suggestion  at 
once,  and  accordingly  addressed  to  the 
Department   to  which   it  has  been   my 
duty  and  will  continue  to  be  my  duty  to 
address  a  large  number  of  questions,  to 
some     of    which     answers     had    been 
promised    as  far    back    as    March   and 
April  last  year,  an  inquiry  with  regard 
to  which  the  House  will  be  amused  to 
hear  that  in  reply  to  that  communica- 
tion  I   received   from   the    Minister  to 
whom  it  was  addressed,  a  letter  inform- 
ing mo  that  I  might  raise  the  subject  by 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  by  which 
method  it  could  be  fully  discussed.     [Sir 
J.   GoRST   expressed  dissent.]     I  quote 
from  memory,  but  I   will  try  to  state 
exactly  what  that  letter  conveyed.     In 
reply  to  the  question  I  thus  put  I  was 
told    that    I    could   bring    the    matter 
forward  by  way  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
considered  that  that  would  be  the  most 
fitting  occasion  for  obtaining  a  reply. 
•The  under   SECRETARY  o? 
STATE     I'OR     INDIA    (Sir    J.    GoRsr, 
Chatham)  :  The  hon.  Member  was  good 
enough  in  the  early  part  of  the  recess 
to  give    me   notice   that    he    intended 
to  raise  by  way  of  Amendment  to  the 
Address  the  question  of  the  indigo  riots 
in  Jessore.     The  letter  referred  to  was 
subsequently  addressed  to  me,  and  I  re- 
plied to  it  saying  that  it  asked  for  in- 
formation on  a  subject  as  to  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient   that   he    should   enter    into   a 
discussion  with  the  hon.  Member,  seeing 
that  hon.  Member  had  already  announced 
his  intention  to  bring  the  subject  before 
the  House  of  Commons  on  a  specified 
occasion.     At  the  same  time,  I  said  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  prepared  to 
give  the   hon.  Member  information  on 
any  points  of  detail  as  to  which  he  might 
care  to  ask.     I  wish  the  hon.  Member 
would  read  my  letter. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  shall  have 
groat  pleasure  in  bringing  the  letter 
down  and  reading  it  to-morrow  in  order 
to  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear.  It 
shows  how  mis-impressions  will  occur, 
not  only  as  to  speeches  made  and  re- 
ported, but  as  \o  letters  received  and 
misunderstood.  It  shows,  too,  the 
necessity  of  sometimes  having  questions 
put  across  the  floor  of  the  House,  where 
there  can  be  no  mistake  about  them. 
At  any  rate,  as  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 


man  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  has 
done  me  the  honour  to  correct  me,  it 
will   be    within    his    recollection,    and 
within  the  recollection  of  such  of  the 
House  as  take  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
or  care  to  go  to  Hansard  for  information^ 
that   the   very   questions   on  which  he 
says,  as  I  understand  now,  that  it  is  fair 
I  should  have  information,  were  ques- 
tions put  to  him  early  last  year — ques- 
tions   repeated    and    pressed   upon   his 
attention,  I  think  on  one  occasion  with 
some  disposition  on  my  part  to  resort  to 
the   forms  of   the   House,   of   which   I 
should   have  availed  myself  with  some 
reluctance.     If  it  were  not  that  I  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  never 
guilty  of  anything  like  a  sneer  or  jest, 
to  refer  me  to  an  Amendment  on   the 
Address  for  the  information  I  am  seek- 
ing would  seem  to  be  making  a  mock  of 
me.     Last    Session    I     refrained    from 
debating  Indian  matters  on  the  Address ; 
I  refrained  from  speaking  on  them  at  all, 
on  the  distinct  pledge  and  understanding 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  at   any  rate 
one  night  should  be  afforded  to  me  for 
that  purpose — afforded  to   me   on    the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  introduced 
by  the  Government,   in   the   House  of 
Lords,  and   which   was   to  bo   brought 
down  to  this  House  before  Easter,  and 
which,  though  brought  down,  was  never 
brought   on   here    from    the    first  day 
of  the  Session  to  the  last.     There  is  no 
pretence    of    saying     that    the    Indian 
Councils   Bill   was  obstructed.     If  any- 
thing,   I    was   constantly  pressing  the 
Government  to  bring  it  forward.     I  had 
their  distinct  pledge  that  it  should  be 
brought    forward,   and    it  never  came. 
And  I  have  this  further  difficulty,  thai 
it  is  only  with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair 
that   there   is    any  chance  of  challeng- 
ing    the     Government     on     the    gross 
illegality    of    their  conduct   every  year 
since      they      have      been      in      office, 
and     which      may     be     repeated     on 
that  matter  this  year.     I  mean  the  abso- 
lutely distinct  Statute  which  requires  the 
Indian  Government  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  during  the  first  fourteen 
days  of  May,  certain  information.      The 
Statute  requires  them  specifically  to  do 
it.     I  have  asked  about  it,  and  my  ques- 
tion  is  evaded.     If   the  debate  on  the 
Address  is  objected  to,  there  is  no  oppor- 
tunity of  fairly  raising  the  subject.     No 
resolution  about  it  would  bo  pertinent  on 
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the  presentation  of  the  financial  statomont. 
The  Government  la  content  to  break  the 
law  itself  now,  and  there  ia  no  reason- 
able means  of  punishing  it.  The  India 
Office  IB  an  office  over  which  we  have 
not  the  same  control  aa  we  have  over 
every  other  department  of  the  State, 
namely,  for  when  salaries  affecting  other 
departmenta  are  voted  wo  can  make 
them  the  subject  of  critieisra.  But  in 
the  case  of  the  India  Office  the  matter  is 
dismissed  with  a  good  humoured  laugh 
at  the  end  of  the  Session.  Again,  while 
even  Members  of  Parliament  we  now 
know  are  in  gaol  for  breaches  of  law  not 
more  specific  than  those  of  which  I 
complain,  I  do  think  tliat  the  Govern- 
ment which  is  so  strong  in  enforcing  the 
law  at  one  place,  might  be  not  less  decent 
in  oliedience  to  it  themselves  lieix*.  There 
is  no  reference  in  thegracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  which  will  fthow  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
whatever  to  submit  to  this  House  any 
kind  of  l^islation  in  reference  to  the 
amondmont  of  the  India  Council^i  Act ; 
which  they  last  Session  declared  par- 
ticularly requires  amendment.  I  trust 
we  shall  not  bo  driven  (as  driven 
we  Feem  to  be)  to  raise  Indian  ques- 
tions by  Motions  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  wliich  are  unpleasant  to 
the  Members  who  have  to  move  them. 
But  still  wo  have  no  other  resources 
left  to  us  when  the  Government 
actually  defy  the  law  and  mako  no 
effort  whatever  to  fulfil  it.  As  I  under- 
stood that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  House » 
and  that  an  arrangement  has  been  made 
between  the  Front  Benclves  that  no 
debate  shall  now  tixke  pluce  on  that 
portion  of  the  Speech  which  relates  to 
Ire  hind,  I  will  only  say  one  word  in 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Tvhen,  in 
reply  to  a  remark  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
made  across  the  Table,  he  said  he  should 
be  pleased  to  show  him  a  draft  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill.  That  Bill  was 
solemnly  promised  by  the  right  hon» 
Baronet  the  Member  for  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Bristol  at  the  close  of  the 
year  1886  to  be  introduced  in  the  year 
1887,  It  was  promised  as  a  measure  of 
local  govenimeut  to  l>e  framed  on  a 
papular  basis,  but  in  all  probability  that 
wnl I  always  be  in  draft,  and  will  never 
be  presented.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 


and  it  is  possible  that  again  I  may  have 

misunderstood  liim — said  the  Bill  would 
be  introduced  when  the  country  was  in 
a  fair  state  of  quietude.  Of  course,  the 
reporters  may  have  done  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  injustice,  or  my  apprecia- 
tion of  the  meaning  of  his  words  may 
have  been  imperfect,  but  still  I  did 
understand  the  words  thus  put  into  the 
mouth  of  Her  Majesty  last  Session 
to  be  a  declaration  that  the  country 
was  in  a  fair  state  of  quietness.  Kow 
w6  are  told  it  is  still  better,  and  I  do 
think  it  is  a  little  too  much  that  these 
statements  should  be  made  year  after 
year  without  any  effort  being  made  to 
fulfil  the  CTOvemment  pledges.  I  shall 
reserve  what  I  have  to  say  as  to  the 
taking  away  of  the  time  of  private 
Members  until  the  First  Lord  makes  his 
Motion  on  the  subject,  but  I  now 
ask  the  Government  in  common  decency 
to  say — what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
would  not  .say  when  he  was  making  his 
financial  statement  Inst  year — I  ask 
them  to  say  now  in  this  House — for  I 
warn  them  that  I  shall  take  some  means 
of  making  this  the  sabject  of  debate, 
whether  the  time  of  private  Members  is 
taken  away  or  not — I  ask  them  to 
say  what  are  the  reasons  for  their  abso- 
lute disobedience  of  the  law  for  the  last 
four  years  in  not  duly  submitting  the 
statistics  of  the  moral  and  material  pro- 
gress of  India  which  they  are  called 
upon  to  submit  annually,  and  I  wish  to 
know  further  whether  they  are  going  to 
obey  the  law  thh  year,  and  if  they  will 
do  so  in  the  time  fixed  by  the  Statute  ? 
If  not  it  shall  not  be  my  fault  if 
the  Government  undertake  other  busi- 
ness of  importance  before  the  House 
at  least  expresses  an  opinion  upon 
this  subject.  I  know  it  is  futile  to 
expect  answers  now  to  questions  upon 
matters  relating  to  India  of  which  I 
have  only  hnd  the  advantage  within 
the  last  few  moments  of  receiving  infor- 
mation. I  have  had  a  numljer  of  docu- 
ments sent  me,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
am  at  liberty  to  refer  to  them.  I  amtnld 
that  some  were  sent  to  me  for  my  private 
information  only,  and  I  am  placed  in  a 
somewhat  unfair  position  both  towards 
those  for  whom  I  speak  and  towaixJa  the 
House  itself,  because  those  documents 
are  documents  which  passed  between 
Departments  of  the  State  on  mattev^ 
aSecting  the  liberty  ol  \^v^  ^iwV^'escV^  tsaA. 
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I  submit  that  they  ought  to  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  tlie  House.    I  trust 
that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  will  e^ive  me  some  pledgees  that  if 
I  move  for  Papers  relatiog  to  the  cases  of 
Warburton    and    Lusou    they    will    he 
t^rauted.     If  I  do  not  receive  some  such 
pledge  I  shall  take  legitimate  means  of 
raising  the  question. 
♦Sir  J,  GOEST  :   As  the  hon.  Member 
has  80  p  Jintedly  referred  to  me,  perhapa 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  make  a  few 
observations.     The  hon.  Member  asked 
me  a  number  of  questions  last  year  upon 
details  of  Indian  administration — ques- 
tions bas!?d  upon  information  whicli  he 
had  received  from  an    ex    parte  source. 
I  was  unable  to  answer  at  the  time,  ife- 
cause,  as  the  House  will  understand,  all 
the    details*  of   Indian  Government  are 
not  necessarily  reported  to  the  Secretary 
of   State.       Those   who  are   dissatisfied 
with  any  Art  of  the  Government  are  of 
course  at  liberty  to  send  garbled  state- 
men  ts  to  hoTi.  Members  of  this  House, 
but  it  is  impossible  for  the  Secretary  of 
State   to  be  always   prepared  with  full 
particulars  on  all  points  of  detail  so  as  to 
be  able  at  once  to  provide  information  on 
any  question  raised.     The  hon.  Member, 
in  the  recesSi  sent  me  a  letter,  saying 
that  he  did  so  in  consequence  of  sug- 
gestions   of     the     First    Lord    of     the 
Treasury,  and  in  it  he  asked  mo  to  give 
him  an   answer  on    certain    points.      I 
think  I  may  say  that  I  sent  an  answer 
which     generally     showed     that      the 
information   upon  which  he  had  askod 
questions   during    the    last    Session    of 
Parliament   was   wholly  erroneous,  and 
gave  a  false  idea  of  the  circumstances 
referred   to   in  those  questions.     There 
wa«    undoubtedly    one     question    with 
regard  to  some  riots  whicli  took  place  at 
Jessore,  in  India,  between  indigo  planters 
and     their    employes^   upin    which,    by 
directions   of  the  Secretary  of  State,   I 
withheld    from  him  information  I  pos- 
sessed   on    the   ground    that    the    hoiu 
Member    for    Northampton     had   given 
formal  notice  that  he  intended  to  raise 
a  discussion    upon    this    matt-er  in    the 
House  of  Commons  by  way  of  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  and  that,  therefore, 
it   was    not  convenient    that    I   should 
enter   into  a  discussion  with  him  upon 
isolated  and  particular   facts   regarding 
a  question  which  was  ultimately  to  become 
the  subjeetof  general  debate.  But  I  accom- 
panied the  refusal  with  an  intimation  to  the 
Mr,  BrcuUaugh 


hon.  Meml^er  that  if  there  was  any  point 
in  connection  with  the  case  upon  which 
he  desired  to  have  information,  such  in- 
formation should  be  most  freely  accorded 
him.  I  think  I  have  made  it  clear  to 
the  House  that  the  hon.  Member  has  no 
ground  whatever  for  complaint  afi  to  the 
information  which  he  received  from  the 
Department.  Now  he  says  that  the  in- 
formation which  he  desires  is  contained  in 
formal  despatches  from  the  Government 
of  India,  and  he  complains  that  thoa© 
despatches  have  not  been  published. 
The  reason  why  those  despatches  hav«j 
not  been  published  is  that  it  was  desired 
to  avoid  garbled  extracts  being  pub- 
lished. I  do  not  for  one  moment  intend  to 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  himself 
would  have  given  out  garbled  extracts, 
hut  there  are  gentlemen  who  might  do 
so  with  the  view  and  result  of  leading 
to  direct  misrepresentation,  and  therefore 
the  Secretary  of  State  thought  it 
undesirable  that  any  of  the  despatches 
should  be  made  public^  unless  they  were 
firat  properly  moved  for  in  this  House. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  If  I  move  for 
Papers  with  regard  to  the  Warburton 
and  Luson  caaes,  will  they  be  laid  on 
the  Table  ? 

♦S[R  J.  GORST:  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  have  these  despatches,  and  will 
place  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
1  will  promise  Uy  give  him  all  deapatchea 
that  can  properly  be  made  public.  With 
regard  to  the  discovery  which  the  hon. 
Member  made  last  Session  about  the 
breach  of  the  law,  which  he  intimates 
renders  the  Secretary  of  State  and  his 
aulKJrdinates  liable  to  imprisonment  and 
punishment  for  deliberate  violation  of 
the  law,  I  must  say  that  the  discovery 
does  credit  to  the  legal  acumen  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  section  he  refers  to 
is  contained  in  the  Government  of  India 
Act,  1S5B,  and  it  requires  that  certain 
information  shall  be  laid  upon  the  Tabic 
of  the  House  within  fourteen  days  of  the 
Ist  day  of  May  in  every  year  when  Par- 
liament is  sitting.  Now  that  ia  a  proviso 
which,  I  nm  sorry  to  say,  has  been 
neglected  from  the  very  first.  Except, 
perhaps,  in  one  or  two  accidental  cases, 
the  information  has  never  been  laid  on  the 
Table  within  the  time  prescribed  by  law. 
My  attention  was  first  called  to  it  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  course  of  last  Session, 
and,  anxious  as  I  am  sure  the  Secretiiry 
of  State  is  above  all  men  to  formally 
observe   the  law,  he  is  determined  to 


4 


4 
I 


I 


Majesty  $  Mmt 


{NOVEMBKE  25,  1890) 


Graewm  Speech,        83 


\ohej  it  in  the  coming  year,  and  conse- 
quently in  1891  every  effort  will  be  made 
to  comply  as  far  as  possible  with  the 
letter  of  the  Statute.  But  I  am  sorry  to 
gay  that  the  Return  which  Parlia- 
ment requires  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  is 
foanded  on  information  which  has  to  be 
obtained  from  India,  and  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely eaaj,  now  that  the  Government 
of  our  Indian  Empire  has  so  vastly 
developed  itself,  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation in  time  to  lay  th%f  Betiiriis 
on  the  Table  at  the  dat^  specified 
in  the  Act.  I  know  that  a  few  years  ago» 
in  consequence  of  a  complaint  made 
specially^  I  believe,  by  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  as  well  as  by  other  Members,  of 
the  late  period  at  which  Indian  finances 
were  ordinarily  discussed,  an  effort  was 
made  to  get  the  information  respecting 
the  finances  of  lodia  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Great  pressure  was  put  upon  all  the 
Departments  of  the  Government  in 
India  to  send  the  information,  but, 
notwithstanding  that  pressure,  it  was 
not  available  before  some  time  in  June. 
I  am,  therefore,  afraid  that  it  may  be 
imjMigsible  to  get  the  information  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  ready  for 
presentation  earlier  than  in  June,  I 
can  only  repeat  that  1  am  sure  that  every 
effort  wilt  be  made  to  comply  with  the 
Act  so  far  as  possible ;  but  there  is  a 
danger  that  if  an  attempt  is  made  to  get 
the  information  ready  by  a  fized  time  it 
will  not  be  nearly  so  complete,  accurate, 
and  perfect,  as  the  Government  of  India 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  desire.  It  ia 
also  worthy  of  note  that  on  the  occasion 
when  the  Government  made  such 
strenuous  efforts  to  get  particulars  of 
Indian  finance  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  early  in  the  Session,  the  House 
never  found  time  to  discuss  the  subject 
until  the  very  end  of  the  Session,  and 
thus  the  efforts  made  to  secure  the  early 
information  were  entirely  thrown  away. 
Ag^in  I  can  only  say  I  am  sure  that 
every  effort  will  be  made  in  the  coming 
year  to  obtain  as  early  as  possible  the 
information  as  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
is  BO  anxious .     (8,30.) 

•(8.45.)  Mb,  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
My  reason  for  intervening  in  this 
Debate  for  a  few  moments  is  to  call 
attention  to  the  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  which  deals  with  the 
question    of    assisted    education.      The 


term  "  assisted  education  "  is  not  used' 
but 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

*(8.48,)  Mr.  S.  SMITH  i  The  paragmph 
in  the  Speech  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention  reads  bs  follows  : — 

**Your  attentiori  will  he  invited  to  the 
expediency  of  alleviating?  the  burden  which  the 
law  of  compulaory  education  has  in  recent  years 
imposed  upon  the  poorer  portion  of  my  people/* 

This  language  is  not  particularly 
pellucid,  but  in  a  general  sense  it 
can  pretty  well  be  understood.  1  sup- 
pose that  what  is  really  intended  is  the 
introduction  of  a  scheme  of  what  we 
call  free  education,  that  is,  the  removal 
of  fees  in  elementary  schools.  We  on  this 
side  of  the  House  welcome  the  principle 
of  free  elementary  education,  1  believe 
there  will  be  no  opposition  whatever  to 
the  adoption  of  the  principle.  We 
believe  that,  upon  the  whole,  free  educa- 
tion will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  poorer 
population  of  the  country <  and  that  it 
will  tend  in  a  very  marked  degree  to  the 
advance  of  education  itself.  But  while 
I  say  that,  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
Government  that  wo  shall  reserve  the 
right  to  criticise  very  closely  the  means 
by  which  they  propose  to  give  effect  to 
the  principle  of  free  education.  It  is 
not  unlikely  that  very  serious  differ- 
ences of  opinion  may  arise  in  the  House 
before  the  principle  can  be  carried  into 
law,  and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  some  of 
us  should  give  an  indication  to  the 
Government  of  certain  conditions  which 
will  be  necessary  to  give  effect  to  this 
paragraph  if  it  is  to  be  received  with 
anything  like  cordiality  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  In  the  first  place,  if  the 
Goyernment  propose,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
they  do  propose,  to  free  the  standards 
both  in  denominational  and  undeno- 
minational schools,  there  will  be  a  very 
strong  determination  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  secure  some  species  of  repre- 
sentative control  of  the  voluntary  or 
denominational  schools.  It  will  bo  pro- 
posed that  a  very  large  extra  grant  of 
public  money  be  made  both  to  Board 
and  voluntary  schools,  a  grant,  I  under- 
stand, amounting  to  something  like  lOs. 
per  head.  That  will  increase  the 
Government  grant  by  sometliing  like 
60  per  cent,  beyond  what  it  is  now. 
If     this     great     additional     grant     be 
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can  be  introduced  into  Parliament ;  the 
subject  of  tithe,  which,  though  not  so 
complicated,  is  a  very  serious  one  ;  and 
the  subject  of  Irish  Railways,  in  so  far 
as  the  prosecution  of  these  plans  is  in- 
tended for  the  immediate  relief  of  Irish 
distress.  I  take  leave  to  separate  the 
dilEerent  parts  of  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think  that,  so 
far  as  regards  Irish  Railways,  or  any 
measures  associated  with  the  relief  of 
immediate  distress  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  think  they  require  in 
their  public  duty  to  submit  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  it  will  be  the  duty  of  every 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
make  the  necessary  sacrifices  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  facilities  for  those  measures 
of  the  Government.  But  what  are  the 
measures  with  regard  to  land  and  tithe  ? 
I  will  not  deny  that,  in  a  certain  sense, 
they  may  be  called  urgent  measures — 
measures  of  importancewhich  have  been 
introduced  again  and  again,  and  which 
have  certainly  not  lost  their  claim  in 
consequence  of  previous  introduction. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however, 
last  year  were  content  to  put  by  those 
measures  and  place  them  virtually  on 
the  shelf,  for  the  purpose  of  introducing 
to  the  House,  and  losing  on  it  17  days 
of  public  time,  a  plan  not  indicated 
beforehand  in  the  Queen's  Speech — a 
plan  regarded  by  us  on  this  side  as 
utterly  ruinous  with  regard  to  the  tem- 
perance question  of  this  country,  and  a 
plan  which,  after  all  that  waste  of  time, 
the  Government  refrained  from  prose- 
cuting in  consequence  of  the  reluctance, 
dissatisfaction,  and  distrust  they  found 
existing  among  their  own  majority 
opposite.  That  is  the  real  history  of  it, 
and  it  was  for  that  measure  that  the 
Land  Purchase  Bill  for  Ireland  and  the 
Tithe  Bill  were  thrust  aside.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  wanton  and  gratuitous 
introduction  of  tliat  strange  scheme  of 
the  Government  we  were  called  upon  to 
sacrifice  the  time  of  the  House  whole- 
sale, so  that  this  power  of  private  Mem- 
bers has  been,  I  will  not  say  destroyed, 
but  so  reduced  as  to  be  almost  nullified. 
And  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ma  ves  a  proposal  which  I  must  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  is  worse  than  any  pro- 
posal I  have  ever  heard  on  the  subject — 
which  is  really  nothing  less  than  pre- 
posterous. He  asks  us  to  assign  to  the 
question  of  tithes  and  of  land  purchase 
Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone 


in  Ireland  the  character  of  urgency — 
urgency  which  would  justify  a  measure 
so  extreme  as  to  exclude  private  Mem- 
bers entirely  from  the  business  of  legis- 
lation, until  the  Government  are  able  to 
move  the  Speaker  out  of  the  chair  upon 
those  three  measures.  I  still  adhere  to 
my  point  with  regard  to  this  matter.  I 
do  not  wish  myself  to  make  the  intima- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
ground  for  now  discussing  the  Address 
at  length,  and  I  tell  him,  with  a  pretty 
strong  confidence  of  being  right,  that  he 
will  never  secure  an  easy  and  habitual 
passing  of  the  Address  according  to  the 
ancient  fashion  as  long  as  this  practice 
obtains  of  taking  away,  on  mere  pre- 
texts, the  rights  of  private  Members, 
which  practice  has  been  pursued  for  the 
first  time  at  the  instance  of  the  present 
Government.  Neither  upon  that  sub- 
ject nor  upon  any  other  will  there  be 
any  undue  consumption  of  the  time  of 
the  House ;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  his  proposal,  and  first 
cuts  off  a  portion  of  the  time  of  private 
Members — the  fraction  of  the  Session 
before  Christmas,  which,  I  must  observe, 
it  is  impossible  for  anyone  to  define — on 
the  assumption  that  all  these  measures 
will  be  carried  to  a  certain  stage  before 
Christmas,  of  which  it  is  difficult  for 
him  to  be  absolutely  assured — I  am 
bound  to  say,  in  view  of  the  nature 
of  the  proposal,  and  in  view  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  former  years,  that,  excepting 
that  part  of  it  which  refers  to  Irish  rail- 
ways, I  think  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  receive  the 
assent  of  the  House  without  discussion 
and  division.  I  wish  I  could  flatter  my- 
self that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
likely  to  give  it  any  sort  of  re-considera- 
tion. I  have  the  greatest  objection  to 
these  wholesale  departures  from  those 
ancient  traditions  of  Parliament  which 
were  the  practical  result  of  long  expe- 
rience continued  through  centuries,  but 
which  have  been  thrown  overboard 
during  the  past  four  or  five  years,  with 
the  coiiSequence,  not  of  doing  the  public 
work  better,  but  of  doing  the  public 
work  worse.  I  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  he  need  not  expect  a  silent  acquies- 
cence in  what  appears  not  only  a 
continuance  and  repetition,  but  even  an 
extension  of  what  I  cannot  describe  as 
anything  less  than  a  wanton  exercise  of 
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power  by  the  majority  against  the 
minority  in  this  House.  The  right  hou. 
Geutleinan^  I  think^  cannot  expect  that 
80  long  as  any  privilege  whatever  of 
discTissiou  or  debate  is  given  to  the 
Members  of  this  House  it  will  not 
be  reasonably  but  firmly  used  in  taking 
objection  to  a  proposal  of  such  a  nature, 
•(7.15.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  ^Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand. 
Westininstar) :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
l>efore  I  refer  to  the  concluding  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Geotleman,  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  for  one  moment 
allude  to  a  subject  which  lias  l>een 
referred  to  in  regard  to  which  both  sides 
of  the  House  are,  I  am  sure,  agreed,  and 
in  which  both  sides  are  equally  and 
deeply  interested.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  behind  me  (Colonel  Keuyon- 
Slaney)  referred  in  terms  of  sympathy 
to  the  cause  of  the  Speaker's  absence. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  only  did  justice  to  himself  and 
to  the  feelings  which  prevail  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  in  also  giving  grace- 
fa  I  expression  to  the  sympathy  of  this 
House,  We  all  hope  that  he  may 
be  speedily  restored  to  health  and 
relieved  from  anxiety  and  sorrow.  My 
next  duty  is  to  refer  to  tho  terms  in 
which  the  hou.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
behind  me  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Address 
discharged  their  duties.  They  have 
'given  good  proof  of  the  ability  which 
distingnishea  the  younger  Members  of 
this  House,  and  of  their  capacity  to  take 
part  in  the  important  duties  which  this 
House  will  still  have  to  discharge  when 
the  older  Members  of  it  pass  away.  The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
change  in  the  form  of  the  Address,  I 
intimated  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
at  the  close  of  last  Session  that  there 
would  be  a  change  in  the  form  of  the 
Address,  and  that  that  change  would  be 
directed  solely  with  the  object  of 
avoiding,  as  far  as  possible,  raising 
questions  which  are  contentioua  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session.      The  right  hon. 

Irentleman    has    repeated   to-uight   the 
tatement  which  he  has  expressed  in  the 
last  that  the  Address  should  not  be  made 
fie  opportunity  for  a  prolonged  discus- 
ion,  or   of  delaying  the  progress  of  the 
business  of  the  House.     I  trust  that  the 
good  advice  he  ha^  given  and  the  views 
that  he  has  expressed  with  regard  to  the 
ancient  traditions  of  the  House  will  be 
VOL.  CCOXLIX.     [thibd  sbbies.] 


received  by  hon.  Members  opposite, 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  with  the 
authority  which  anything  he  says  con- 
veys to  them,  and  that  we  shall  on  this 
occasion  revert  to  the  ancient  practice 
of  this  House,  and  ooe  which  in  times 
past  has  tended  no  mucli  to  the  advance- 
ment i»f  the  conduct  of  public  business 
and  the  country.  I  pass  on  to  that 
portion  of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  in  which  I  am  able  to  express 
entii*e  concurrence  in  the  course  he  has 
recnramended.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
m:in  has  referred  to  the  foreign  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Un- 
doubtedly it  is  the  fact  that  peaxie  ia 
preserved  and  that,  as  far  as  we  know, 
it  is  not  likely  to  be  disturbed.  We  have 
reason  to  be  thankful  for  a  period  of 
contentment  abroad,  which  augurs  .well 
for  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
great  Empires  affected  by  the  political 
conditions  of  Europe  and  of  the  world. 
We  desire  that  those  better  days  should 
continue,  for  tho  greatest  interest  of  the 
world  is  peace.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  referred  to  our  negotiations 
with  the  United  States  in  regard  to  the 
Bell  ring  8  Sea  question.  We  have  every 
hope  that  those  negotiations  will  pro- 
gress. They  have  not  advanced  very  far 
at  the  present  time,  but  there  ia  no 
reason  whatever  to  apprehend  any  ulti* 
mate  diflSculty  in  coming  to  an  under- 
standing with  a  Power  with  which, 
undoubtedly,  we  ought  to  have,  under 
all  circumstances  and  at  all  times,  the 
most  friendly  and  cordial  relations. 
There  is  every  desire  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  meet  the 
United  States  of  America  in  the  moat 
friendly  spirit,  and  to  find  terms  upon 
•which  the  difficulty  existing  between  the 
countries  can  be  satisfactorily  settled. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  in 
terms  of  certtiin  warmth  to  the  mis- 
go  vemment  which  obtains  in  some  por- 
tions of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  I  was 
glad  to  hear  him  remark  that  there  was 
no  unfriendly  disposition  entertained 
towards  the  Ottoman  Empire,  but  that 
there  was,  on  the  contrary,  every  dis- 
position to  regard  that  Empire  with 
sympathetic  interest  if  it  woutd  take 
suflicient  precautions  for  the  good 
government  of  its  subjects.  We  have 
not  failed  to  show  our  sympathy  with 
good  government  in  that  Empire,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  very  wisely  re* 
ferred  to  the  lo^a  ot  ^lVi^vvv^  "^Vv5tk 
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might  reault  in  making  frequent  repre- 
sentations to  any  Power  where  sneh 
representations  may  not  receive  adequate 
notice,  I  can  assnne  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  no  fitting  opjiortiinity 
haa  ever  been  lost  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  of  re  pre- 
sent ing  to  the  Porte  tliat  the  V»est 
interests  of  Turkey  aro  involved  in  the 
good  government  of  its  Empire,  and  that 
every  assistance  haa  been  given,  so  far  as 
the  moral  weight  of  the  Ambassador  of 
th-is  country  is  concerned,  to  aid 
in  the  direction  of  good  government. 
It  was  jjossibly  througli  our  reprcj^enta- 
tions  in  the  case  of  Moussa  Bey  that  that 
notorious  person  haa  been  exiled  to  a 
distant  part  of  the  Empire,  and  will  be 
no  longer  capable  of  exercising  any 
injurions  influence  he  mayba>re  possessed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  me  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  painful  alle- 
gations which  have  been  maio  with 
reference  to  what  is  termed  the  Stanley 
Expedition  in  Africa,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  me  to  state  what  the 
relations  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  to  that  expedition.  I  con  only 
assure  the  right  hon*  Gentleman  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no  rela- 
tions whatever  with  that  expedition.  It 
was  an  entirely  voluntary  undertaking 
on  the  part  of  a  cojnmittee  formed  frir 
the  relief  of  Emin  Pasha,  and  it  was 
placed,  a8  I  understand,  entirely  under 
the  control  of  Mr,  Stanley  himself,  who 
chose  his  own  officers  and  supporters, 
and  who  made,  on  his  own  responsibility 
and  on  that  of  the  committee,  all  the 
arrangements  for  the  expedition.  I  can 
only  share  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  sorrow  which  he  conveyed  t!mt 
any  imputation  upon  the  conduct  of 
Englishmen  could  be  made  under  the 
circumstances  which  have  been  com- 
municated to  the  public.  I  must  remind 
the  House,  in  the  first  instance,  that  the 
Government  had  no  responsibility  what- 
ever for  the  expedition  ;  in  the  second 
place,  that  the  two  officers  who  have 
been  implicated  by  the  charges,  winch 
may  or  may  not  be  capable  of  proof,  are 
dead,  and  are  therefore  incapable  of 
making  any  answer  to  the  charges 
brought  against  them  ;  and,  in  the  third 
placet  that  we  have  no  control  over  any 
persons  who  could  be  brought  forward  as 
witnesses.  It  would  be  a  matter  of 
enormous  difficnlty,  if  even  it  were  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  institute  it, 
^^f%  fKB.  Smith 
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to  conduct  such  an  inquiry  of 
character,  which  could  not  have  any 
satisfactory  result.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  terms  of 
the  Queen's  Speech  in  reference  to  Ire- 
land, and  he  complained  that  we  have 
spoken  in  that  Speech  with  satisfac- 
tion of  tlie  salutary  legislation  of  the 
last  few*  years.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  til  at  the  language  of  the  Speech 
might  include  the  legislation  of  the  laat 
two  or  three  years.  It  does  include  the 
whole  of  the  legislation  of  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  for  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  credit,  and  which  they 
have  been  successful  in  passing  through 
til  is  Honse.  We  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Government  of  Ireland  has 
advanced  and  that  there  has  been  a 
marked  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  that  country,  and  that  that  improve 
ment  is  due  to  legislatirm  in  part  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  con- 
curs, and  to  part  of  which,  naturally,  he 
objects.  1  am  sorry  that  he  finds  fault 
with  the  expressions  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  under  these  circumstnnces,  but 
I  am  ft f raid  that  it  would  be  very  difficult 
for  the  lefiders  of  an  Opjwsition  to  be 
always  quite  satisfied  with  the  expres- 
sions in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  on 
miitters  which  are  the  subject  of  violent 
party  controversy  both  in  the  country  and 
in  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  an  assurance  for  which  I  am 
most  gratefu)^ — that,  speaking  for  himself 
and  for  nil  his  friends  both  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  all  assistance  will  be 
given  in  the  passing  of  any  measure 
which  may  be  necessary  for  the  relief  of 
distress  in  Ireland.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  the  distress  is  not  so  widespread 
nor  so  deep  as  in  the  case  of  former 
years,  and  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  such  distress  as  there  ia  is  limited  in 
extent,  and  that,  therefore,  the  measures 
we  have  to  propose  will  not  be  of  that 
wide  or  large  character  which  need  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  to  any  considep- 
able  extent,  We  propose,  however,  to 
take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to 
insure  that  no  one  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects shall  be  without  the  means  of  earn- 
ing money  in  order  to  procure  food  in  that 
part  of  the  conn  try  w^here  exceptional  dis- 
tress may  prevail.  The  steps  that  we  shall 
take  for  the  relief  of  distress  will  be  of  such 
a  character  as  will  not  demoralise  the 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  measure  which  we  propose 
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with  regard  to  the  multiplication  of 
holdings,  and  assnred  ns  that  no  ob- 
structive opposition  would  be  offered  to 
a  proposal  of  this  kind.  The  main  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  is  the  same  as  that 
of  the  measure  submitted  to  Parliament 
last  Session.  It  is  one  on  which  we 
believe  that  it  will  be  possible  for  the 
Opposition  and  ourselves  to  agree,  if 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
really  desirous  of  advancing  the  interests 
of  the  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland.  The 
real  question  is  whether  the  assurances 
that  have  been  given  of  the  desire  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  that  the  occupier 
shall  be  converted  into  the  owner  are 
sincere,  or  whether  a  measure  of  this 
kind  is  still  to  be  made  the  stalking 
horse  of  faction  and  opposition  and  ob- 
struction. ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  I  accept  the 
assurance  that  it  is  the  desire  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  give  effect  to  their 
expressions  of  a  wish  to  benefit  the 
occupier.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  shortly  to  the  question  of  pri- 
vate legislation.  I  am  reassured  by  his 
observations  that  we  shall  have  his  as- 
sistance and  the  assistance  of  his  friendg 
in  any  well-considered  proposal  that 
may  ba  made  to  Parliament  on  that  sub- 
ject. He  also  referred  to  the  organic 
change  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  said 
that  we  had  proposed  four  measures  for 
which  we  ask  immediate  consideration, 
and  seven  others  that  are  purely  con- 
tingent, and  that  might  not  be  found  in 
a  state  of  legislative  preparation  at  all. 
He  added  that  the  only  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  these  measures  was  that  they  might 
be  prepared  at  some  future  time,  if  Par- 
liament found  time  to  deal  with  them. 
I  must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  several  of  these  measures  have 
already  been  before  Parliament,  have 
been  printed,  and  have  been  read  a 
second  time.  Therefore  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  dismiss  from  his  mind 
any  apprehension  that  may  exist  so  far 
as  the  preparation  of  the  greater  portion 
of  these  measures  is  concerned.  We  had 
to  consider  whether  we  were  justified  in 
putting  into  the  Speech  a  list  of  measures 
which  experience  has  proved  to  us  we 
could  not  certainly  pass,  or  ask  Pai'lia- 
ment  to  pass,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  if  the  debates  are  to  be  continued 
at  the  length  of  the  debates  which  have 
taken  place  during  the  last  three  or  four 
Sessions.     We  are,  however,  convinced 


that  it  would  be  possible  for  Parliament 
to  pass,  not,  perhaps,  the  whole,  but  cer- 
tainly a  large  proportion  of  the  measures 
in  the  Speech,  if  we  could  return  to  the 
old  way,vand  give  something  like  fair 
and  reasonable  consideration  and  criti- 
cism to  the  proposals  made  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  if  there  was  a  clear 
and  earnest  desire  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament to  pass  those  measures.  But, 
if  we  are  met  by  continued  debates  and 
protracted  discussion,  it  is  obviously  not 
the  fault  of  Government,  or  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ;  but,  col- 
lectively, it  is  the  misfortune  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  individual  Members  make  it 
practically  impossible  to  proceed  with 
legislation  which  the  country  desires. 
That  is  my  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Many  of  these  measures 
are  actually  in  type,  and  could  be  pro- 
duced to-morrow. 

Mb.    W.    E.    GLADSTONE:    Local 
Government  for  Ireland  t 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  should  be  very 
happy  to  give  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man a  draft  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland.  Let  us  first  pass  the 
four  measures  we  have  indicated,  and 
then,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  his  assistance,,  and  will  make  no 
complaint  that  we  are  taking  too  large  a 
portion  of  the  time  of  private  Members, 
I  shall  be  exceedingly  glad  to  hand  to 
him  a  draft  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill  for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man addressed  to  me  a  question  with 
regard  to  the  difficulties  that  have 
arisen  between  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  said 
that  there  were  questions  of  fact  involved 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  think  it  necessary  to  raise  a  de- 
bate. I  understand  the  proposal  to  be 
that  no  debate  shall  arise  on  this  question 
on  the  Address,  but  that  at  a  later 
period  an  opportunity  shall  be  afforded 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  challenge 
the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  the 
action  and  language  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon  -  Tyne  :  My  right  hon.  Friend 
meant,  and  I  mean,  something  much 
wider  and  of  a  less  purely  personal 
nature  than  that.  I  mean  a  Motion 
criticising  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  Ireland,  with  special  refec^n^i^  X*:^ 
events  in  Tippexar^ . 
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*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  repeated  what 
I  understood  the  ri^^ht  hou.  Gentleman 
to  have  stated,  and  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  given  to  the  right.  Gentleman  an 
opportunity  to  make  perfectly  clear  the 
object  of  his  intended  Motion.  Certainly 
we  will  find  a  fitting  opportunity  for  him 
to  make  any  Motion  of  that  character. 
It  is  obvious  that  a  Motion  of  censure — 
for  it  amounts  to  that— on  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  a  Motion  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  certainly  to  meet.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  and  expressed  a 
wish  that  it  might  not  be  unduly  pro- 
longed. I  can  nssure  him  that  I  go 
with  him  most  heartily  and  entirely  on 
that  question.  Parliament  has  lost  a 
great  deal  by  prolonging  debates  on  the 
Address.  Such  prolongations  have  had 
a  most  disastrous  effect  upon  the  busi- 
ness and  the  reputation  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  finds  fault 
with  me  fcr  taking  the  time  of  private 
Members,  without  appearing  to  perceive 
that  the  necessity  has  been  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  prolonged  debates 
on  the  Address  that  have  lasted  ten  days 
or  a  fortnight,  and  on  one  occasion  three 
weeks.  This  waste  of  time  shuts  out 
private  Members  from  opportunities  that 
they  would  have  had  of  discussing  their 
Motions,  and  of  considering  their  Bills. 
No  one  in  this  House  desires  more  than 
I  do  to  return  to  the  old  way.  On  the 
first  indication  on  the  part  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they 
are  inclined  to  give  reasonable  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  Government 
measures,  I  shall  be  the  very  first  to 
return  to  the  old-fasliioned  way  of 
giving  to  private  Members  the  time  that 
they  had  in  the  past.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  Jiimself  in  my 
position,  and  had  to  meet  the  difficulties 
that  have  been  put  in  the  way  of  our 
measures,  he  would  have  been  compelled 
to  take  the  same  course.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complained  that  I  am 
about  to  introduce  a  Motion  which  is 
unprecedented  and  severe  in  its  charac- 
ter. I  explained  to  the  House  why  it 
was  that  I  thought  it  right  to  ask  this 
concession  from  the  House.  I  think  it 
is  for  the  convenience  of  private  Mem- 
bers that  progress  should  be  made  with 
the  important  measures  of  the  Session, 
so  that  it  may  be  possible  to  give  to 
private  Members  the  time  that  they 
should  have.     If  we  make  no  progress 


before  the  short  Christmas  holiday  it 
may  be  possible  to  take,  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  the  country  that  w  e  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  ask  the  House  to  sacrifice,  the 
time  which  we  most  earnestly  desire  to 
avoid.  It  is  for  the  House  itself  to  find  the 
time  and  private  Membersought  topossess 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  events  of  last  Session.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  to  refer  to  them 
with  the  view  to  considering  what  is  to 
be  the  course  of  business  this  Session. 
Last  Session  we  had  angry  and  pro- 
longed debates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  proposals  were  made  tliat 
were  totally  unnecessary,  and  that  were 
not  referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
That  controversy  has  been  gone  into 
over  and  over  again,  and  I  will  not  say 
of  it  more  than  this,  that  the  proposr^ls 
of  the  Government  were  made  by  them 
with  a  deep  sense  of  their  responsibility, 
and  with  the  desire  of  advancing  tem- 
perance. We  believed  that  we  should 
secure  the  support  of  every  one  inter- 
ested and  desirous  to  increase  habits  of 
temperance  among  the  people.  We 
failed — we  acknowledge  we  failed — after 
a  struggle  which  was  protracted  in  a 
degree  unknown  almost  to  Parlia- 
mentary practice,  which  had  the  effect 
of  delaying  the  consideration  of 
measures  which  we  thought  necessary 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
which  resulted  in  our  asking  Parliament 
to  come  together  in  November.  Well, 
Sir,  I  trust  that  nothing  I  may  say  will 
increase  the  bitterness  of  party  contro- 
versy. It  is  as  far  as  possible  from  my 
desire  to  do  anything  of  the  kind ;  and 
I  trust  we  may  have  in  this  Session  the 
support  not  only  of  our  own  friends 
behind  us  in  the  consideration  of  the 
measures  which  we  believe  to  be  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
especially  of  those  who  are  supposed  to 
be  the  clients  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  We  believe  that 
our  measures  are  conceived  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  at  large  ;  we  be^e  ve 
that  they  are  free  from  any  desire  to 
prop  up  party  or  sectional  interests  ;  we 
believe  that  they  are  for  the  good  of  the 
country ;  and  we  therefore  ask,  and 
I  hope  we  shall  not  ask  in  vain,  for  the 
hearty  support  of  those  who  trust  us, 
and  for  fair,  moderate,  and  reasonable 
criticism  only  from  those  who  generally 
differ  from  us. 
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•(7.50.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
amp  ton)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  want  to 
intrude  at  any  great  length  upon  tbo 
Hotise.  There  are  one  or  two  things 
which  have  been  said  bj  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  during  the  recess,  and 
by  the  First  Loi'd  of  the  Treaanry, 
wiiich  require  a  word  or  two  from 
private  Members,  I  understand  that 
the  case  presented  for  claiming  the  full 
time  of  the  Houac  is  that  measures  have 
been  obstructed  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  so  that  the  Government  have  bad 
the  necessity  forced  upon  thum  of  doing 
wliat  they  now  propose  to  do.  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  recently  referred 
among  other  measures  to  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  and  to  the  Government 
proposals  respecting  Friendly  Societies.  I 
avow  that  I  was  astounded  when  I  read 
the  observations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  I  imagined  that  he  mast 
have  been  mi8-reiK>rted.  Because  in  the 
whole  time  of  the  present  Parliament  the 
measure  to  amend  and  make  permanent 
the  Employers'  Liability  Act  has  not 
I  iiccupied  two  nights.  Something  was  done 
in  Grand  Committee,  it  is  true,  hut  it 
in  no  way  delayed  the  proceedings  here. 
Due  year  the  Bill  was  not  introduced  at 
all.  Another  year,  when  it  was  printed, 
wo  saw  nothing  of  it.  It  is  a  little  too 
audacious  to  put  this  Bill  foi-ward  as  an 
obstructed  measure. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE* 
QUER  (Mn  Goschen,  St.  George^e, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  confident  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  under  a  miaappre* 
hension,  or  Lag  misread  the  report.  I 
never  spoke  of  any  obstruction  upon  the 
Employers'  Liabibty  Bill. 

♦Mb,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  have  no  doubt 
it  ia  a  misreading  of  the  report  on  my 
part,  bat  1  gave  some  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  I  thought  that  the  matter 
was  urged  as  one  of  the  illustrations  of 
the  measures  which  tlie  Government 
had  tried  to  carry,  and  had  been  pre- 
vented from  carrying  by  obstruction  of 
them.  Certainly,  though  I  may  have 
been  under  a  misapprehension,  the 
Friendly  Societies  Bill  seemed  to  fall 
into  the  same  category,  I  am  glad, 
however,  to  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  is  a 
satisfaction  to  know  from  him  that  the 
Etnployers'  Liability  Bill  was  not  one  of 
those  obstructed.  If  that  is  true,  then 
it  is  also  true  that  the  Government  have 
been  lacking  in  their  duty  to  the  work- 


ing classts  specially  affected,  because  it  is 
a  measure  which  should  have  been 
dealt  with,  but  with  regard  to  -which 
during  two  Sessions  past  not  a  word 
has  been  said.  Words  falling  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  have 
much  more  effect  than  words  falling 
from  a  man  like  myself,  and  I  think  he 
ought  expressly  to  have  mentioned  that 
this  was  one  of  the  Bills  as  to  which  all 
fault  laid  with  the  Government,  who 
bad  not  in  any  fashion  endeavoured  to 
bring  it  before  the  House  for  at  least 
three  years. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon.  Member 
misunderstands  me  on  this  point,  I  have 
never  cliarged,  so  far  as  I  can  remember, 
any  obstruction  on  the  Employers* 
Liability  BilL  The  argument  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  probably  refers,  is  that 
the  general  delay  of  business  which  took 
place  in  the  House,  thut  which  I  call 
obstruction,  prevented  our  passing  Bills 
which  we  had  at  hand.  I  did  not  say, 
certainly,  that  these  two  particular 
measures  had  been  obstruct^rd, 
•Mr.  BRAULAUGH  :  Wben  I  spoke 
at  Manchester,  a  few  hours  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  on  the 
question  of  obstruction,  I  suggested  that 
the  Government,  havingalarge majority  at 
their  back,  had  been  probably  obstructed, 
either  because  they  did  not  want  particu- 
larly to  carry  the  measures  which  were 
obstructed,  or  because  they  introduced 
more  measures  than  their  own  followers 
desired  should  be  considered,  or 
because  they  were  incapable  of 
handling  the  powerful  weapons  they  had 
forged  for  the  purpose  of  overcoming 
obstruction.  That  last,  of  course,  ia  an 
iraposaible  supposition,  and  I  said  so  at 
the  time.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  a  little  more  in  good  taste  if  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  not  bo 
reckless  in  making  charges  of  obstruction. 
Another  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  spoken  during  tlie  recess 
of  the  number  of  questions  put  to 
Ministers  in  this  House,  and  has  sug- 
gested that  those  questions  bad  better 
be  put  in  writing  and  sent  to  the 
different  Ministers  to  whom  they  are 
intended  to  be  addressed.  I  will  here 
offer  the  House  a  sample  of  the  ex- 
perience I  have  had  in  this  direction 
during  the  last  few  weeks.  1  am 
always  ready  to  accept  any  suggestion 
coming  from  tf»e  Treasury  Bench  as  far 
as  possible,  and  in  fact  it  \%.  ^rvmii^JVTc^si^ 
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*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  repeated  what 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  have  stated,  and  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  given  to  the  right.  Gentleman  an 
opportunity  to  make  perfectly  clear  the 
object  of  his  intended  Motion.  Certainly 
we  will  find  a  fitting  opportunity  for  him 
to  make  any  Motion  of  that  character. 
It  is  obvious  that  a  Motion  of  censure — 
for  it  amounts  to  that— on  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  a  Motion  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  certainly  to  meet.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  and  expressed  a 
wish  that  it  might  not  be  unduly  pro- 
longed. I  can  assure  him  that  I  go 
with  him  most  heartily  and  entirely  on 
that  question.  Parliament  has  lost  a 
great  deal  by  prolonging  debates  on  the 
Address.  Such  prolongations  have  had 
a  most  disastrous  effect  upon  the  busi- 
ness and  the  reputation  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  finds  fault 
with  me  fcr  taking  the  time  of  private 
Members,  without  appearing  to  perceive 
that  the  necessity  has  been  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  prolonged  debates 
on  the  Address  that  have  lasted  ten  days 
or  a  fortnight,  and  on  one  occasion  three 
weeks.  This  waste  of  time  shuts  out 
private  Members  from  opportunities  that 
they  would  have  had  of  discussing  their 
Motions,  and  of  considering  their  Bills. 
No  one  in  this  House  desires  more  than 
I  do  to  return  to  the  old  way.  On  the 
first  indication  on  the  part  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they 
are  inclined  to  give  reasonable  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  Government 
measures,  I  sliall  be  the  very  first  to 
return  to  the  old-fashioned  way  of 
giving  to  private  Members  the  time  that 
they  had  in  the  past.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  himself  in  my 
position,  and  had  to  meet  the  difficulties 
that  have  been  put  in  the  way  of  our 
measures,  he  would  have  been  compelled 
to  take  the  same  course.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complained  that  I  am 
about  to  introduce  a  Motion  which  is 
unprecedented  and  severe  in  its  charac- 
ter. I  explained  to  the  House  why  it 
was  that  I  thought  it  right  to  ask  this 
concession  from  the  House.  I  think  it 
is  for  the  convenience  of  private  Mem- 
bers that  progress  should  bo  made  with 
the  important  measures  of  the  Session, 
so  that  it  may  be  possible  to  give  to 
private  Members  the  time  that  they 
should  have.     If  wo  make  no  progress 


before  the  short  Christmas  holiday  it 
may  be  possible  to  take,  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  the  country  that  w  e  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  ask  the  House  to  sacrifice,  the 
time  which  we  most  earnestly  desire  to 
avoid.  It  is  for  the  House  itself  to  find  the 
time  and  private  Members  ought  topossess 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  events  of  last  Session.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  desirable  to  refer  to  them 
with  the  view  to  considering  what  is  to 
be  the  course  of  business  this  Session. 
Last  Session  we  had  angry  and  pro- 
longed debates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  proposals  were  made  tliat 
were  totally  unnecessary,  and  that  were 
not  referred  to  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
That  controversy  has  been  gone  into 
over  and  over  again,  and  I  will  not  say 
of  it  more  than  this,  that  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  were  made  by  them 
with  a  deep  sense  of  their  responsibility, 
and  with  the  desire  of  advancing  tem- 
perance. We  believed  that  we  should 
secure  the  support  of  every  one  inter- 
ested and  desirous  to  increase  habits  of 
temperance  among  the  people.  We 
failed — we  acknowledge  we  failed — after 
a  struggle  which  was  protracted  in  a 
degree  unknown  almost  to  Parlia- 
mentary practice,  which  had  the  effect 
of  delaying  the  consideration  of 
measures  which  we  thought  necessary 
in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
which  resulted  in  our  asking  Parliament 
to  come  together  in  November.  Well, 
Sir,  I  trust  that  nothing  I  may  say  will 
increase  the  bitterness  of  party  contro- 
versy. It  is  as  far  as  possible  from  my 
desire  to  do  anything  of  the  kind ;  and 
I  trust  we  may  have  in  this  Session  the 
support  not  only  of  our  own  friends 
behind  us  in  the  consideration  of  the 
measures  which  we  believe  to  be  neces- 
sary in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and 
especially  of  those  who  are  suppos^  to 
be  the  clients  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  We  believe  that 
our  measures  are  conceived  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  at  large  ;  we  believe 
that  they  are  free  from  any  desire  to 
prop  up  party  or  sectional  interests ;  we 
believe  that  they  are  for  the  good  ef  the 
country ;  and  we  therefore  ask,  and 
I  hope  we  shall  not  ask  in  vain,  for  the 
hearty  support  of  those  who  trust  ns, 
and  for  fair,  moderate,  and  reasdnaUe 
criticism  only  from  those  who  generally 
differ  from  us. 
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♦(7.50.)  Mr.  BRABLAUGH  (Nortli. 
ampton)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  noi  want  to 
intrude  at  any  great  length  upon  the 
House.  There  are  one  or  two  things 
which  have  been  said  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  during  the  recess,  and 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy, 
which  require  a  word  or  two  from 
private  Members.  I  understand  that 
the  case  presented  for  claiming  the  full 
time  of  the  House  is  that  measures  have 
heen  obstructed  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  so  that  the  Government  have  had 
the  necessity  forced  upon  them  of  doing 
what  they  now  propose  to  do.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  recently  referred 
among  other  measures  to  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  and  to  the  Government 
proposals  respecting  Friendly  Societies.  I 
avow  that  I  was  astounded  when  I  read 
the  oheer  vat  ions  of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  1  imagined  that  he  must 
have  been  mis- reported.  Because  in  the 
whole  time  of  tbe  present  Parliament  the 
measure  to  amend  and  make  permanent 
the  Employers'  Liability  Act  has  not 
occu pied  two  nights.  Something  was  done 
in  Grand  Committee,  it  is  true,  but  it 
in  no  way  delayed  the  proceedings  here. 
Oue  year  the  Bill  was  not  introduced  at 
alL  Anotheryear.whenitwasprinted, 
wi.^  saw  nothing  of  it.  It  is  a  little  too 
audacious  to  put  this  Bill  foi-ward  as  an 
obstructed  measure. 

Tnz  CHANCfc^LLORoF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosCHEK,  St.  George^fi, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  confident  tliat 
the  hon.  Member  is  under  a  misappre- 
hension, or  has  misread  the  report,  I 
never  spoke  of  any  obstruction  upon  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  have  no  doubt 
it  is  a  misreading  of  the  report  on  my 
part,  but  I  gave  some  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  1  thought  that  the  matter 
w^as  urged  as  one  of  the  illustrations  of 
the  measures  which  the  Government 
had  tried  to  carry,  and  had  been  pre- 
vented from  carrying  by  obstruction  of 
them.  Certainly,  though  I  may  have 
been  under  a  misapprehension,  the 
Friendly  Societies  Bill  seemed  to  fall 
;into  the  same  category.  I  am  glad, 
however,  to  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  is  a 
satisfaction  to  know  from  him  that  the 
E»xiployer3^  Liability  Bill  was  not  one  of 
those  obstructed,  li  that  is  true,  then 
it  is  also  true  that  the  Government  have 
been  lacking  in  their  duty  to  the  work- 


ing classes  specially  afl'ected,  because  it  is 
a  measure  which  should  have  been 
dealt  witb»  but  with  regard  to  which 
during  two  Seesions  past  not  a  word 
has  been  said.  Words  falling  from 
the  Chnncellor  of  the  Exchequer  have 
much  more  effect  than  words  falling 
from  a  man  like  myself,  and  1  think  he 
ought  expressly  to  have  mentioned  that 
this  was  one  of  the  Bills  as  to  which  all 
fault  laid  with  the  Government,  who 
had  not  in  any  fashion  endeavoured  to 
bring  it  before  the  House  for  at  least 
three  years. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  Member 
misunderstands  me  on  this  point.  1  hnve 
never  charged »  so  far  as  I  can  remember, 
any  obijtruction  on  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill.  The  argument  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  probably  reffrs,  is  that 
the  general  delay  of  business  which  took 
place  in  the  House,  that  which  I  call 
obstruction,  prevented  our  passing  Bills 
which  we  had  at  hand.  I  did  not  say, 
certainly,  that  these  two  particular 
measures  had  been  obstructed- 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH;  When  I  spoke 
at  Manchester,  a  few  hours  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  on  the 
question  of  obstruction .  I  suggested  that 
the  Govern  men  t,  havinga  large  majority  at 
their  back,  had  been  probably  obstructed, 
either  because  they  did  not  want  particu- 
larly to  carry  the  measures  which  were 
obstructed,  or  because  they  introduced 
more  measures  than  their  own  followers 
desired  should  be  considered,  or 
because  they  were  incapable  of 
handling  the  powerful  weapons  they  had 
forged  for  the  purpose  of  overcoming 
obstruction.  That  last,  of  course,  is  an 
impossihle  supposition,  and  I  said  so  at 
the  time.  I  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  a  little  more  in  good  taste  if  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  were  not  so 
reckless  in  making  charges  of  obstruction. 
Another  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  spoken  during  the  recess 
of  the  number  of  questions  put  to 
Ministers  in  this  House,  and  has  sug- 
gested that  those  questions  had  better 
be  put  in  writing  and  sent  to  the 
different  Ministers  to  whom  they  are 
intended  to  be  addressed.  I  will  here 
offer  the  House  a  sample  of  the  ex- 
perience I  have  had  in  this  direction 
during  the  last  few  weeks.  1  am 
always  ready  to  accept  any  suggestion 
coming  from  the  Treasury  Bench  as  far 
as  possible,  and  in  fact  it  \%  •airyrcieVvDCi^'ai 
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said  that  I  am  a  little  too  ready  to  do  so. 
At  any  rate  I  adopted  this  snggestion  at 
once,  and  accordingly  addressed  to  the 
Department   to  which   it  has  been   my 
duty  and  will  continue  to  be  my  duty  to 
address  a  large  number  of  questions,  to 
some     of    which     answers     had    been 
promised    as  far    back    as    March  and 
April  last  year,  an  inquiry  with  regard 
to  which  the  House  will  be  amused  to 
hear  that  in  reply  to  that  communica- 
tion  I   received   from   the    Minister  to 
whom  it  was  addressed,  a  letter  inform- 
ing mo  that  I  might  raise  the  subject  by 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  by  which 
method  it  could  be  fully  discussed.     [Sir 
J.   GoRST   expressed   dissent.]     I   quote 
from  memory,  but  I   will  try  to  state 
exactly  what  that  letter  conveyed.     In 
reply  to  the  question  I  thus  put  I  was 
told    that    I    could   bring    the    matter 
forward  by  way  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
considered  that  that  would  be  the  most 
fitting  occasion  for  obtaining  a  reply. 
♦The  under   SECRETARY  o? 
STATE     yoR    INDIA    (Sir    J.    Gk)Rsr, 
Chatham)  :  The  hon.  Member  was  good 
enough  in  the  early  part  of  the  recess 
to   give    me   notice   that    he    intended 
to  raise  by  way  of  Amendment  to  the 
Address  the  question  of  the  indigo  riots 
in  Jessore.     The  letter  referred  to  was 
subsequently  addressed  to  me,  and  I  re- 
plied to  it  saying  that  it  asked  for  in- 
formation on  a  subject  as  to  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient   that   he    should   enter    into  a 
discussion  with  the  hon.  Member,  seeing 
that  hon.  Member  had  already  announced 
his  intention  to  bring  the  subject  before 
the  House  of  Commons  on  a  specified 
occasion.     At  the  same  time,  I  said  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  prepared  to 
give  the   hon.  Member  information  on 
any  points  of  detail  as  to  which  he  might 
care  to  ask.     I  wish  the  hon.  Member 
would  read  my  letter. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  shall  have 
great  pleasure  in  bringing  the  letter 
down  and  reading  it  to-morrow  in  order 
to  make  the  matter  perfectly  clear.  It 
shows  how  mis-impressions  will  occur, 
not  only  as  to  speeches  made  and  re- 
ported, but  as  io  letters  received  and 
misunderstood.  It  shows,  too,  tho 
necessity  of  sometimes  having  questions 
put  across  tho  floor  of  the  House,  where 
there  can  be  no  mistake  about  them. 
At  any  rate,  as  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
v^r-  J^radlav^h 


man  the  Under  Secretary  for  India  has 
done  me  the  honour  to  correct  me,  it 
will    be    within    his    recollection,    and 
within  the  recollection  of  such  of  the 
House  as  take  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
or  care  to  go  to  Hansard  for  information, 
that   the   very   questions   on  which   he 
says,  as  I  understand  now,  that  it  is  fair 
I  should  have  information,  were  ques- 
tions put  to  him  early  last  year — ques- 
tions    repeated    and    pressed   upon   his 
attention,  I  think  on  one  occasion  with 
some  disposition  on  my  part  to  resort  to 
the   forms  of   the   House,   of   which   I 
should   have  availed  myself  with  some 
reluctance.     If  it  were  not  that  I  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  never 
guilty  of  anything  like  a  sneer  or  jest, 
to  refer  me  to  an  Amendment  on   the 
Address  for  the  information  I  am  seek- 
ing would  seem  to  be  making  a  mock  of 
me.     Last    Session    I     refrained     from 
debating  Indian  matters  on  the  Address ; 
I  refrained  from  speaking  on  them  at  all, 
on  the  distinct  pledge  and  understanding 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  at  any  rate 
one  night  should  be  afEorded  to  me  for 
that  purpose — afEorded  to   me   on    the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  introduced 
by  the  Government,   in   the   House   of 
Lords,   and   which  was  to  bo  brought 
down  to  this  House  before  Easter,  and 
which,  though  brought  down,  was  never 
brought   on   here    from    the    first  day 
of  the  Session  to  the  last.     There  is  no 
pretence    of    saying     that    the    Indian 
Councils   Bill   was  obstructed.     If  any- 
thing,   I    was   constantly  pressing   the 
Government  to  bring  it  forward.     I  had 
their  distinct  pledge  that  it  should  be 
brought    forward,   and    it  never  came. 
And  I  have  this  further  diflficulty,  that 
it  is  only  with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair 
that   there   is    any  chance  of  challeng- 
ing    the     Government     on     the    gross 
illegality    of    their  conduct   every  year 
since      they      have      been      in      oflfice, 
and     which      may     be     repeated     on 
that  matter  this  year.     I  mean  the  abso- 
lutely distinct  Statute  which  requires  the 
Indian  Government  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  during  the  first  fourteen 
days  of  May,  certain  information.      The 
Statute  requires  them  specifically  to  do 
it.     I  have  asked  about  it,  and  my  ques- 
tion  is  evaded.     If   the  debate  on  the 
Address  is  objected  to,  there  is  no  oppor- 
tunity of  fairly  raising  the  subject.     No 
resolution  about  it  would  be  pertinent  on 
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the  presentation  of  the  financial  statement. 
The  Government  in  content  to  break  the 
law  itself  now,  and  there  ia  no  reason- 
able means  of  punishing  it.  The  India 
Office  ia  an  office  over  which  we  have 
not  the  same  control  as  w©  hare  over 
every  other  department  of  the  State, 
namely,  for  when  aalariea  affecting  other 
departments  are  voted  wo  can  make 
them  the  subject  of  criticism.  But  in 
the  case  of  the  India  Office  the  matter  is 
dismissed  with  a  good  humoured  laugh 
at  the  end  of  the  Session,  Again,  while 
even  Members  of  Parliament  we  now 
know  are  in  gaol  for  breaches  of  law  not 
more  specific  than  those  of  which  I 
complain.  I  do  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment which  is  so  strong  in  enforcing  the 
law  at  one  place,  might  be  not  less  decent 
in  ol>edience  to  it  themselves  here.  There 
is  no  reference  inthegracioua  Speecli  from 
the  Throne  which  will  dhow  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps 
whatever  t<»  sul>mit  to  this  House  any 
kind  of  legislalion  in  reference  to  the 
amendment  vf  the  India  Councils  Act ; 
Avhich  they  last  Session  declared  ]mr- 
ticularly  requires  amendment.  I  trust 
wo  shall  not  be  driven  (as  driven 
we  Keem  to  be)  to  raise  Indian  ques- 
tions by  Motions  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Honse,  which  are  unpleasant  to 
the  Members  who  hav6  to  move  them. 
But  still  we  have  no  other  resources 
left  to  us  when  the  Government 
actually  defy  the  law  and  make  no 
effort  whatever  to  fulfil  it.  As  I  under- 
stix^d  that  it  is  the  wish  of  the  House, 
aud  that  an  arrangement  has  been  made 
between  the  Front  Benches  that  no 
debate  shall  now  take  place  on  that 
portion  of  the  Speech  which  relates  to 
Ireland,  I  will  only  say  one  word  iri 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
First  Loi*d  of  the  Treasury  when,  in 
reply  to  a  remark  by  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
mad©  across  the  Table,  he  said  he  should 
be  pleased  to  show  him  a  draft  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill.  That  Bill  was 
solemnly  promised  by  the  right  hon. 
I  Baronet  the  Member  for  one  of  the 
r  divisions  of  Bristol  at  the  close  of  the 
tjrear  1886  to  b©  introduced  in  the  year 
'  1887.  It  was  promised  as  a  measure  of 
►  local  government  to  be  framed  on  a 
i  popular  basis,  but  in  all  probability  that 
>vill  always  be  in  draft,  and  will  never 
be  presented.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxchequer — 


and  it  is  possible  that  again  I  may  have 
misunderstood  him— said  the  Bill  would 
be  introduced  when  the  country  was  in 
a  fair  state  of  quietude.  Of  course,  the 
reporters  may  have  done  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  an  injustice,  or  mj  apprecia- 
tion of  the  meaning  of  his  wordi  may 
have  been  imperfect,  but  still  I  did 
understand  the  words  thus  put  into  the 
mouth  of  Her  Majesty  last  Session 
to  be  a  declaration  that  the  country 
was  in  a  fair  stixte  of  quietness.  Now 
we  are  told  it  is  still  better,  and  I  do 
think  it  is  a  little  too  much  that  these 
statements  should  be  made  year  after 
year  without  any  effort  being  made  to 
fulfil  the  Government  pledges,  I  shall 
reserve  what  I  have  to  say  as  to  the 
taking  away  of  the  time  of  private 
Members  until  the  First  Lord  makes  his 
Motion  on  the  subject,  but  I  now 
ask  the  Government  in  common  decency 
to  say — what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
would  not  say  when  he  was  making  his 
financial  statement  last  year — I  ask 
them  to  say  now  in  this  House — for  I 
warn  them  that  I  shall  take  some  means 
of  making  this  the  subject  of  debate, 
whether  the  time  of  private  Me  miners  is 
taken  away  or  not^I  ask  them  to 
say  what  are  the  reasons  for  their  abso- 
lute disobedience  of  the  law  for  the  last 
four  years  in  not  duly  submitting  the 
statistics  of  the  moral  and  material  pro- 
gress of  India  which  they  are  called 
upon  to  submit  annually,  and  I  wish  to 
know  further  whether  they  are  going  to 
obey  the  law  this  year^  and  if  they  will 
do  f>o  in  the  time  fired  by  the  Statute  ? 
If  not  it  shall  not  be  my  fault  if 
the  Government  undertake  other  busi- 
nesa  of  importance  before  the  House 
at  least  expresses  an  opinion  upon 
this  subject  I  know  it  is  futile  to 
expect  answers  now  to  questions  upon 
matters  relating  to  India  of  which  I 
have  only  had  the  advnntago  within 
the  last  few  moments  of  receiving  infor- 
raation.  I  have  had  a  number  of  docu- 
ments sent  me,  but  I  am  )K)t  sure  that  I 
am  at  liberty  to  refer  to  them.  I  am  told 
that  some  were  sent  to  me  for  my  private 
infonnation  only,  and  I  am  placed  in  a 
somewhat  unfair  position  both  towards 
those  for  whom  I  speak  and  towards  the 
Houso  itself,  because  those  documents 
are  di>cuments  which  passed  between 
Departments  of  the  State  on  mattftt^ 
affecting  tho  Ub^Ttj  ol  Wxq  ^AxVy^^feoX^  ^\i\  I 
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I  submit  that  tbey  ought  io  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.    I  trust 
that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  AYill  Qive  me  some  pledges  that  if 
I  move  for  Papers  relating  to  the  cases  of 
Warburton    and    Luson    they    will    be 
granted.     If  I  do  not  receive  some  such 
pledge  I  shall  take  legitimate  means  of 
raising  the  question. 
*SrB  J.  GORST  :   As  the  hem.  Member 
has  BO  p  )intedlj  referred  to  me,  perhapb 
the  House  will  allow  oie  to  make  a  few- 
observations.     The  hon.  Member  asked 
[me  a  number  of  questions  last  year  upon 
details  of  Indian  ad minLstrat ion— ques- 
tions bas?d  upon   information  which  he 
had  received  from  an   ex    parte  source. 
I  wa«  unable  to  answer  at  the  time,  Be- 
cause, as  the  Honse  will  understand,  all 
the    details  of   Indian  Government  are 
not  necessarily  reported  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.       Those   who  are   dissatisfied 
with  any  Act  of  the  Government  are  of 
coarse  at  Hborty  to  send  garbled  state- 
ments to  hon.  Members  of  this  House, 
but  it  is  impossible  for  the  Secretary  of 
State   to  be  always   prepared  with  full 
particulars  on  all  points  of  detail  so  as  to 
be  able  at  once  to  provide  information  on 
any  question  raised-     The  hon.  Member, 
in  the  recess,  sent  rac  a  letter,  saying 
that  ho  did  so  in  consequence  of  su^- 
gestionjB    of     the     First     Lord    of     the 
Treafiury,  and  iu  it  he  asked  me  to  give 
him  an   answer   on   certain    points.      I 
think  I  may  say  that  I  sent  an  answer 
which      generally     showed      that      the 
information   upon  which  he  had  asked 
questions   during    the    last    Session    of 
Parliament   waa   wholly  erroneous,  and 
gave  a  false  ide^  of  the  circumstances 
referred   to   in  those   questions.     There 
wa»    undoubtedly    one     qnestion    with 
regard  to  some  riots  which  took  place  at 
Jeasore,  in  India,  between  indigo  planters 
and     their    emphi/es,    upju     which,    by 
directions   of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I 
withheld    from  him  information  I  pos- 
sessed   on    the   ground    that    the   hon. 
Member    for    Nortbampton    had  given 
formal  notice  that  he  intended  to  raise 
a  discussion    upon    this    matter   in   the 
House  of  Commons  by  way  of  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  and  that,  therefore, 
it   was   not  convenit^nt    that    I    should 
enter   into  a  discussion  with  him  upon 
isolated  and  particular   facts   regarding 
a  qnestion  whjch  was  ultimately  to  become 
the  snbjectof  general  debate.  But  I  accom* 
panied  the  refusal  with  an  intimation  to  the 
J^n  Mradlangh 


hon.  Member  that  if  there  waa  any  point 
in  connection  with  the  case  upon  whicli 
he  desired  to  have  information,  such  in- 
formation should  be  most  freely  accorded 
him.  I  think  I  have  made  it  clear  to 
the  House  that  the  hon.  Member  has  no 
ground  what<?ver  for  complaint  as  to  the 
information  which  he  received  from  the 
Department.  Now  he  says  that  the  in- 
formation  which  he  desires  is  contained  in 
formal  despatches  from  the  Government 
of  India,  and  he  complains  that  thosa 
despatches  bjivo  not  been  published. 
The  reason  why  those  despatches  havti 
not  been  published  is  that  it  was  desired 
to  avoid  garbled  extracts  being  pub- 
lished. I  do  not  for  one  moment  intend  to 
suggest  that  the  hun.  Member  himself 
would  have  given  out  garbled  extracts* 
but  there  are  gentlemen  who  might  do 
so  with  the  view  and  result  of  leading 
to  direct  misre presentation,  and  therefore 
the  Secretary  of  State  thought  it 
undesirable  that  any  of  the  despatches 
should  be  made  public,  unless  they  were 
first  properly  moved  for  in  this  House. 
♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  If  I  move  for 
Pttpers  with  regard  to  the  Warburton 
and  LuHtni  cases,  will  they  be  laid  on 
the  Table  1 

♦Sia  J.  GORST:  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  have  these  despatches,  and  will 
place  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
1  will  promise  to  give  him  all  despatches 
that  cun  projierly  be  made  public.  With 
regard  to  the  discovery  which  the  hon. 
Member  made  last  Session  about  the 
breach  of  the  law,  which  he  intimatea 
renders  the  Secretary  of  State  and  bis 
subordinates  liable  to  imprisonment  and 
punishment  for  deliberate  violation  of 
the  law,  I  must  say  that  the  discovery 
does  credit  to  the  legal  acumen  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  section  he  refers  to 
is  contained  in  the  Government  of  India 
Act,  1858,  and  it  requires  that  certain 
information  shall  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  within  fourteen  days  of  the 
Ist  day  of  May  in  every  year  when  Par- 
liament is  sitting.  Now  that  is  a  proviso 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  has  been 
neglected  from  the  very  first.  Except, 
perhaps,  »n  one  or  two  accidental  cases, 
the  iniorraiition  has  never  been  laid  on  th© 
Table  within  the  time  prescribed  by  law. 
My  attention  was  first  called  to  it  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  the  course  of  last  Session, 
and,  anxious  as  I  am  sure  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  above  all  men  to  formally 
observe   the  law,   he  is  determined  to 
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obej  it  in  the  coming'  year,  and  conse- 
quently in  1891  every  effort  will  be  made 
to  comply  as  far  as  possible  with  tbe 
letter  of  the  Statute.  Bat  I  am  sorry  to 
gay  that  the  Return  which  Parlia- 
ment requires  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  is 
founded  on  information  which  has  to  bo 
obtained  from  India,  and  it  is  not  abso- 
lutely easy,  now  that  the  Government 
of  our  Indian  Empire  has  so  vastly 
developed  itself,  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation in  time  to  lay  th^  Returns 
on  the  Table  at  the  date  specified 
in  the  Act,  I  know  that  a  few  years  ago, 
in  consequence  of  a  complaint  made 
specially,  I  believe,  by  the  hon.  Member 
himself,  as  well  as  by  other  Members,  of 
the  late  period  at  which  Indian  finances 
were  ordinarily  discussed,  an  effort  was 
made  to  get  the  information  respecting 
the  finances  of  India  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
Great  pressure  was  put  upon  all  the 
Departments  of  the  Government  in 
India  to  send  the  information,  but, 
notwithstanding  that  pressure,  it  was 
not  available  before  some  time  in  June. 
I  am,  therefore,  afraid  that  it  may  be 
impossible  to  get  the  information  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  ready  for 
presentation  earlier  than  in  June,  I 
can  only  repeat  that  I  am  sure  that  every 
effort  will  be  made  to  comply  with  the 
Act  80  far  as  possible ;  but  there  is  a 
danger  that  if  an  attempt  is  made  to  get 
the  information  ready  by  a  fixed  time  it 
will  not  be  nearly  so  complete,  accurate, 
and  perfect,  as  the  Government  of  India 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  desire.  It  is 
also  worthy  of  note  that  on  the  occasion 
when  the  Government  made  such 
strenuous  efforts  to  get  particulars  of 
Indian  finance  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  early  in  the  Session,  the  House 
never  found  time  to  discuss  the  t»ubject 
until  the  yerj  end  of  the  Session,  and 
thus  the  efforts  made  to  secure  the  early 
information  were  entirely  thrown  away. 
Again  I  can  only  say  I  am  sure  that 
every  effort  will  be  made  in  the  coming 
year  to  obtain  as  early  as  possible  the 
information  as  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
IB  so  anxious.     (8.30, ) 

•(8,450  Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire) : 
My  reason  for  intervening  in  this 
Debate  for  a  few  momenta  is  to  call 
attention  to  the  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  which  deals  with  the 
question    of    assisted    education.      The 


iorm 
but— 


'assisted  education"  is  not  used' 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦(8,48.)  Mr.  S.  SMITH  :  The  paragraph 
in  the  Speech  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention  reads  as  follows : — 

•*Toiir  attention  will  be  invited  to  tlio 
expediency  of  ftlleTiatinpr  the  burdea  which  the 
law  of  compulsory  education  has  in  receac  yoaru 
imposed  upon  iho  poorer  portion  of  my  people.** 

This  language  is  not  particularly 
pellucid,  lout  in  a  general  sense  it 
can  pretty  well  be  understood,  1  sup- 
pose that  what  is  really  intended  is  the 
introduction  of  a  scheme  of  what  we 
call  free  education,  that  is,  the  removal 
of  fees  in  elementary  schools.  We  on  this 
side  of  the  Honse  welcome  the  principle 
of  free  elementary  education,  I  believe 
there  will  be  no  opposition  whatever  to 
the  adoption  of  the  principle.  We 
believe  that,  upon  the  whole,  free  educa- 
tion will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  poorer 
population  of  the  country,  and  that  it 
will  tend  in  a  very  marked  degree  to  the 
advance  of  education  itself.  But  while 
I  say  that,  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
Government  that  wo  shall  reserve  the 
right  to  criticise  very  closely  the  means 
by  which  they  propose  to  give  effect  to 
the  principle  of  free  education.  It  is 
not  nnhkely  that  very  serious  differ- 
ences of  opinion  may  arise  in  the  House 
before  the  principle  can  be  carried  into 
law,  and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  some  of 
US  should  give  an  indication  to  tho 
Government  of  certtiin  conditions  which 
will  be  necessary  to  give  effect  to  this 
paragraph  if  it  is  to  be  received  with 
anything  like  cordiality  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  In  the  first  place,  if  the 
Government  propose,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
they  do  propose,  to  free  the  standards 
both  in  denominational  and  undeno- 
minational schools^  there  will  be  a  very 
strong  determination  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  secure  some  species  of  repre- 
sentative control  of  the  voluntary  or 
denominational  schools.  It  will  bo  pro- 
posed that  a  very  large  extra  grant  of 
public  money  be  made  both  to  Board 
and  voluntary  schools,  a  gi*ant,  I  under- 
stand, amounting  to  something  like  10a. 
per  head.  That  will  increase  the 
Government  grant  by  something  like 
60  per  cent,  beyond  what  it  is  now. 
If     this     great     «Ad\l\Ot^^     ^tvgJ^    \« 
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given  to  voluntary  and  denominatioDal 
schools,  it  will  be  imperative  that 
there  should  be  some  increase  of  public 
and  popular  control.  I  wish  co  speak 
particularly  on  behalf  of  Wales.  In 
Wales  the  vast  nmjority  of  the  popula- 
tion are  Nonconformists,  but  education 
is  largely  conducted  by  means  of  the 
Chui*cli  of  England  schools.  There  exists 
in  Wales  much  dissatisfaction  with  the 
way  in  which  theee  Church  schools  are 
conducted.  The  feeling  is  wide  and 
general  that  the  schools  are  use<i  for 
proselytising  purposes,  I  have  heard  of 
cases  which  I  can  only  describe  as  gross 
tyranny  and  hardship  imposed  upon  the 
children  of  Nonconforraiste.  I  don't  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  in  Wales  we  should  atone 
sweep  seek  to  brush  away  all  Church  and 
voluntary  schools,  but  I  do  ask  for  a 
reasonable  degree  of  representation  on  the 
management  of  these  schools,  a  sufficient 
representation  Ui  protect  the  people  from 
anything  like  tyrannical  or  proselytising 
inftuences.  In  a  recent  tour  1  made  in 
my  constituency  I  was  told  that  if  free 
education  was  offered  without  that  check 
or  control,  the  people  would  rather  be 
without  it  altogether.  Again,  if  the 
principle  of  free  education  is  proposed 
for  elementary  schools,  I  would  strongly 
urge  that  all  the  standards  should  be 
free*  A  great  mistake  was  made  in 
Scotland  last  year  in  not  freeing  all  tlie 
standards.  The  freeing  of  all  the 
standards  will  be  welcomed  by  the 
people  as  a  great  boon,  but  a  half-and- 
half  measure  will  not  be  received  with 
satisfaction  in  the  country.  We  wish 
particularly  to  extend  the  school  age  of  the 
children.  There  is  no  point  on  which 
educationalists  are  so  eager,  and  it  is  perj 
fectly  obvious  that  if  we  free  only  the 
first  four  or  five  standards,  it  will  be 
extremely  difficult  to  keep  the  children 
at  school  until  they  have  passed  the 
Sixth  Standard.  Wo  wish  to  press  on 
the  Government  that  this  is  a  wonderful 
opportunity  for  carrying  out  the  recom* 
mendations  of  the  Royal  Commission 
which  Sdt  a  few  years  ago.  Wheu  we 
grant  free  education  we  may  fairly  ask 
the  parents  to  make  some  small  sacri- 
fice ;  we  may  fairly  ask  that  the  com- 
pulsory age  of  exemption  shall  1^  13 
years,  as  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  that  the  half  time  age 
should  be  raised  from  10  to  11  years. 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be  any  opposi- 


tion  in  the  conntry  to  such  a  proposal. 
We  have  already  got  some  inif>ortant 
educational  boons  from  this  Government, 
and  if  they  will  add  to  the  boon  of  free 
education  a  lengthening  of  the  school 
age  they  may  rightly  be  regarded  aa 
benefactors  of  the  working  population, 
I  ask  them  likewise  to  carry  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  Royal  Cora- 
mission  with  regard  to  the  establishment 
of  evening  or  continuation  schools.  We 
got  some  encouragement  in  the  Code  of 
last  year,  but,  after  all,  it  wos  very  imper- 
fect. I  ask  the  Government  to  make  it  an 
integral  part  of  the  educational  system 
that  School  Boards  shall  be  obliged  to 
have  continuation  schools,  and  that 
under  certain  conditions  the  children 
shall  be  drafted  into  these  schools  for 
one  or  two  years  after  they  le^ive  the 
day  schools,  as  is  dune  in  Germany, 
Switzerland,  and  many  of  the  Con- 
tinental Stat-es,  I  am  satisfied  the 
Government  will  receive  great  support  if 
they  are  encouraged  to  go  forward  in 
this  direction.  No  doubt  the  attention 
of  the  country  has  been  arrested  by 
that  passage  in  General  Booth's  book  in 
which  lie  has  brought  out  in  vivid 
colours  the  horrible  condition  of  masses 
of  our  ptiorest  urban  population.  I  have 
repeatedly  stated  in  this  House,  and  I 
do  so  ag^ain,  that  you  can  make  com- 
paratively little  impression  on  the  great 
mass  of  squalor  ond  misery  in  our  largo 
towns  unless  you  can  save  the  children. 
The  whole  secret  of  the  remedy  is,  save 
the  children  ;  and  to  do  that  lengthen 
the  school  period  and  keep  them  under 
rontrol  until  they  reach  the  age  of  15  or 
16,  as  is  done  in  Germany  and  in  Switzer- 
land. Keep  them  in  elementary  schools 
until  13  or  14,  and  then  require  attend- 
ance at  continuation  school  8  until  they  are 
15  or  17  years  of  nge,  and  so  you  will  do 
much  to  remove  the  misery  and  degrada- 
tion among  the  poorest  of  the  pjopula- 
tions  of  our  largo  towns.  I  earnestly 
submit  these  proposals  to  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  failed  in  the  Ballot  t^i 
secure  a  place  that  will  allow  of  my  Bill 
in  relation  to  continuation  schools  being 
discussed  this  Session,  and,  therefore,  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  when  they 
introduce  their  promised  free  education 
proposals,  that  they  will  couple  with 
them  clauses  lengthening  the  term  of 
school  life  and  establinhing  everywhere 
continuation  schools,  and  giving  power  to 
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School  Boards  and  Committees  to  secure 
the  attendance  of  children  at  these 
schools.  One  other  point  I  wish  to 
bring  before  the  Government.  It  will 
be  necessary  if  we  have  universal  free 
edncation  to  have  some  kind  of  claasiti- 
cation  of  children.  Already  it  is  felt 
to  be  a  great  griev^anco  among  the 
bettor  portion  of  our  working  classes 
that  their  children  have  to  associate 
with  those  of  the  most  degraded 
classes  who  live  in  the  worst  shimn 
of  our  towns.  It  is  complained  that  how- 
\  ever  carefully  children  are  brought  up 
!  at  home  they  have  to  associate  at  public 
echools  with  the  children  of  thieves  and 
prostitutes,  and  contamination  spreads 
through  the  school.  These  evils  will 
be  immensely  increased  by  the  free 
school  system.  Ton  will  have  the 
children  of  the  respectable  class  mixing 
with  the  demoralised  class,  and  corrup- 
tion will  follow.  I  do  not  know 
what  principle  of  classification  the  Go- 
vernment will  adopt.  I  would  not  be 
averse  to  having  a  few  schools  whore 
fees  are  charged,  and  to  which  parents 
may  send  their  children  if  they  wish. 
It  is  one  of  the  most  startling  paragraphs 
in  Greneral  Booth's  book,  wherein  he 
describes  how  the  taint  of  immorality 
is  spmad  through  to  schools  bj  chil- 
dren from  the  slnms.  Undoubtedly, 
this  point  deserves  the  most  serious 
attention,  One-  thing  more  I  must 
mention.  Ugly  rumours  are  floating 
about  that  the  funds  for  the  support  of 
free  education  will  be  drawn  from  the 
money  voted  to  County  Councils  for 
technical  and  intermediate  edncation.  I 
hope  there  is  no  truth  in  these  rumours. 
County  Councils  with  few  exceptions 
are  using  the  money  admirably  for 
educational  purposes,  and  a  great  scheme 
of  intermediate  and  technical  education 
has  been  constructed  based  on  the  per* 
manent  application  of  these  funds  to 
this  purpose,  and  it  would  he  regarded 
as  a  breach  of  faith,  a  dishonourable  act, 
to  take  away  this  money  again. 

The  VICE  PKESIDEXT  ov  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  Hear,  bear  ! 

•Mr.  8.  SMITH  :  I  am  glad  to  and  that 
opinion  has  my  right  hon.   Friend's  ap 
provah     For  Wales  I  can  speak  particu- 
larly; the  whole  of  the  Principality  is 
f  being  covered  with  a  net -work  of  inter- 
Imediato  schools,  reliance   being   placed 


on  the  permanent  character  of  the 
grant.  I  hope  the  Government  will  not 
give  countenance  to  any  suggestion  such 
as  I  have  indicated,  and  will  resist  any 
temptation  to  so  divert  these  funds. 
Just  one  observation  on  the  Tithes  Bill, 
It  has  now  l)een  promised  for  three 
Sessions,  We  all  know  that  the  main 
object  of  the  Tithes  Bill  is  to  introduce 
peace  wid  tranquility  in  Wales  in  this 
connection.  Now,  I  wish  to  express  my 
conviction  that  no  settlement  of  the 
tithes  question  will  in  the  smallest 
degree  satisfy  the  people  of  Wales  that 
is  not  coupled  with  a  scheme  for  the  dis- 
establishment of  the  Chnrch.  I  say 
this  as  a  Representative  of  the  Welsh 
people,  and  every  Liberal  Member  from 
Wales  will  bear  me  out.  No  question 
causes  such  an  intense  and  burning 
agitation  among  the  Welsh  people  as 
this  of  the  diseBtabhahmeut  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  Wales.  The 
tithe  question  is  only  a  branch  of  this 
subject,  and  the  Government  are  under  a 
great  delusion  if  they  think  that  by 
changing  the  incidence  of  the  tithe  they 
can  allay  this  agitation.  It  will  continue 
and  increase  an  til  the  principle  of 
religions  equality  is  secured  to  the 
Welsh  people.  I  will  say  no  more,  for  I 
agree  in  deprecating  a  needless  prolonga- 
tion of  the  Debates  on  the  Address. 
There  was  a  great  waste  of  time  last 
year,  which  I  am  glad  to  think  will  not 
be  repeated,  and  I  hope  that  all  through 
this  Session  time  will  not  be  squandered 
in  bitter  Party  recriminations,  but  that 
we  shall  devote  ourselves  to  useful  con- 
structive legislation  in  the  discussion  of 
which  all  Parties  may  have  their  share, 
for  surely  there  is  a  large  common 
ground  of  patriotism  we  can  all  occupy 
in  spite  of  the  strong  divisions  of 
opinion  that  separate  Political  Parties. 

♦(9.9.)  Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington, 
N.)  :  I  have  but  a  few  words  t*:>  say  on 
the  subject  of  free  education.  I  have 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  educational 
matters  for  many  years,  I  had  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  the  passing  of  the  tirst 
Act  in  1870,  and  before  I  had  the  honour 
of  knowing  Mr.  Forster  I  assisted  in 
work  in  the  East  End  in  conne^ition 
with  the  movement  and  the  roeasurc 
which  Mr.  Forster  complimented  me  on 
having  assisted  him  to  pass,  I  am 
keenly  alive  to  the  importance  of  ex- 
tending edncation,  end  t  think  that  ih^ 
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Biibject  of  free  education  is  one  to  be 
promoted  not  on  Party  lines,  but  upon 
the  consideration  of  whether  it  will 
improve  education  and  the  social  con- 
dition of  the  people.  The  history  of 
free  education  of  course  is  diflficult  to 
trace,  but  much  has  been  published  on 
tho  subject.  It  wfts  gone  into  by  a 
Bojal  Commission  a  few  years  ago,  and 
the  Commissioners  expressed  their 
opinion  that  a  system  of  unirersal 
free  schools  was  not  desirable,  Mr. 
Fitch,  a  leading  educationalist,  and 
who  no  doubt  hay  done  an  immense 
deal  for  the  cause  of  education — -no 
man  having  more  sympathy  with  the 
promotion  of  education^ has  distinctly 
stated  his  opiuion  that  a  universal  system 
of  free  education  would  be  most  mis- 
chievous. In  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject, the  question  of  regular  attendance 
is  important  to  consider,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  authorities  seem  t»  agree  that  in 
free  schools  attendance  m  not  so  regular 
as  in  those  schools  where  fees  are  paid, 
I  gather  from  a  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  that  he  is 
of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  to  have 
some  schools  in  which  fees  are  paid. 
This  is  not  the  time  to  enter  fully  into 
the  question.  When  the  Bill  is  intro- 
duced we  shall  consider  it  carefully,  but 
it  is  necessary  to  say  a  few  words,  as 
this  is  brought  up  rather  as  a  novelty, 
and  we  have  not  sufficient  light  on  the 
subject  as  some  persons  think.  Authori- 
ties speaking  with  experience  of  the  free 
0ystem  in  America  and  in  Scotland  show 
that  in  free  schools  attendance  is  not  so 
regular  and  progress  not  so  good  as 
where  fees  are  paid.  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  with  references.  I  must  can- 
didly say  that,  to  my  mind,  a  great  object 
is  to  secure  the  safety  of  voluntary 
schools  as  representing  denominational 
teaching.  I  know  that  certain  of  our 
friends  do  not  regard  this  as  of  so 
much  importance  as  we  do,  but  under 
no  system  can  we  support  any  Bill 
that  will  damage  or  endanger  the  exist- 
ence of  these  voluntary  schools.  Of 
course  if  these  fees  are  done  away  with 
in  some  way,  the  money  must  be  made 
up.  Some  propose  an  increase  of  the 
rates;  but  I  think  we  shall  find  that 
will  not  be  a  popular  movement.  The 
increase  would  be  a  large  one.  So  it 
wonld  also  if  the  charge  were  thrown  on 
Imperial  taxation,  and  the  proposfil  will 
Mr.  Bartlmj 


lead  to  much  discussion.  I  think  from 
remarks  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  correspondence  in  the  Press,  there 
is  a  determination  that  voluntary  schools 
should  be  managed  by  Elective  Boards. 
I  have  no  objection  t*j  Elective  Boards, 
but  I  say  voluntary  schools  must  main- 
tain their  distinctive  character.  We 
have  got  Board  schools,  but  we  insist  on 
the  schools  for  the  Church  of  England, 
for  Roman  Catholics,  Wesley  an  s,  and 
others,  main  tain  iog,  if  they  think  proper, 
theirparticnlar  denominational  character, 
I  lay  great  stress  upon  this  ;  but  how  it , 
is  to  be  managed  I  candidly  confess  I  do 
not  know,  under  the  proposal  to  abcilish 
fees.  The  financial  question  requires 
grave  consideration.  The  cost  of  educa- 
tion, roughly  speaking,  is  seven  and 
a  half  millions — half  of  the  amount 
paid  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
a  quarter  by  localities,  and  a  good 
quarter,  or  nearly  two  millions,  by  fees. 
Well,  if  we  propose  an  increase  in  local 
rates,  it  means  an  enormous  addition  of  ! 
something  like  a  thirteenth  of  the  whole 
local  rating  of  the  country— something 
like  3d.  in  the  XI,  I  do  not  think  any- 
body will  venture  to  propose  an  increase 
of  that  kind  to  do  away  with  school  fees. 
There  are  those  who  say  the  cost  should 
in  some  form  be  thrown  on  Imperial 
taxation,  and  it  has  been  proposed  that 
it  should  be  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  That,  of  course,  means  there 
must  be  extra  taxation  that  can  only 
take  one  of  two  forma — Id,  in  the  XI 
on  the  Income  Tax^  or  Gd.  or  J)d.  a  gallon  , 
upon  alcohol.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
addition  to  tlie  one  or  the  other,  if  such 
is  necessary  ;  but  if  we  are  going  to  make 
the  addition  in  order  to  abolish  school 
fees,  let  us  be  Jtold  so  distinctly.  On 
the  social  aspect  of  the  question  I  have 
just  a  word  or  two  to  say.  On  this 
ground  many  who  are  ardent  supporters  , 
of  education  are  opposed  to  the  proposal.  [ 
Mrs.  Fawcett,  a  keen  supporter  of  every- 
thing that  promotes  the  well  being  of  the 
masses,  has  w^ritten  strongly  opposing 
the  idea  of  free  education.  Professor 
Fawcett  also  opposed  it,  and  he 
said  it  meant  a  very  large  extension  of  | 
outdoor  relief.  Looking  at  it  from 
a  social  aspect,  I  ask,  Is  it  wise,  inas- 
much as  education  is  now  paid  for  in  the  I 
proportion  of  three-four t lis  by  the  State 
and  a  fourth  by  individuals — is  it  really 
wise  to  throw  the  whole  cost  upon  the 
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State?  No  doubt  it  is  a  very  popular 
tiling — It  always  is^ — to  talk  about  pay- 
ing for  popular  education,  or  anything 
else  of  the  kind ;  but  we  ought  to  con- 
sider what  ia  best  for  education  and  lor 
the  community,  not  what  ia  merely 
popular.  We  may  fairly  ask  whether  it 
ia  socially  wise  to  take  away  more  and 
more  the  responsibility  of  parents  in  con- 
nection with  educational  matters.  We 
know — it  ia  witliin  my  own  experience 
from  visits  among  the  poorer  classes^ 
that  they  make  sacrifices  in  order  to  give 
their  children  good  education,  that  they 
have  denied  themselves  things  they 
would  like  to  indulge  iu.  Is  it  wise  to 
do  away  with  this  feeling  ?  I  think  it 
is  a  question  that  needs  consideration. 
Mr-j.  FawL'ctt,  1  remember,  in  a  brief  but 
graphic  article  on  the  subject^  &aid  that, 
in  her  opinion,  baaed  upon  practic-al  know- 
ledge,  a  great  number  of  the  poorest 
fathers  resisted  temptation  to  drink 
because  of  their  desire  and  determina- 
tion to  do  their  utmost  for  the  education 
of  th  R  i  r  chi  1  d  r  e  n .  She  w  e  n  t  on  to  say  that, 
in  her  opinion,  this  incentive  led  to  more 
temperance  than  the  work  of  the  Alliance 
and  all  the  temperance  associations  com- 
bined. I  give  that  as  an  opinion,  not 
vouching  for  it,  though  I  think  it  is  likely 
to  be  correct.  We  must  consider  in  con- 
nection with  removing  this  responsibility 
from  parents  what  has  happened  this  last 
year.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
stated  that  there  had  been  an  increase  of 
pay  mentfi  to  him  for  a  Icohol  of  £  1 ,800,000, 
or  a  sum  of  nearly  the  amount  of  the 
school  fees  of  the  whole  country.  Taking 
the  alcohol  bill,  if  one  glass  in  every  75 
consumed  by  the  people  were  saved  it 
would  produce  the  sum  now  paid  in 
school  fees.  It  does  seem  to  me  a 
grave  subject  for  consideration  whether 
it  iu  socially  wise  thus  to  lessen  the  respon- 
sibility of  parents,  to  reduce  the  restraints 
upon  the  poor  against  the  increase  of 
population  and  children  they  cannot 
possibly  pro\^de  for»  There  is  present  tfj 
my  mind  an  insttmce  of  a  young  man  in 
a  very  humble  position  of  life^ — a  road 
scavenger,  1  had  befriended  him  a  good 
deal,  but  I  found  to  my  astonishment 
that  he  had  married  at  the  age  of  19  or 
20  and  had  two  or  three  children,  and 
died  at  about  23,  leaving  them,  of  course, 
to  the  mercy  of  the  world.  Is  it 
wise^  I  ask  agaiui  to  encourage  such  a 


disastrous  stat«  of  affairs  ?  In  relieving 
parents  of  responsibility  we  enter  upon 
very  dangerous  gmund.  I  refer  to  this 
because  I  am  sure  these  are  social  not 
party  questions — they  concern  the  social 
improvement  of  the  great  maM  of  the 
people. 

(9.250  Mr.  BROADHURST  (Not- 
tingham, W.)  :  I  think  no  part  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  will  be  more  welcome 
than  that  which  refers  to  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  do  something  to 
assist  popular  education.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  de- 
plores the  possibility  of  this  |)roposal 
begetting  habits  of  imprudence  among 
the  people,  and,  possibly,  limprndent 
and  too  early  marriages.  But  tho  very 
object  of  education,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
to  prevent  this  evil,  if  it  is  an  evil,  or  to 
lessen  it  to  a  great  extent.  The  object 
of  education  is  to  enlighten  the  minds  of 
the  people— to  raise  them  into  a  higher 
position  socially  and  intellectually  thnn 
they  have  occupied  in  the  past,  I  think, 
then,  the  remarks  of  tho  hon.  Member 
were  entirely  wide  of  the  mark  and  do 
not  bear  a  critical  examination.  I  have 
said  this  proposal  will  be  welcome  to  the 
great  ma«s  of  the  people,  but  this,  of 
course,  is  providing  there  is  no  attempt 
whatever  to  endow  any  section  or  party — 
to  favour  in  any  way  whatever  one  re- 
ligious denomination  as  against  another. 
If  there  is  any  attempt  to  endow 
any  particular  kind  of  education — 
to  favour  any  pirticular  religious  de- 
nomination in  their  teaching — then  the 
Government  may  be  assured  that  their 
proposal  will  be  carefully  examined,  re- 
sisted, and  if  possible  defeated.  But  ray 
object  is  to  notice  the  unfortunate 
position  created  by  tho  division  of  the 
subjects  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
into  grades,  and  I  regret  to  notice  that 
while  in  the  first  grade  Irish  landlords 
are  to  have  the  first  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty^s  Government,  domestic  matters 
affecting  every  workman,  workwoman 
and  child  in  the  country  are  relegated  to 
the  third  or  fourth  grade.  I  find  the 
Employers*  Liability  Bill  treated  as  only 
possibly  a  subject  for  consideration  in 
case  the  Government  may  towards  June 
or  July  find  themselves  without  legis- 
lative occupation.  Rather  than  waste 
time,  they  promise  to  consider  this  burn- 
ing question    of    Employers'    Liability. 
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That  is  the  setuse  in  which  I  understand 
the  arrange D^ent  of  subjects  for  possible 
legielation,  and  the  respective  values  the 
Goveruinent  have  formed  of  them.  I 
only  wish  to  point  out  this,  if  the 
Employers'  Liability  Bill  is  of  the  sanae 
chai^cteras  the  Bill  of  last  Session,  it  will 
be  met  in  exactly  the  same  spirit,  and 
every  possible  means  mil  be  taken  to 
prevent  the  Bill  becoming  law.  But,  if 
the  Government  liave  only  progi*essed  in 
opinion  at  the  rate  they  did  between 
1888  and  last  Session,  then  we  may  look 
for  a  very  good  Bill,  and  if  it  should 
prove  to  be  such  a  Bill  then  I  can 
promise,  so  far  as  I  can  he  of  the  least 
service,  to  use  all  my  influence  and 
efforts  in  assisting  the  Government  to 
f)ass  the  measure-  A  bad,  mLsleadiDji^ 
Bill,  such  as  that  of  last  Session,  will 
meet  with  every  opposition,  though  you 
may  be  pleased  to  call  it  obsfcructiun. 
The  Bill  of  1888  was  treated  with 
indifference  by  the  Government,  though 
they  carried  the  Second  Reading  by  a 
majority  of  6b^  and  in  the  next  year  it 
was  not  introduced  at  all,  or  not  circu- 
lated* Last  Session  it  was  introduced  at 
a  vety  late  period,  and  no  attempt  was 
made  to  promote  a  discussion  upon  it, 
the  Government  being  too  much  en- 
grossed with  c^QUcern  for  the  interests  of 
Irish  landlords  and  brewers,  and  now  it 
is  relegated  to  the  third  or  fourth  grade 
of  importance.  One  other  point  1  note 
with  regret,  the  absence  from  the  Speech 
of  all  reference  to  legislation  for  amending 
the  law  in  relation  to  factories  and  work- 
shops. A  Committee  has  been  sitting  in  the 
Lords,  and  an  important  Report  has  been 
made  by  it.  The  Home  Secretary  at  the 
end  of  the  Session  of  1889  promised  that 
the  Government  would  deal  with  that 
Report,  and  would iconsider  amendments 
to  the  present  law  in  the  Session  of  the 
present  year.  The  first  Session  of  1890 
has  passed  without  aoy  attempt  what- 
ever being  made  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  the  terrible  evils 
exposed  by  that  Committee  and  by  other 
agencies,  and  the  second  Session  of  1890 
has  commenced  with  a  Queen's  Speech 
mentioning  subjects  enough  to  last  for 
the  next  seven  years  in  the  first,  second, 
third,  fourth,  and  fifth  grades,  but,  so 
low  and  utterly  insignificant  is  the  ques- 
tion of  factory  and  workshop  legislation 
conaidered  by  the  Government,  that  it  is 
Mr,  Broad/iuritt 


not  eren  mentioned  in  the  fifth  grade 

amongst  the  possibilities  of  legislation 
this  Session,  I  sincerely  hope  the 
Solicitor  General  will  be  good  enough  to 
relate  to  some  of  his  lost  and  dispersed 
colleagues  one  or  two  of  the  points  tliat 
have  been  raised  if  he  thinks  them  suffi- 
ciently important  to  mention,  and  will 
warn  them  what  they  may  expect  if 
they  are  going  to  deal  with  such  burning 
questions  as  employers'  liability  at  some 
late  period  of  the  Session  when  the  House 
is  wearied  and  exhausted  by  its  other 
work.  Certainly,  if  they  take  such  a 
course,  they  may  look  for  the  united  and 
determined  opposition  of  the  representa- 
tives of  labour* 

•(a,33.)  Sib  R.  TEilPLE  (Worcester. 
Evesham)  :  Mj  reason  for  rising  is  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  re- 
markably able  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr, 
Bartley)  on  the  important  subject  of 
free  or  assisted  education.  I  endorse 
every  word  he  said  on  the  subject, 
whether  viewed  from  an  ediicational,  a 
social,  a  morale  or  a  financial  standpoint* 
I  can  support  what  he  said  about  the 
effect  of  the  coliection  of  fees  on  regu- 
larity of  attendance  from  the  recent 
history  of  the  School  Board  for  London. 
Within  the  last  year  our  foes  have  been 
falling  off,  and  the  collections  have  been 
unsatisfactory.  Our  average  attendance 
has  been  often  held  up  to  the  Houae 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella)  as  a  model  for  all  other 
educational  institutions.  But  the  at- 
tendance has  been  falling  off  simul- 
taneously with  the  falling  off  of  the  fees. 
I  cannot  help  connecting  the  two  things. 
With  regard  to  the  financial  effect  of 
wljat  is  supposed  to  be  the  Government 
proposal,  I  assume  that  the  idea  of 
charging  the  additional  sum  that  may 
be  necessary  as  compensation  for  the  loss 
of  fees  upon  the  local  taxation  is  out  of  ' 
the  question.  1  feel  certain  that  the 
local  taxpayers,  who  have  to  reckon  up 
their  pennies  in  the  £1,  will  never  con- 
sent to  that.  But,  that  being  so, 
we  have  this  extraoniinary  fact  | 
financially  that  the  British  taxpayer ! 
must,  in  the  shape  either  of  indirect  or  i 
direct  taxation ,  pay  an  additional  sum  of 
J£2,000,000  or  £2,500,000  to  make  up 
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ir  the  loea  of  fees  that  are  being  col- 
lected all  round  without  any  perceptible 
burden  on  the  mass  of  the  parents  and 
without  being-  generally  complained 
of.  The  hon.  Member  who  just  sat 
down  spoke  of  the  pauperising  effect 
of  the  fees  due  from  iudi^nt  parents 
being  paid  by  the  Guardians.  But 
no  such  system  is  needful.  In  the 
metropolitan  area  those  parents  who  are 
unable  to  pay  have  only  to  prove  their 
inability  to  the  School  Board  local 
authorities,  and  their  children  will  be 
mdmitted  to  the  schools  free  of  fees 
without  any  difficulty.  The  number  of 
©uch  parents  is,  of  course,  limited,  Bnt 
if  the  fees  are  remitted  to  the  Tmrents 
universally,  then  somebody  will  have  tn^ 
pay  ;  that  somebody  is  the  British 
tiix payer.  In  Loudon  the  difficulty 
in  the  collection  of  the  fees  is 
owing  partly  to  the  condition  of  pubhc 
opinion,  The  workl,  or  rather  an  in- 
fluential part  of  the  world,  seems  to  liave 
determined  that  there  shall  be  no  fees. 
That  reflects  itself  upon  the  policy  of 
the  School  Bofird,  and  that,  again,  reftects 
itself  ujion  the  jmrcnts.  Before  this 
question  was  raised  we  had  no  difficulty 
in  the  metropolitan  areti  in  collecting 
tlie  fees,  and  I  ,do  not  believe  that  any 
other  class  of  elementary  schools  has  any 
difficulty.  But  if  a  Government  so 
powerful  and  influential  and  worthy  of 
respect  as  the  present  Government  has 
determined  to  do  away  with  school 
fees,  I  must  support  them  in  carrying 
out  the  measure  for  the  general  good, 
and  in  deference  to  public  opinion,  but 
I  hope  nothing  will  be  done  to  endanger 
the  stability  of  the  voluntary  system.  On 
the  coutmry,  I  trust  that  the  measure 
will  help  to  consolidate  the  position  of 
the  Toluntary  schools,  and  to  give  them 
an  enduring  character  of  permanency. 
"Entirely    as    I    agree    with    my    bon. 

riend  the  Member  for  Islington  in 
objecting  to  free  education,  1  would 
myself,  as  things  have  gone  so  far,  help 
the  Government  in  carrying  a  measure 
in  which  I  myself  do  not  perfectly  con- 
cur, and  I  would  counsel  my  Parlia- 
mentary commdes  to  do  the  same.  As  a 
School  Board  man,  I  am  brought  very 
much    into   contact    with    managers  of 

oluntary    schools,      Pnihably    no    one 

nows  their  anxieties  and  distresses  so 
well,  and  I  can  assure  tlie  House  that 
ikey    well    deserve    all    the  assistance 


which  cau  be  given  them,  as  they  are 
most  assiduous  in  their  duties,  and  most 
anxious  to  make  the  voluntary  schools  as 
eflfective  as  possible.  No  cuuse  is  so 
sacred  in  their  eyes,  and  no  matter  lies 
so  deep  in  their  hearts  and  affections  as 
that  of  the  voluntary  school  system. 
They  know  that  with  this  system  is 
bound  up  the  cause  of  religious  educa- 
tion— ^I  will  not  say  Scriptural  education, 
because  that  is  well  given  by  the  Board 
schools.  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  expressed  a  hope  that  no  exclu- 
sive assistance  will  be  given  to  a 
particular  denomination.  Surely  he 
Imows  that  no  exclusive  assistance 
will  be  given  to  any  particular  de- 
nomination. All  denominational  schools 
must  be  treated  alike— Church  of  Eng- 
land, Roman  Catholic,  Wesley  an,  and 
others.  It  will  bear  the  stomp  of  a  long 
Catholic  Christianity.  I  do  hope  if  the 
measure  is  carried  that  it  will  do  something 
really  to  make  the  voluntary  system  an 
institution  of  the  future  as  it  has  been  of 
the  past  and  is  of  the  present.  It  has  been 
the  pioneer  of  the  early  education  of  the 
English  people.  Up  to  the  year  1870  it 
was  the  one  great  agency  for  elevating 
the  mEkfisea  of  our  countrymen.  Under 
it  our  people  became  foremost  in  all 
world-wide  enterprises,  and  attained  the 
headship  of  the  indastrial  w^orld.  Its 
history  forma  one  of  the  brightest  fea- 
tures and  one  of  the  most  brilliant  pages 
in  the  annals  of  England,  It  demon- 
strtites  the  potency  of  private  effort 
without  State  organisation.  It  is  re- 
garded as  among  the  chief  ornaments  of 
our  national  inheritanoe,  eis  one  of  the 
jewels  in  the  Crown  of  England,  and  as 
a  circumstance  unique  in  the  educa- 
tional history  of  all  nations  in  modem 
times. 

•(9.41.)  Mb,  CHAINING  (North- 
ampton,  E.) :  I  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  the  discussion  but  for  some 
remarks  which  were  rojide  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  for  the  very 
singular  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Evesliam  (Sir  R.  Temple)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Isliugion  (Mr.  Bartley). 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  baa  com- 
plained of  the  difficnltica  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  jilaced  in  carry- 
ing valuable  measures  by  the  obstruction 
they  meet  with  in  this  House.  I  wish 
the  House  to  note  that  the  first  signs  of 
objection     to    the    only    measure    Her 
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Majesty's  Goverametit  has  announced 
for  the  benefit  and  well-being  of  the 
people  of  England,  has  conie  from  two 
hon.  Members  on  his  own  side,  who 
have  opened  Sk  not  ineffective  masked 
battery  npon  tlie  free  education  pro- 
pMals  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  iSpeech. 
Both  hon.  Me  miners  have  declared  that 
free  education  is  an  tmclean  thin^, 
and  that  it  is  nnsonnd  socially  and 
economically.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Evesham  says  one  great  object  ion  to 
free  education  i^  that  somebody  will 
liave  to  pay  for  it,  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment  were  right  in  putting"  into  the 
Queen's  Speech  the  word  *'  burden." 
The  fees  have  been  a  burden  which  have 
weighed  sorely  on  the  people  cjf  this 
conntry.  One  advantage  in  connection 
with  the  two  speeches,  to  which  I  have 
just  referreil,  is  that  on  the  first  day  of 
the  Session  we  bave  the  plainest  intima- 
tion that  the  project  of  free  education  is 
regarded  with  hostility  on  its  merits  by 
Members  opposite,  and  that  the  only 
reason  on  which  they  will  consent  to 
afford  even  qualified  support  to  the 
scheme  is  that  they  hope  they  can  use  it 
as  a  means  of  consolidating  the  position 
of  the  voluntary  schools,  and  of  ri vetting 
the  chains  of  eectarianiam  around  the 
poor  of  our  country  for  ever.  I 
venture  to  say  that  on  this  side  of  the 
House  there  will  be  the  warmest  appre- 
ciation of  Her  Majesty's  Ministry  in 
taking  up  the  question  of  free  educa- 
tioii*  As  long  as  their  proposals  are  on 
lines  which  we  can  approve,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  receive  our 
warmest  support.  But  if  this  project 
of  free  education  h  to  be  used  in  ortler 
to  bolster  \ip  and  support  the  position 
of  the  voluntary  schools,  if  the  purse- 
strings  of  the  Treasury  are  to  be 
loosened  for  the  benefit  of  voluntary 
Bchools  without  any  adequate  guar- 
antee, such  fis  would  be  uffordtd  by  a 
universal  system  of  School  Boards,  that 
the  educational  work  of  the  conn- 
try  wili  be  efficiently  carried  out,  the 
Government  pnipoaals  will  meet  lios- 
tility  and  opposition  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
free  or  assisted  education,  is  it  to  be 
understood  that  the  pro|)09al3  of  the 
Government  are  to  be  limited  to  reliev- 
ing the  poor  from  fees  within  the  com- 
pulsory standards?  Are  we  to  have 
relief  up  to  the  third  standard  only 
Mr.  Channing 


in  those  schools  where  unhappily  that 
is    the    standard   for  exemption  l      Her 
Majesty^B  Government  has  had  experi-  - 
ence  in   dealing  with   this  question  in 
Scotland,  and  they  know  very  well  the 
difficulties  that  arose  in  remitting  fees 
only  in  the  lower  standards.     It  simply 
amounts  to  imposing  a  fine,  and  a  very 
effectual    fine,   upon   the   best  class   of  ' 
parents — those  who  wish  to  keep  their 
children  at  school  and  to  educate  them 
to   higher   points.     We  shall   certainly 
resist    the   education    proposals   of   the , 
Government   if    we    find    they   are    to  | 
be    carried    out     on     the     lines     laid 
down   by  the  two  hon.   Members  who 
have    spoken    opposite,    if   there   is    to 
be    no    concession   to    the  principle   of  j 
popular  control  of  schools  whose  revenue  & 
are  to  be    assisted  by    public    money, 
and  if  we  find  them  doing  away   with 
the  17s.  6d.  limit  to  relieve  the  pockets  | 
of  the  subscribers  of  voluntary  schools. 
But  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  i 
listen    to    reason,   and   will    take    the 
advice,  for  example,  of  wise  leaders  of 
religious    opinion,   like     the    Bishop  of] 
Peterborough,   the  Rev.  W.  Bury,  and 
Dr.    Percival,   and  will   form  a   bridge 
towards   a  rational   system   of    popular 
control  where  public  money  is  involved, 
without  prejudicing  the  cause  of  religious 
education,  or  interfering  with  any  prin- 
ciple, it  may  be   possible  even  in  this 
Session  and  in  this  Parliament  to  arrive 
at  some  rational  conclnsion  in  regard  to 
this   matter.      A  good   deal   has    been 
heard   about   obstruction,    but    I   think] 
the   House  and   the   country   ought   to 
be  reminded  of  how  the  time  was  wasted 
in  the    last  Session,     Tiie   Government 
liave  placed   themselves  in  a  position  of 
exceptional  advantage  in  the  Sessions  of 
1889  and  1890,     In  1889  the  House  sat 
on  122  days,  and  there  wert*  131  separate  | 
Sittings.    Of  these  Sittings  the  Govern- 
ment took  106,  whereas  private  Members 
had  only  25  at  their  disposaU     In  the 
past    Session     the    position    was    even  I 
worse.     The    House   sat   on   125  days,] 
the  total   number  of  Sittings  was   139^1 
and  the  Government  took    106  Sittings, 
leaving  private  Members  but  23.     The 
Returns  of  the   Sittings  show  that  the 
Government   in    both    Sessions    exactly 
doubled  the  allowtmce  of  time  accorded 
to   them   by  the   usual   custom  of  the 
House.      If    we   take    the    discussions 
which   resulted   in  nothing  at   all  and. 
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were  abstilately  wasted  in  tbe  106 
Sittijig-B  occupied  by  the  Miaiatry,  we 
find  that  tbey  eitcfnded  over  from  40  to 
43  days  o£  Parliamentary  time,  or  more 
than  one-third  of  the  whole  of  the  Session. 
There  were  Debates  on  whether  the 
publication  of  the  forged  letter  waa  a 
breaoh  of  privilege,  on  the  Special 
Conimifliiion,  on  the  Laud  Purchase 
Bill. 

Mb,  deputy   speaker  :  I  do  not ' 
see  how  these  sfcatietica  are  relevant  to 
the  queetinn  before  the  House. 

•Mr.  CTHANNING  :  What  I  waa  wiah- 
ing  to  prove,  Mn  Deputy  Speaker^  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministry  had  taken 
too  much  of  the  time  of  the  House  dnrinjif 
the  past  Session  and  had  then  complained 
of  their  failure  to  carry  the  legislation 
they  proposed.  The  Government  are 
themselves  greatly  to  blame  in  introduc- 
ing measures  like  the  compensation  of 
publicans  scheme  of  last  Session,  which 
took  up  22  days  that  might  have  been 
more  usefully  occupied ;  and  the  faot  is 
there  has  been  in  the  last  two  Sessions  a 
greater  encroachment  on  the  rights  of 
private  Members  than  has  ever  been 
known  in  Parliamentary  hi8t<3ry.  We 
have,  therefore,  little  reason  ^jO  give  the 
Government  further  power  to  curtail  the 
rights  of  private  Members  this  year. 
The  three  principal  measures  are,  one  for 
endowing  the  Irish  landlords  with  the 
money  of  the  taxpayers,  another  for  the 
maintenance  f>f  the  power  of  the  Church 
ia  regard  to  tithes,  and  the  free  ednca- 
tion  bill.  They  relegate  many  questions 
of  practical  imports oce  to  a  wholly 
secondary  position.  I  protest  all  the 
more  iigainst  private  Members  being  de- 
prived of  0[>portunitie8  for  carrying 
useful  legislation,  all  the  more  strongly 
because  we  have  had  illustrations  of  the 
ease  with  which  useful  measures  can  be 
passed  The  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  Act  was  curried  after  four 
hours  had  been  devoted  to  it  in  this 
House  and  tfiree  Morning  Sittings  in 
a  Grand  Committee.  We  object  to 
the  bringing  forward  of  such  mea- 
sures as  those  first  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  instead  of  the  introduc- 
I  tion  of  proposals  such  as  are  relegated 

in  that  Speech  to  inferior  positions- 

1(9,56.)  CiiLOKEL  NOLAN  {Galway,N.): 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  one  phase  of 
dill 


P 


^ 


tbe  question  of  distress  in  Ireland  which 
has  not  been  referred  to  in  the  speech  of 
the    First    Lord  of  the  Treasury.     The 
right  hon,    Gentleman  seemed  to  focus 
his   attention   exclusively   on  what  are 
called  the  congested  districts.     I  would 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that,  although 
the  distress  is  most  severely  felt  in  the 
congested  districts,  there  is  a  large  por- 
tion of  Ireland  in  which  it  will  he  felt 
to  a  very  considerable  extent,  although 
not  with  the  same  intensity.     Speaking 
brofidly,  the  districts  to  which  I  refer 
embrace  the  whole  western  lialf  (if  Ire- 
Land.     The  phrasH  **  congested  districts" 
has    been    substituted    for   *'  scheduled 
diatrict«,"    and    means    a     very    much 
smaller  area  of  Ireland,     Take  the  coun- 
ties of  Gal  way  and  Mayo,     They  com- 
prise  a  Tery   large  ptirtion  of   Ireknd, 
The    congested    districts    within    those 
borders      comprise       the     mountainous 
parts  of  Conuemara  and   North   Mayo, 
Although  in  the  district  I  have  indicated 
the  people  are  not  so  poor  as  those  in  the 
mountainous    districts     which  the    Go- 
vernment  propose     to   deal  with,    they 
nevertheless  have  to  suffer  a  good   deal 
from  poverty,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
no  attention  has  been  paid  to  tbe  popula- 
tion of  those  large  areas.     I  am  fearful, 
therefore,  of  what  may  take  place  unless 
something   is   done    for  their  relief.     I 
may   say  that   I  do  not  anticipate  any 
extraordinary  accession  to  the  numbers 
of  that  class  of   the  poor  who  habitually 
come  upon   the  poors  rates,  and  so   live 
upon   their  neighbours,  but,  as  I   have 
J  ointed  out,  there  is  a  very  large  section 
of  the  population   who,  while  hating  to 
come    under   the    Poor   Law   and  being 
supported    by    their    neighlxjurs,     will 
nevertheless    find     themselves    without 
sufficient  food  or  resources  as  the  winter 
pn>gresses*     Some  of  them  might  indeed 
be  able  to  hang  on  by  selling  their  hold- 
ings, but  by  so  doing  they  would  bring 
themselTes  into  a  condition  of  permanent 
poverty,    and    they   certainly    will  need 
some   assistance — not   perhaps  so  mudb.  ' 
as   those   in   the  congested  districts,  but 
still  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  carry  on 
through  the  coming  winter  season.  There 
are,  of  coursei  different  ways  of  affording 
relief.     In   the   first  place  the  Govern- 
ment may  do  this  by  instituting  a  mode- 
rate amount  of  pubho  works.     There  is 
also  another  way  in  which  they  may  be 
assisted.     It  may  be  tliat,  with  the  ex- 
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ception  of  Gouneiuara  and  Gal  way,  the 
Irish  occupiers  are  generally  able  to 
stind  the  effects  of  one  famine,  but  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that,  apart  from  those 
places  in  which  the  potato  disease  is 
most  extensive,  there  has  been  a  con- 
siderable diminntion  of  the  potato  crop 
ill  other  districts,  so  that  there  must 
evidently  be  a  large  defioiency  all  ronnd. 
It  baa  always  been  the  case  in  Ireland 
that  when  a  particular  claws  of  potato  goes 
bad  that  class  continues  to  exhibit  disease 
from  year  to  year,  so  that  next  year  we 
may,  unless  remedial  steps  are  taken, 
expect  to  hear  continued  reports  on  the 
potato  disease.  Now,  the  Government 
have  given  no  notice  of  their  intention 
to  take  measnrea  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  It  is  well  known  to  p^jtattj 
growera  in  England  and  Scothimi  thf>t 
the  potato,  being  propagated  artificially 
from  cuttings  and  not  from  seed,  requires, 
at  stated  times,  to  be  changed,  one 
variety  being  substituted  for  another, 
in  addition  to  periodical  changes  of  soil. 
Although  this  is  done  by  the  Enjflish 
and  Srotch  growers,  it  is  not  done  by  the 
small  growers  in  the  West  of  Ireland  ; 
and  I  fear  there  is  no  likelihood  of  such 
changes  of  seed  or  locality  being  made, 
unless  the  Government  in  aome  way  or 
other  steps  in  to  the  assistance  of  the 
growers.  I  do  not  suggest  that  they 
should  give  them  the  seed  altogether^ 
but,  at  any  rate,  they  might  sell  it  at  a 
considerable  modification  of  the  ordinary 
prices.  It  is  probable  that  fresh  im- 
p<->rtationfi  of  good  seed  from  England 
and  Scotland  would  prove  a  sufficient 
remedy :  at  any  rate  it  has  been  tried 
before  and  has  been  successfaL  Such  a 
mode  of  assisting  the  people  under 
existing  circumstances  would  not  cost 
the  Government  a  very  large  amount, 
and  I  would  swgt^est  that  they  ahonld 
take  steps  in  thia  direction  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  Having  thus  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
subject,  I  have  only  to  say  that  if  they 
do  not  adopt  some  action  of  the  kind  1 
have  suggested,  an  immense  n^sponsi- 
bility  will  rest  upon  their  shoulders. 
They  are  proposing  to  take  up  for  some 
time  to  come  the  whole  of  the  time 
which  would  otherwise  be  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members,  and  in  that  way 
they  will  prevent  any  private  Member 
from  bringing  forward  a  proposal 
of    thia    nature.      If   the    Government 


will  undertake  to  bring  on  a  mea- 
sure themselves,  I  for  one  should 
not  so  much  object  to  their  taking  up 
the  time  for  private  business.  li  they 
win  not  do  this,  then,  as  I  have  justsaid, 
they  are  taking  upon  themselves  a  very 
heavy  responsibility,  I  do  not  ask  them 
to  bring  on  a  measure  immediately, 
because  I  know  that  the  matter  is  one  of 
considerable  importance,  and  one  that 
would  necessarily  require  a  gc»od  deal  of 
conaideration  on  their  part  before  they 
could  fi-ame  or  bring  forward  a  measure 
upon  the  subject,  but  I  trust  they  will 
afford  ua  some  assurance  that  the  quea- 
tion  shall  be  brought  forward  and  dia- 
cussed  in  this  House. 

(10.10.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I 
had  intended  to  have  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  but  I  am  not  quit© 
an  re  whether  I  should  be  exactly  in  order 
in  eo  doing.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  ought 
to  arrive  at  some  better  system  of  con* 
ducting  our  business,  and  this,  I  thiuk» 
ia  proved  by  the  fact  that  we  are  sum- 
moned here  late  in  the  autumn  for  the 
purpose  of  doing  work  which  we  ought 
to  have  carried  through  during  the  paat 
Session.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly 
impossible  for  this  Parliament  to  carry 
on  the  enormous  amount  of  important 
work  it  has  to  perform  under  existing 
circumstauceSj  and  whenever  the 
Government  gives  me  time  to  bring  the 
matter  forward  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
intrcHiuce  a  measure  relative  to  a  system 
of  devolution  in  regard  to  the  businesa 
of  England,  Scotland,  Ireland,  and 
Wales,  whereby,  I  think,  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  materially  saved,  ami 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  be 
enabled  to  get  through  the  more 
important  measures  brought  before  us.. 
Under  the  circumstances,  however,  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  postpone  the 
subject  until  private  Members  ar© 
allowed  by  the  Government  tointroducse 
and  discuss  those  questions  which  they 
desire  to  bring  forward. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to« 

Address  ordered  to  be  presented  by 
Privy  Councillors* 

House  adjouroed  at  u  quarter 
after  Ten  o  clock* 
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%R.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE, 
Tho  Houso   being  met,  the  Clerk  at 

I  .the  Table  Laformed  the  House  of  the  un^ 
[avoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker : — 
i    Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
;inaii  of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
tho  Table  ;  and,  after  Pmyers,  took  the 

I  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pui'suant   to 
Bio  Standing  Order. 
ifiD 


MOTIONS, 


I 


i 


LIQUOR  TBA^FHC  LOCAL  VETO  (WALKS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bowen  RowlandSj  Bill  to 

inablo  owners  and  occupiers  in  Wales  to  havo 

.effectual  control  over  tho  hquor  traffio,  ordered 

be  brouglit  in  by  Mr.  Bow  en  Howltinds^  Mjr* 

Alfred  ThomaSi  Mr.  EsalemoDt,  5Ir.  Thomaa 

EUis,   Mr.    Bryn    RobertB,   and  Mr.   Samuel 

Soiitb. 

Bill  preeentGd,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  I.] 

yAcrroRY  akd  workshops  aci  (1878)  ahknd- 

MKNT  DILL, 

On  Motion  of  8ir  Henry  JameB^  Bill  to  amend 
•»The  Factor>*  and  Workebops  Act»  1878," 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Sir  Hocry  James, 
Sir  William  Houldsworth,  ViBcountCracbomei 
Sir,  Mundella,  8ir  Henry  Roacoe,  Mr,  Mather, 
Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr,  Howell,  and  Mr.  Byron 
Keed, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BIB  2.] 

I         PAHOCHIAL  BOARDS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron^  BiU  to  re- 
form the  constitution  of  Parochial  Boards  in 
Scotland  and  the  mode  of  electing  the  membersi 
of  Bucb  Boards,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Dr*  Cameron,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr,  Shireas  Will, 
Dr.  Farquharaon,  Mr.  Esalemont,  and  Mr. 
Mackintosh, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  3.1 


EELir.IQUS    DISQUALIFICATIONS    REMOVAL  PILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Gladstone,  Bill  to  re* 
move  the  disabilities  of  Koman  Catholics  to 
hold  the  offices  of  Lord  Cbanoellor  of  Great 
BritiuD  and  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gladatone,  Mr,  Camp- 
Lell-Bannferman,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Sir  Horace 
Davey,  and  Mr.  Asquith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  4,] 

CONVETANCINO  AKD  LAW  OF  F*ROPERTY  ACT 
(1881)  AMENDMENT  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Henry  Bolton, 
Bin  to  amend  **  The  Conveyancing  and  Law  of 
Property  Act,  1881,*'  with  reference  to  lease- 
holas,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  IMr.  Thomaa 
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Henry  Bolton,  Mr.  Wannington,  Mr.  Kimber, 
and  Mr.  Cobb. 
Bill  presented,  uid  read  first  time.    [Bill  5.] 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC   LOCAL    VFTO   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Henry  J.  Wilson,  Bill  for 
entrusting  localities  with  the  direct  popular 
V»to  on  the  Liquor  Traffio,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr,  Henry  J,  Wilson,  lilr.  Alli- 
son, Mr,  Jacob  Bright,  filr.  Burt,  Sir  Walter 
Foster,  Mr.  Jacoby,  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan, 
and  Mr.  Rowntree. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time*     [Bill  6»] 

SMALL    HOLDINGS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  CollicgR,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  creation  of  Small  Holdinga  in 
land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse 
Collings,  Mr,  Robert  Reid,  Mr,  Burt,  Sir  Henry 
Solwin-lbbetson,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Colonel  Cot- 
ton, Mr,  Cyril  Flower,  and  Mr.  Hobbouso, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  7.] 

PLACES  or  WORSHIP* ENTRAXCmSEMENT  Bn.L. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Saraoel  Evans,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  Enfranchisemtint  of  Leasehold 
Places  of  Worship,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr,  Samuel  Evans,  IVIr.  Halley  Stewart, 
Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Lloyd-George,  Mr. 
Bryn  Roberts,  Mr.  Waddy,  and  Mr.  Randell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  8.] 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIPE*S  SISTER 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr,  John  Kelly.  Bill  to  amend 
and  alter  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with  a  De- 
ceased Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  John  Kelly,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner,  Mr,  T,  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Broadhurst, 
Mr,  Arthur  ElUot,  Mr.  Robert  Eeid,  Mr. 
Gray,  Mr,  Seager  Hunt,  Mr,  Oldroyd,  and  Mr. 
Boulnois, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  &,] 

HARES  BLLL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Dawna;^,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide a  Close  Time  for  Hares  during  the  Breed- 
ing Season,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Dawuay,  Six  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Joseph  Pease, 
Mr.  Diilwyn,  Mr.  Lawson,  and  Mr,  Bonsor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

LEA^HOLDERS  EXFKANCHlSEifENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  James  Rowlands,  Bill  to 
give  facilities  to  LcaseDOiaers  for  the  purchase 
of  the  Fee  Simple  o  their  Holdinga,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Lawson,  Mr,  Broadhurst,  ^Ir.  Robert  Roid,  IVIr. 
Wormington,  Sir  John  Puleston,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  ElUs. 

BiQ  presented,  and  read  first  time*  [BUI  IL] 

ROADS  AND  STREETS  IN  POLICE  BURQHB 
(SCOTLAND)  RILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Roads  and  Streets  in  Police 
Burghs  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Air,  Asher,  Mr*  Barclay, 
Mr.  Shiress  Will,  and  Mr,  Sinclair, 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time*  [Bill  12.] 
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MINES  (eight  hours)  BILL. 

On  Motioa  of  Mr,  William  Abrabam,  Bill 
to  restrict  labour  in  Mines  tu  Eight  Hours  per 
day,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William 
Abraham,  Mr.  Fickard,  ^Ir.  Randelli  Mr. 
CiiDingbame  Urfthara,  Mr.Philippa^  Mr.Oremer, 
Mr.  J^icoby^  Mr.  Spencer  Half  our »  Mr.  Samuel 
Evans.  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  Mr.  Artbiur 
Aclnnd,  Mr.  Pritcbard  Morgan,  and  Mr. 
Conybeare. 

Bill  preseBtcdi  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  13.] 

TOWN   nOLiUNOt^   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  give 
componsation  to  occupying  tenants  of  Town 
Holdings  for  beneficial  improvements,  orderc«d 
to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Liiwaon,  Mr.  James 
Rowlands,  Mr.  David  Thomas,  and  Earl 
Uoanpton. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 

CONSl'IEACY  LAW*  AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Kobertsoo,  Bill 
to  am^nd  the  Law  of  Conapiracy,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Mr* 
Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  and  Mr.  William 
Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  Id.] 

RATING   OP    MACmiTERY   BUjL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edward  Knatcbbull- 
lla^esBon,  Bill  to  amend  the  L»iw  relating  to  the 
Hatmg  of  Hereditamdnts  containing  Machinery, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Edward 
Knatchbull'Hugeeaen,  Sir  Bernbard  Samuel - 
son,  Sir  William  Houlds worth,  Mr.  Winter- 
botham,  Mr.  GenUd  Balfour,  and  Mr. 
Tomlinaon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 

JUIGI SI  RATION  OF  ELECTORS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Kaowles,  Bill  for  the 
romoYal  of  doubts  arising  under  the  Registra- 
tion of  Elector*?  Acts  ;  and  for  other  purpoaoa, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Knowles,  Mr. 
William  Cross,  Colonel  Hill,  Mr,  Hobhouse, 
Sir  William  Houlds worth,  and  Sir  Ughtred 
Kay -Shuttle  worth. 

Bill  presented^  andread  iSrst  time.  [BillJlZ-] 

RATLV<;  OF  MACHINERY  (No,  2)  BILL. 

Un  irotion  of,  Mr.  U.  8.  Wright,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Rating  of 
Hertiditaments  containing  Machinery,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright,  Mr. 
Oldroyd,  Mr,  T.  Harrop  Sidebottom,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Gkdatone,  Mr.  J.  A.  Bright,  Mr.  Mather, 
and  Mr.  Mowbray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  18.] 

RELIGIOUS   EQUALrrV  BILL. 

On  aiotiou  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  remove 
certain  grievances  of  the  Nonconformists  under 
the  M.trriage  and  Burials  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  William 
M'Arthur,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr.  Alfred 
Thomas,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Evana. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 


MUTING  ACCIDENTS  INSURANCE  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Bsird,  BiH  to  provide  for 
a  system  of  National  Insurance  against 
Accidents  in  Mines  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Vernon,  Mr. 
Hossier,  Mr,  Hugh  Elliot,  and  Mr.  Parker 
Smith. 

Bill  pioaented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  20.] 

PARLIAHBNTAEY  FRANCHISE  (EXTENSION  TO 
women)  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  extend 
the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  duly  qualified 
Women,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Woodall,  Baron  iDimsdale,  llr*  IHingworth, 
Mr,  Walter  M'Laren,  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  Stans- 
feld,  and  Sir  Richard  Temple. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  21.] 

Flt^RERlKS  REGULATION  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Bill  for  the 
establishment  of  district  fishery  uommitteGii  in 
Scotland,  for  the  introduction  of  a  representa- 
tive element  into  the  Scottiab  Fishery  Board, 
and  for  the  rtigulation  and  development  of 
Scottish  mussel  and  bait  beds,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Marjoribanka,  Mr.  Dufi",  Mr, 
Shiress  Will,  Mr.  Fiolay,  Colonel  Malcolm,  and 
Mr.  Angus  Sutherland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

PIG  IRON  WARRANTS  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Hingloy,  Bill  to  regulate 
dealings  in  Pig  Iron  Wiirrauts,  ordered  to  b© 
brought  in  by  Mr,  Hingley,  Mr.  AinaUe,  and 
Mr.  Isaac  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  23.] 

PARLIAMENTARY   VOTERS*   REGISTRATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cremer,  Bill  for  the 
better  registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters; 
and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Uremer,  Mr.  Abraham  (Rhondda), 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  Pickard.  Mr. 
James  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  John  Wibjon 
(Durham). 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  21.] 

.MErrROPOLITAN  WATER  COMPANIES*  CHAJIOES 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Causton,  Bill  to  regulate 
the  Charges  leviable  by  Companies  supplying 
Water  within  the  administrative  county  of 
London,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  J^Ir. 
Causton,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  ilr.  Thomim  Henry 
Bolton,  Mr,  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Cremer,  lilr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Iriiwson,  Air.  Montague,  Mr, 
Octaviua  V,  Morgan,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr» 
James  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  firat  time.  [Bill  25  J 

LONDON  WATER  (METBR)  BRX. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gainaford  Bruce,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  supply  by  meter  of  Water  for 
domestic  purposes  within  the  limits  of  supply 
of  the  Loudon  Water  Companies,  ordered  to  be 
brought    in   by    ^Ir.    Gainsford    Bruce,    Mr# 
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Blundell  Maple,  Sir  Algfernon  Berth  wick,  Sir 
Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Baumann,   Mr.   Theobald, 
and  Mr.  Howard. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  26.] 

FRANCHISES   (iRKLAND)   BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  P.  J. 
Power,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  and  Mr.  Sexton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  27.] 

boilers'   REGISTRA'nON   BILL. 

On  motion  of  Sir  William  Uouldsworth,  Bill 
for  the  registration  and  inspection  of  Boilers, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  William 
Houldsworth,  Mr.  Maclean,  Mr.  Mather,  and 
Mr.  Burt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  28.] 

PRISONERS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Condon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Condon,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Sheehy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  29.] 


employers'  LIABILITY  ACT  (1880)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  1880,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
Joicey,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Lockwood. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  30.] 

elementary  education  (continuation 
schools)  bill. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Mather,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Elementary  Education  Acts,  and  to  provide 
Continuation  Schools,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  ISIr.  Mather,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Sir  George  Baden- Powell,  Sir  John 
Puleston,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  John  Morley, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Cyril  Flower,  Mr.  Fisher,  Mr. 
Picton,  and  Mr.  Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  31.] 

parliamentary  voters'  registration 

(Ireland)  bill. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Pinkerton,  Bill  to  alter 
and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Hegistration 
of  Parliamentary  Voters  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pinkerton,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Kenny,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  and  Mr.  M*Cartan. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  32.] 

UNIVERSITY   EDUCAnON   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tuite,  'Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  University  Education  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Tuite,  Mr. 
Pamell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Dillon,  and  Mr. 
Timothy  Harrington. 

BilVpreeented,  and  read  first  time.  [QUI  33.] 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lea,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  in  Ireland  on  Saturday  and  Sunday, 
and  other  purposes  connected  therewith,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Colonel  Saunder- 
son,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr. 
Jordan,  Sir  James  Cony,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy, 
Mr.  Mahony,  Mr.  De  Cobain,  and  Mr.  John 
Corbet. 

Bill  presented,  and  read^first  time.  [Bill  34.] 


SUNDAY   CLOSING   (WALES)   ACT  (1881) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Roberts,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Sunday  Closing   (Wales)   Act,   1881," 
ordered  to  be  brought   in   by  Mr.   Roberts, 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr. 
Bryn  Roberts,  Mr.  Arthur  Williaifis,  and  Mr. 
Samuel  Smith. 
Bill  presented,  andjread  first  time.   [Bill  35. 

RETURNING  OFFICERS*   EXPENSES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Esslemont,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  Expenses  to  be  incurred  by 
Returning  Officers  at  Parliamentary  Elections, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Esslemont,  Sir 
George  Trevelyan,  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  M*Ewan, 
and  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  36.] 


LEASEHOLDERS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald.  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Leaseholders  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  W. 
A.  Macdonald,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Mr.  Crilly,  and  Mr.  Flynn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  37.] 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  (iRBLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dalton,  Bill  to  improve 
the  condition  of  National  School  Teachers 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Dalton,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Conway,  and  Mr.  Knox. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 


SLAUGHTER  HOUSES,  &C.  (METROPOLIS)  ACT 
(1874)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Colomb,  Bill  to 
amend  *<The  Slaughter  Houses,  &c.  (Metro- 
polis) Actj  1874,*'  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  John  Colomb,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr. 
Bartley,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 


TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Technical  Instruc- 
tion, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
and  Mjt.  Mather. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 
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POOR   LAW   GUARDIANS    (IRELAND)   BILL, 

On  MotioD  of  Mr*  BLiae,  BlU  to  amend  the 

Law  rcltitiiig  to  tbo  coastituiion  and  election  of 

Doards  of    Poor  Law  GuardianB  in  Ireland, 

\  Ckrdered  to  be  brought  in  hj  Mr.  Blane«  Mr. 

M'Oartan,  and  Mr.  T,  M,  Healy, 

Bill  presented}  and  read  first  time.  (Bill  41.] 

JtmORH  (iRELANt*)  BILU 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conway,  Bill  to  amend  the 

Law  relating  to  Jurors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.   Conway,  Mr,  T.  M. 

Healv,  Mr,  &exton,  Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  and 

Mr,  Kilbride* 

£ill  presented^  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  42,] 

BUfilALS    niLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Osborne  Morgan,  Bill  to 
further  amend  the  Burial  Laws,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Chjtnning,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr,  Illingworth, 
and  3Ir.  Morton, 

Bill  preaeated,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  43,] 


ELBOTORS'  QUALIFICAHOX  AND  EEGISTBATIDN 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Btansfeld,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  with  regpect  to  the  Uualilication  and 
Eegistration  of  Electors  at  Parliamentary, 
zniinidpal,  and  county  elections  in  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr* 
Stansf^ld,  Mr.  Childern,  and  Sir  Charlea 
Russell, 

Bill  presentedi  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  44.] 

CANAL   DETELOPiTKNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Bill  to  pro- 
mote the  development  of  Canals  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  ilr.  Philip 
Stanhope,  Mr,  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Branner,  Sir  Albert  Rollitj  Mr,  Spencer  Bal- 
four, and  Lord  Francis  Her vcy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  46,] 

TITHES  (ieELAND)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Penrose  FitzGerald,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Tithes  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ptjnrofle  Fitz* 
Gerald,  Colonel  SaunderHon,  Colonel  Waring^ 
Mr.  T.  W.  RuaseU.  Mr.  Macartney,  and  Mr. 
Smith,  Barry. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  4G  J 

BREACH  OF  PROMISK  OF  MARRIAGE  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Uoper  Lethbridge,  Bill  to 
abolish  actions  for  Broach  of  Promise  of  Mar- 
riage, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Koper 
Lethbridge,  Mr,  Lock  wood,  Mr,  Bryce,  Dr, 
Commins,  and  Colonel  Makins. 
Bill  preaeoted,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  47.] 

teachers'   REGISTRAIION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  registration  of  Teachers,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Arthur  Acland,  Mr, 
Sydney  Buxton,  and  l^lr.  Hobhouse. 

Bill  presented,  and  road  first  time.   [Bill  48.] 


SCHOOL   HOAUD    FOB   LONDON   (SUPERANNUA- 
TION) DILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Bill  to 
enable  the  School  Board  for  London  to  carry 
out  a  eohem©  for  granting  Superannuation 
Allowances,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Richard  Temple,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-i>huttle- 
worth,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Colonel  Hughe*, 
and  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,   [Bill  49.] 

EXECTION  EXPENSES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Murphy,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Election  tlxpenses,  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Murphy,  Mr,  Bonal 
Sullivan,  Mr.  Dickson,  and  Mr,  Deasy, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  60.] 

LONDON  TAXATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Montagu,  Bill  to  provide 
for  more  equitiiblo  taxation  in  the  Administra- 
tive County  of  London,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  3Ir.  Montagu,  Mr.  Thomas  Heary 
Bolton,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  X^awBon,  and 
Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  51.] 

LIQUOR  LAWS  (.SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  wf  Mr.  Leng,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Liquor  Laws  of  Scotland,  and  more  especially 
with  reference  to  Dealers'  or  Grocers'  Certifi- 
cates, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lengi 
Mr.  M* Lagan,  Sir  John  Kialoch,  Mr.  Jolm 
Wilson  (Go van),  and  Mr.  Esslemont. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  52.] 

SEED  POTATOES  (IREL.AND)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  enable 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  to  borrow  money  for  the 
purpose  of  procuring  Seed  Potatoes  for  tenants 
and  occupiers  in  Ireland,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  CriUy, 
Mr.  McDonald,  and  Mr.  Donal  Sullivan, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  59,] 

COUNTY  CB38  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knox,  Bill  to  amend  the  ' 
Law  relating  to  the  incidence  of  the  County  Cess 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  1 
Knox,  Mr.   Clancy,  Mr.  M^Gartan,  and  Mr,] 
Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  first  time,   [Bill  54,] 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS   AMENDMEN^r 
(No.   2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Waring,  Bill  to  amend  J 
the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered   to  be  ' 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  Mulholland, 
Mr.  Maciirtney,  and  Mr.  O'NuiL 

BLU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  55* 

CATHEUBAL   CHUBCHES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dalrym^le,  Bill  to 

provide  for  making  Statutes  respecting  Deanji 

and  Chapters  and  Cathedral  Churches  in  Eng* 

land ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto, 
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ordGFod  to  be  broaght  in  by  Sir  Charles  Dal- 
rymplo.    Sir    Matthew    \^bit«     Ridley,    Mr* 
Charles  Acland,  and  Mr.  MacInneB. 
BiE  presented,  and  read^flrfit  time»  [Bill  56.] 

LOCAL  AUTHORrriES  (sCOTLAXD)  LOANS  BILL* 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finlay,  Bill  to  provide  in- 
f  creased  facilities  for  the  raising  of  money  by 
iLocal  Atithoritiea  in  Scotland  by  the  issue  of 
Idebenturea,  stock,  and  otherwitie,  ordered  to  be 
fcrought  in  by  Sir.  Finlay,  Mr»  Asquith,  Mr. 
|ArthuT  Elliot,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart, 
ttd  Colonel  Malcolm. 
Bill  presented*  and  read  ftrat  time*  [Bill  57,] 


UCDPYIN'G  TENANTS*  ENFRANCHtSEifENT  DILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hartley,  Bill  to  enable 
f  Occupying  Tenants  of  hounea  and  places  of 
baaineHS  to  purchaee  the  fee  simplo  of  their 
holdings,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr, 
Bartley,  €ir  John  Colomb,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt, 
and  General  Goldsworthy. 

Bill  preBented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 

VOLUN^rABT    8CR00LS   (REPEKSENTATIVE 

management)  BILL. 

On  lifotion  of  Mr.  Charlea  Acland,  Bill  to 

Ifaeilitate  the  Representative   Management   of 

Voluntary  Schools^  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 

Mr.   Charlea  Acland,  Mr.  Robert  Roid,   Mr. 

Fuller,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  and  Mr. 


Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  59«] 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  (mELANo)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  M*Donald,  Bill  to 

reestablish  Industrial  Schools  in  conaection  with 

Poor  Law  Unions  in   Ireland,  ordered  to  be 

brought   in   by  Mr,  Peter  M* Donald,  Colonel 

Nokn»  Mr.  Cox,  Dr.  Fitagerald,  Mr.  Flynn, 

and  Mr.  Tuite. 

Bill  presentedi  and  read  tot  time.  [Bill  00.] 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  (1878)  AMEND- 
MENT (NO.  2)  BILL. 
On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Bill  to 
^extend  **  The  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1878,'*  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  ]Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Jamoa  Stuart,  Mr.  Lawaon,  and 
Mr.  Montagu, 

Bill  presented,  and  road  firat  time.    [Bill  6! .] 


LIFE  AND   PROPERTY   PRESERVATIOPf  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,*Bill  for 
the  belter  Preservation  of  Life  and  Property  in 
the  LTnited  Kingdom,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  DiKon-Hartland  and  Mr.  Agg-Gardner* 

Bill  preauntedj  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  62«] 

STREET  ORGANS  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jacob y,  Bill  to  limit  the 
F"liours  of  Street  Organs  and  other  street  music 
in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Jacoby,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Q-uyer 
Hunter,  Mr,  Staveley  HiU,  Mr.  John  Kelly, 
and  Mr.  N orris. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  53 ,] 


REfilSTEATlON    OF    VOTERS    (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  itotion  of  ^Ir.  Shireas  Will,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  qualification  and  regis* 
tration  of  Parliamentary  Voters  and  to  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  in  Scotland  ;  and  for  other 
purposes  in  relation  thereto,  ordered  to  ha 
brought  io  by  !itr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Dr.  Far- 
quharson,  Mr.  Hunter,  an^  Mr.  Long. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  G4.] 

CHEAP  TRUNS  (LONDON)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Theobjild,  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  as  respects  the  administrative 
County  of  London  for  Cheap  Workmen's  Tnina, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr. 
Blnadell  Maplo,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Sir  Iloper  Leth bridge,  Mr. 
Baumann,  Mr.  Gainsford  Bruce,  Mr.  Boulnois, 
Mr,  Howard,  Mr.  Lafnne,  and  Sir  Albert 
Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  rend  first  time.    [Bill  65.] 

DRAmAOE  AND  mPEOYEMENT  OF  LAND  (IRE- 
LAND)  DILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Bill  to 
umeud  the  Law  relating  to  the  Druinugc  and 
Inaprovemeut  of  Land  in  Iroland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Blauricd  Healy,  Mr.  Chance, 
Mr.  Deasy,  and  Mr.  T.  iL  Healy. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  first  time,   [Dill  06.] 

INDUN  COUNCILS  ACT  (1861)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bill  to  amend 
**The  lodian  Councils  Act,  ISO  I/' ordered  to 
>»e  brought  in  by  I^Ir.  Bradlaugh,  ^Xr*  Bernurd 
Coleridge,  BLr.  Justin  M'Carthy,  Mr.  M'LHren, 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Hunter,  and  Mr,  Robert 
Keid. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 

TENANCIES   RATINd    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Scale  -  Hayne,  Bill  to 
divide  Elatea  between  Lindlord  and  Tenant, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Snale- Hayne, 
Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr,  Channing,  Mr.  Oobb, 
Sir  Bernard  Samuclson,  and  Mr.  Halley 
Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  fimt  time.  [Bill  68.] 

LAW   AGENTS   (SCOTLAKd)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Caldwell,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Law  Agents  practising  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
CaldweD,  Mr.  M'i*agan,  Mr.  James  Campbell, 
and  Mr.  Mackintosh. 

BiU  preaented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 

POOR  RATE   (MEIEOPOLIS)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Bill  to  equiilise 
the  Poor  Rate  over  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Oauaton*  Mr.  Sydnoy  Buxton,  Mr.  Cromer, 
Mr,  James  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Montagu. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  70.] 
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LONDON   SCHOOL   BOARD    ELECTIONS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mj,  Blundeil  Maple,  Bill  to 
aaaimilEitc  the  electoral  di?isionB  of  the  London 
School  Board  to  those  for  Parliamentary  and 
County  Council  purposes,  ordered  to  he  hrooght 
in  by  Mr.  Blundeil  Maple,  Sir  Richard  Temple, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Sir  Albert  RoUit, 
Mr,  LawBon,  Mr,  Richard  Chamborlain,  Mr. 
Baumann,  and  ^Ir.  Isaacs. 

BiU  presented,  and  road  firat  time.  [Bill  71.  J 

8ALE  OF  nrrOXIOATING  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Jamca  Ste%'onfion^  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Hundayi  ordered  to  be  brotiprht  in  by  Mr.  James 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Gharlot^  Wilson,  Mr,  Walter 
James,  Mr,  Cozens* Hardy,  Mr.  Atkinson,  and 
Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan. 

Bill  pteaented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  72,  ] 

CEOPTEBS*  BOLDINOS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Keay,  BiU  to  extend  and 
amend  the  Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Keay,  Br. 
Farquharson,  Dr,  Clark,  Mr,  Cunioghame 
Graham,  and  Mr.  Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  73.] 

RATING   OF    SCHOOLS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Powell,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  exemption  of  Public  Elementary  Schools 
from  the  Payment  of  Elites,  ordered  lo  be 
brought  in  by* Mr,  Powell,  Mr.  Heneage,  Vis- 
count Cranborne,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr.  de 
Lisle,  Colonel  Ejtc,  Mr.  Hinckes,  Mr,  Samuel 
Hoare,  Mr,  Howorth,  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr.  John 
O'Connor,  Mr,  Jaaper  Jtore,  and  Mr.  Talbot. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  ttme.   [Bill  74,] 

BEER  ADOLTEBATtON  BILL. 

On  IMotion  of  Colonel  Kenyon-Slanoy,  Bill 
for  better  securing  the  Purity  of  Beer,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Kenyon-Slaney, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Baron  Dimsdale,  Hr. 
Round,  and  Mr.  Fellowes. 

Bill  presented,  and  road  flrflt  time,  [Bill  76,] 

POISONED  FLESH  PROHIBITION  ACT  (1864) 
AMENDMENT   BILL." 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  BiB  to 
amend  **The  Poisoned  Flesh  Prohibition  Act, 
1864,'*  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hy  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr,  Newnes, 
Mr.  Channing,  and  Mr,  Buxton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  76,] 

BUILDING  FEUS  AND    LEASES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Feus  and  Leases  for 
Building  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr, 
Munro  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Philipps. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 


COMPANIES   ACT   (1862)   AMENDMENT  BI1*L. 
On  Motion    of   Mr.   Hoyle,   Bill   to   amend 
**  The  Companies  Act,  1862,"  ordered  to 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hoyle. 

CKOFTERS'   HOLIVINGS    (SCOTLAND)  (NO.    2). 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  amend 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts,  ordered  to-^ 
bo  brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Angus  Suther- 
land, Dr.  &PDonald,  and  Mr,  Mackintosh. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiB  7B.] 

DRAINAGE   SEPARATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  l^Ir.  Stephens,  Bill  to  enabk, 
Local  Authorities  to  deal  separtitely  with  thi 
sewage  and  the  drainage  of  their  districts 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Stephens,  Mf^ 
Hastings,  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Sir  Guy 
Hunter,  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr,  Isaacs, 
Ambrose,  Mr,  Tatton  Egerton,  *and  Mr. 
Tomlinson. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiU  79,] 

SOLICITORS*   MAGISTRACT   BILL, 
On   Motion  of    Sir.  Muclure,  Bill  to  enable 

Solicitors  of  the  High  Court  to  act  as  County 

Justices,  ordered  to   be   brought  in   by   Mr. 

Maclure,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr.  I*awBOD,  Mr,^ 

Leng,  and  Mr,  Maurice  Healy, 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  SO.j 

RAILWAY   COMPANIES    EETUBN     TICKETS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morton,  BiU  to  enable 
Passengers  in  Railway  Trains  and  on  Steam- 
boats, &c.,  to  make  use  of  Return  Tickets  at 
any  time  after  the  date  of  issue,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Morton,  Mr,  CaldweU,  Mr. 
CauBton,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr,  tiloyd  Morgan,  and 
Br.  Tanner. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  S  t .] 

COAL     MINES     REGULATION     ACT    (1887) 
AMENDMENT    BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Pickard,  Bill  to  amen 
**The  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887»1 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickard,  Mi 
Jacoby,  Mr.  Cremer,  and  Mr»  Cuningha 
Graham* 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  62.] 

PAYMENT   OP  MEMBEBS   BTLh. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fenwick,  Bill  to  resto 
the  practice  of  Payment  of  Members,  ordere 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  Bu 
Mr.    Cobb,    Mr,    Munro    Ferguson,   and 
Wilfrid  Lawson. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiB  8S 

PRIVATE    BANKS   BILL, 
On  Motion  of   Mr.  Ernest  Spencer,  Bill  '. 
make  it  compulsory  that  all  Private  Bankii] 
Firms   shall    either  issue  an   emnual  b«U&n4 
sheet  to  their  customers  or  submit  to  an  aud 
by  an   official  appointed  by  the  Gover 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ernest  Speno 
Mr,    Warmington,     Mr.    Maclure,    and    MiftP 
Bartley. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  84J 
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EIGHT   HoaRS   BILT.* 

On  Motion  of   Mr.   Cuainghamo  Gr&kamo, 

Bill  to  riJdtrict  thci  Hoars   of   Lubour   ia   all 

adea  and  induatri&a  to  Eight  per  doy,  ordered 

I  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Ciminghame  Graham^ 

It,  Ran  dell,  Mr,  Abraham  ( Glamorgan)!  3Ir. 

ponybeare,  and  Dr.  Clark. 

iJiH  pr^entcd,  and  read  firat  time.  [Bill  85.] 

SUPERANNUATIONS   (0FFICF.R8  OF    COUNl^' 
OOUNClLiS)   BILU 

On   Motion  of  Mr.   Xorns,    Bill   to   enable 

Duuty  GounciLa  to  provide  a  fund,  by  deduc 
lions  from  salarios  and  wages  of  oliicers  and 
lervanta  in  their  employment,  and  to  grant 
Buporannaation  Allowances  therefrom,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Norrii,  Mr.  Lawson, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr, 
Edmund  Robertson,  and  Mr,  Joanings* 

Bill  proaented,  and  read  &rat  time.   [Bill  1^6,] 


b 


SOLlCn^DRS  AND   APPRENTICES  (mELAND) 


BtLL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Neill,  Bill  to  amend  and 
consolidate  the  Laws  relating  to  Solicitors,  and 
to  the  aervice  of  indentured  Apprentictia  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr,  Macartney,  Mr. 
O'Keoffe,  and  Mr.  Reynolda, 

bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  87.] 

rbrTOXiCATINO    tIQ0OR8    LICENCES    (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
On  Motion  ol  Mr.  Johnston,  Bill  to  enable 
the  ratepayers  of  any  locality  to  veto  the  isBue 
of  Licences  for  the  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  John- 
Bton,  Mr,  Juhn  Redmond,  Mr.  T.  W.  RoBsell, 
Mr.  Jordan^  Mr.  Bo  Oobain,  and  Mr.   John 
Barry, 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  88.] 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLUINOH  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr*  Channing,  Bill  to  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  in  England  and  Wales  ;  and  for 
other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Mr,  Cobb,  Mr. 
Halley  Stewart,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  and 
Mr.  Axthur  Williams. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  first  time.   [Bill 89.] 

COUNIT   COUN'CILS  (cOSTRACrs)    BILL. 

Motion  of    Mr.  Cozens- Hardy,    Bill   to 

ve  the   disabilities  affecting  memb«rs  of 

Biy  Councils  in  respect  of   Contracts   for 

the  supply  of  road  materials,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozons-Hardy,  Sir  Edward 

"Birkbeck,  Mr.  Gurdon,  and  Mr.  fkimervoll. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  ©D. ] 

POMiEN  nSHEBlBS  (iRETJJ^d)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartnay,  Bill  for  the 
_  otter  preservation  of  the  PoUen  Fisheries  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to   be    brought   ia  by  Mr. 
Macartney  and  Mr*  O'Neill. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  OL] 


PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Howeli,;Qillto  consolidato, 
simplify,  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Far li a- 
tncntary  Elections ;  and  for  other  purpoaeii 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr, 
Stuart,  Mr.  Fenwick,  Jtr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Bo  wen 
Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Warmicgton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 

LI<,UOR  TRAFFIC  LOCAL  VTTO  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M^Lagan,  Bill  to  enable 
owners  and  occupiers  in  burghs,  wards  of 
burghs,  parishes,  and  districts  in  Scotland  to 
prevent  the  common  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  or  otherwise  to  have  effectual  control 
over  the  drink  traffic  within  snch  areas,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  M* Lagan,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Lyall,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr, 
Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Mark  St-jwart,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  John. 
Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 

SHOPS  (WBKKLT  HALP-HOLIDAY)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  8ir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
enable  local  authorities  to  establish  a  Weekly 
Half -holiday  for  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and 
Mr.  IVhitley, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

PRISONS  ACTS   AJIENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  Bill  to  amend 
thft  Laws  relating  to  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
under  various  Acts  in  England  and  Wales ;  and 
for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Channing,  Mr.^Ficton.  Mr.  Atherloy  Jones, 
and  l^Lr.  Barran. 

BUL  preeentedi  and  readlfirst  time.   [Billtfd.] 

FARM   8ERYANTS*    HOUSING   (SOOTLANP)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Keay,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  Housing  of  Farm  Servants  on  farms  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Keav,  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  Dr.  Clark,  and 
Mr.  Caldwell. 

Bill  presented, and  read  first  time,    [Bill  96.] 

PARLIAMENTARY    VOTERs'   QUALinCA'lTON 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  5Ir.  Morton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
I^aw  concemiing  the  qualifying  period  for  Par- 
liamentary Voters  in  tho  United  Kingdom ; 
and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Morton,  Mr.  Leng,  Mr.  Priestley, 
Mr  Pinkerton,  Mr,  Halley  Stewart,  and 
Captain  Verney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  97.] 

SALE   OF  INTOXICATING    LIQUORS   ON    SUNDAY 
(CORNWALL)  BaL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquera  on 
Sunday  in  the  county  of  Cornwall,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Acland^  Mr. 
Bolitho,  Mr.  Conybeaxe,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr. 
Bickford  Smith,  and  Mr.  M* Arthur. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  98.] 
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8HEEUT  PRINCIPAL  (sOOTLAND)  ABOimON 
BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
offico  of  Sheriff  PriEcipal  in  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Bolton, 
Mr,  Caldwell^  Mr,  Provand,  and  Mr.  Mackin- 
tosh. 

Bill  prenented,  and  read^Hret  timet  [Bill  99.] 

SCHOOL  BOARD  ELEC1I0X3  (SCO'l  I-ANI>)  BILL. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Shirosa  Will,  Bill  to 
amend  tho  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of 
School  Boards  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr»  Shireaa  Will,  Mr.  M'Lagan, 
l^Ir.  Eademont*  and  Mr.  Lycll. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  first  Ume.  [BiU  100.] 

ARTIFICIAL  MANURES,  il'C.  (AXUTLTEKATION) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing,  Bill  for  the 
better  prerentfon  of  frauds  in  the  manufactare 
and  sale  of  Artificial  Manures  and  other  pre* 
parations  for  agricultural  pur|)oau8,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Channicg,  Mr.  Halley 
SStewart,  and  Mr  Seale-Hayne. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 

MERCHANT  SHlPFIKa  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  prevent 
the  deck -loading  of  timber  in  winter,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr*  Howell,  Mr.  Abraham, 
Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Fenwick,  Mr.  Pickard,  Mr.  RowlandB,  and  Mr. 

WUSOD. 

Bill  preaontcdj  and  read  first  time.  [BiH  102.] 

INDUSmiAL  AGRICULTURAL  EDUCAnON  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  ^Ir.  Jesse  CoUings,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  Industrial  AgricultuTal  Education  in 
pubUc  elementary  schools,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Mr.  Henry  II. 
Fowler,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Howell,  &ir 
John  Kennaway,  Sir  Bemhjird  e^amuel»on, 
Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  and  Major  BaB<  h. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  103.] 

PUBLIC   HOUSES   (HOURS   OF   CLOSINU) 
(SCDTLA.Nl))  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  BiU  to  amend 
**  The  Public  Houeea  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Act,  1S87,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  M^Lagaii^  Mr.  Alark  Stewart, 
Mr,  John  Wilson  (Govan),  and  Mr.  Mackin* 
tosh. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  104.] 

EBOISTBATION  OF  ELECTORS  (ACCELERATION) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Bill  to  accele- 
rate the  proceedings  for  the  Registration  of 
Electors  in  England  and  Wales,  and  to  alter 
certain  dates  connected  therewith,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-8huttIeworth,  Sir  John  Dorington,  Mr. 
Gurdon,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Dagdale,  and 
Mr.  Brunner. 

Bill  pretented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  105.] 


THEATRES,    ifec.    (LC>Kr»ON)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  control  and  regulation  of  Theatres, 
Mnsic^halls,  and  Places  of  Public  Entertain- 
ment in  the  Admimstrative  County  of  London 
and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock  and  Earl  Compton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  106.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

OrderedpThat  a  Select  Committee  be  appointol 
to  whom  shall  be  tof  erred  a)l  Petitions  presented 
to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  such  a4 
relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that  such  Committer 
do  classify  and  prepare  abatracta  of  the  tamo,  in 
such  form  and  manner  as  ahall  appear  to  them 
best  suited  to  convey  to  the  House  all  requisite 
information  respecting  their  contents,  and  do 
report  the  same  from  time  to  time  to  the 
House ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the  Committee 
do  set  forth  the  number  of  signatures  to  each 
Petition  only  in  respect  to  those  signatures  to 
which  addresses  are  affixed  :— And  that  aitc^ 
Committee  have  power  to  direct  the  printing 
in  fxtenso  of  such  Petitions,  or  such  parts  of 
Petitions,  ais  ahall  appear  to  require  it :—  And 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  report  their 
opinions  and  observations  thereupon  to  the 
Houae: 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Sir  Charles  Foster,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  3Ir. 
Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Colonel 
Bridgeman,  Mr,  Donald  Crawford,  Mr,  Mid* 
hoUand,  Viscount  Lvmington,  Mr.  Wiggin, 
Mr.  M»Lagan,  Mr.  T.'P.  O'Connor,  Sir  Charlefl 
Dalrj'mple,  Mr.  Hanbury -Tracy,  Sir  Robert 
Fowler,  and  Mr.  Justin  Huntly  M'Carthy  i 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum.— (Sir 
Vharlts  Fu&ler,) 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (ENGLAND  AlTD 
WAJ^KS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Powell,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Elementary  Education  (England 
and  Wales),  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Powell,  Mr.  Heneage,  Sir  Richard  Paget,  Mr. 
do  Lisle,  Colonel  Eyre,  Air,  Hinckes,  Mr. 
Samuel  Hoare,  Mr.  Ho  worth,  Mr.  Lawrence, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Jlr. 
Byron  Reed,  and  Mr.  Talboti 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

LAB0€TII:RS*  IREr^iND  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Cartan,  BiU  to  improvi 
the  condition  of  the  Labourers  in  Ir(5an<" 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  M 'Car tan,  Mri 
Pamell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Blane,  Dr.  Fox,  Mr« 
Clancy,  and  Mr.  Pinkerton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  108,] 
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OLEBB  LANDS  BILL. 

On^Motion  of  Mr,  Mowbray,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  occupation  of  Glob 
Lands  in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj 
Mr,  Mowbray,  Mr.   Childers,  IHr.  Talbot,  Mr^ 
Tomlinson,  and  Mr.  Ohanning, 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  109.  J" 

House  idjoamed  at  a  quarter 
before  Five  o'clock^ 
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for  the  present  undertake  the  duty  of 
inspection,  so  as  to  obviate  the  appoint- 
ment of  special  Inspectors. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  ^th  November,  1890. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

QUESTIONS. 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  IN  INDIAN 
FACTORIES. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N. W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  contemplates  in- 
troducing any  legislation  restricting  the 
hours  of  labour  in  the  cotton  mills  of 
Bombay  and  India  generally ;  and  if  any 
regulations  are  to  be  issued  connected 
with  the  inspection  of  mines  in  India, 
or  are  any  Inspectors  to  be  appointed  ?  I 
wish  further  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  statement  contained 
in  page  124  of  a  recent  Return  supplied 
by  the  East  India  Company,  in  which 
it  is  said  that  it  would  be  a  great  boon  to 
those  employed  to  have  their  hours  of 
labour  restricted,  and  Sunday  labour  got 
rid  of  altogether? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst, 
Chatham)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  attention  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
hsi&  been  directed  to  the  Retarn  referred 
to.  In  reply  to  the  Question  upon  the 
Paper,  I  have  to  say  that  the  existing 
Factory  Act  and  the  proposed  Amend- 
ments restrict  the  hours  of  labour  for 
women  and  children  in  Indian  factories. 
They  do  not  regulate  the  hours  of  labour 
for  adult  males.  The  Secretary  of  State 
in  July  last  asked  the  Government  of 
India  to  consider  the  regulation  of 
labour  in  mines,  and  the  inspection 
thereof.  It  will  be  considered  whether 
oflBcers  of  the  Geological  Survey  cannot 

VOL.  OCCXLIX.       [third  serobs.] 


LONDON  AND  SOUTH  WES  FERN  RAIL- 
WAY—ACCIDENT NEAR  EASTLEIGH. 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  Major  Marindin's  Report 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  causes  of 
the  fatal  accident  near  Eastleigh  on  the 
London  and  South-Western  Railway  on 
the  12th  July  last,  which  he  found  was 
due  to  the  non-observance  of  signals  by 
the  driver  and  fireman  of  a  locomotive , 
and  especially  to  the  paragraph — 

*'  It  is  not  difficult  to  account  for  the  conduct 
of  these  men  who,  I  feel  convinced,  must  have 
been  asleep,  or  nearly  so,  upon  the  engine,  for 
they  had  at  the  time  heen  on  duty  for  nearly 
sixteen  and  a-half  hours,  and  the  driver  had,  he 
states,  been  suffering  from  neuralgia  for  some 
days  ;  and  that  a  driver  cannot  be  considered 
to  be  in  a  fit  and  proper  state  to  perform  his 
very  responsible  duties  after  working  for  such 
a  length  of  time,  even  when  in  the  best  of 
health." 

And  his  recommendation  that — 

**  The  employment  of  drivers  for  more  than 
a  reasonable  number  of  consecutive  houis 
should  be  absolutely  prohibited." 

And  whether  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  carry  out  this  recommendation,  and 
prohibit  the  employment  of  locomotive 
drivers  and  firemen  beyond  a  fixed 
number  of  hours,  or,  if  not,  will  ho 
oppose  any  Bill  brought  in  by  a  private 
Member  to  effect  this  purpose  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Yes,  Sir;  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  important  question, 
and  I  am  in  communication  upon  it  with 
the  Railway  Association.  I  hope  that 
the  Railway  Companies  may  themselves 
take  action  in  the  matter.  In  the  mean- 
time, I  could  not  express  an  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  advisability  of  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  PROVAND :  Arising  out  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  may 
I  ask  what  length  of  time  the  Railway 
Association  has  taken  to  return  a 
reply  1 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  com- 
munication  to  the  Railway  Association 
has  only  recently  been  made.  It  is 
based  upon  certain  accidents  which  have 
only  occurred  in  the  course  of  the  present 
year. 
Q 
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CHELSEA  SAVINGS  BANK. 
Mb.  W^HITMORE  (Chelsea) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  the  official  liquidator  of  the 
Chelsea  Savings  Bank  will  make  a 
further  dividend  to  the  depositors ;  and 
whether  he  can  now  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  statement  showing  the  cost 
and  charges  incurred  in  the  liquidation 
and  the  assets  available  for  distribu- 
tion? 

♦The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHP]- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  declaration  of  a 
further  dividend  is  delayed  pending  the 
result  of  communications  with  the 
trustees  and  managers  as  to  their  pro- 
viding the  sum  of  £420,  amounting  to 
a  dividend  of  Id.  in  the  £1,  without 
litigation,  which  would  enable  the  liqui- 
dator, subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
Court,  to  pay  the  depositors  in  full. 
Apart  from  claims  on  the  trustees 
and  managers,  practically  the  whole 
estate  available  for  distribution  has  been 
got  in.  The  cost  and  charges  will  be 
finally  settled  by  the  Court  at  the  con- 
.  elusion  of  the  windiug-up,  and  when  the 
liquidation  is  complete  the  Treasury 
will  communicate  with  the  official  liqui- 
dator as  to  laying  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  statement  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  desires. 

GREAT  WESTERN  MAILS. 
Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  how  many  times  this  year  the 
mails  from  the  North  have  missed  the 
Great  Western  train  timed  to  leave 
Bristol  for  the  South  at  or  about  10 
a.m.,  and  what  means  he  has  of  prevent- 
ing or  diminishing  the  inconvenience 
caused  to  the  public  by  the  irregularity 
of  this  mail  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  I  do 
not  quite  follow  the  hon.  Member's 
question,  but  I  think  he  must  refer  to 
the  connection  at  Bristol  between  the 
mail  train  from  the  North  due  at  5.45 
a.m.  and  the  train  leaving  at  6.10  a.m., 
which  takes  forward  the  North  Mail 
letters  for  Hampshire  when  they  reach 
Bristol  punctually,  K  the  hon.  Member 
will  let  me  know  at  what  towns  the  in- 
convenience complained  of  arises  I  will 
inquire  fully  into  the  matter. 


THR    TEA    ROOM    TABLE. 

Mr.  BRUNNER :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  as  to  the  age 
of  the  old  Table  of  the  House,  said  to 
have  been  saved  from  the  fire  of  1834, 
now  lately  placed  in  the  Tea  Room  1 

The  FIRST  COMAflSSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  DubUn  .  Uni- 
versity) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  postpone  the  question  until 
another  day. 

ROADS  AND  FOOTPATHS. 
Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon. 
Honiton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whetho 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
case  of  "Warminster  v.  the  County  of 
Wilts,"  reported  in  the  October  number 
of  Queen's  Bench  Reports  for  1890, 
wherein  it  was  held  by  Justices  Charles 
and  Grantham  that  the  word  "  road  "  in 
every  caso  includes  footpaths ;  and 
whether,  8S  this  decision  will  throw 
upon  County  Councils  a  large  additional 
burden  not  contemplated  at  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  be  will  introduce  a  short 
Bill  to  amend  the  Local  Government 
Act  in  this  particular  ? 
♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  My 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  de- 
cision in  question.  I  must  point  out 
that  the  Local  Government  Act,  1888, 
made  no  change  in  the  law  as  to  what 
constitutes  a  main  road,  that  question 
being  governed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Highways  and  Locomotives  Amendment 
Act,  1878.  The  decision  in  the  case 
referred  to  was  in  effect  as  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  the  term  "  main  road "  in 
that  Act,  and  if  an  amendment  of  the 
law  were  to  be  made  it  would  rather  be 
by  an  amendment  of  the  Highways  and 
Locomotives  Amendment  Act  than  of 
the  Local  Government  Act.  I  do  not 
gather  that  my  hon.  Friend  wishes  that 
the  law  should  be  amended  so  as  to  pro- 
vide that  no  footpaths  should  be  main- 
tained by  the  county.  I  presume  his 
Question  is  directed  to  the  footpaths  in 
urban  sanitary  districts.  I  am  afraid  I 
could  not  attempt  to  amend  the  law  to 
provide  that  these  districts,  which  are 
liable  for  contributing  to  the  cost  of  the 
maintenance  of  footpaths  in  the  coiintrj 


121 


Destitute 


{November  27, 1890} 


Immiffranti,  122 


districts,  should  have  no  claim  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  own  footpaths.  So 
far  as  regards  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
penditure for  which  the  county  is  to  be 
liable,  I  may  point  out  that  the  decision 
in  question  wouM  seem  to  amount  to  this 
— that  when  an  Urban  Authority  have 
claimed  to  retain  the  powers  and  duties 
of  maintaining  and  repairing  a  main 
road  within  their  district,  the  county  is 
liable  to  make  an  annual  payment  to- 
wards the  cost  of  the  maintenance  and 
repair  and  reasonable  improvement  con- 
nected with  the  maintenance  and  repair 
of  the  road.  If  any  difference  arises 
between  the  County  Council  and  the 
Urban  Authority  as  to  the  amount  of 
the  contribution  which  should  be  paid, 
the  question  is  one  which,  on  the  request 
of  either  pirty,  may  be  referred  to  the 
arbitration  of  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

H.M.F,  .SERFEXr^ 

Mb.  GOUELEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  AdmiraUy 
if  he  will  inform  the  House  the  number, 
description,  and  position  of  compasses  on 
board  the  Serpent  when  she  left  Ply- 
mouth, and  where  last  adjusted  ;  whether 
Iwxy  or  aU  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  are 
It  ted  with  Sir  William  Thomson's  com- 
Dass ;  and  to  inquire,  if  it  is  the  inten- 
pon  of  the  Admiralty  to  supplement 
(and  to  what  extent)  the  private  sub- 
scriptions  now  being  made  on  behalf  of 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  the  crew  of 
the  Serpent  / 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RAWT  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing)  :  There  were  four  compasses 
on  board  the  Serpent ^  including  two  of 
Sir  William  Thomson's,  and  they  were 
adjusted  and  inspeeted  on  July  6  and 
November  8  this  year.  The  compasses 
were  inspected  after  the  manoBUvres  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Compasses,  and 
found  in  excellent  order.  On  the  occa- 
sion of  a  subsequent  visit  to  the  ship  by 
the  Assistant  Superintendent  of  Com- 
passes, the  commander  expressed  his  own 
and  the  navigating  officer's  great  satis- 
faction with  the  behaviour  of  the  com- 
passes during  heavy  weather  in  the 
manceuvres  of  1890.  Sir  W.  Thomson's 
compasses  were  introduced  into  the  Navy 
in  1884,  and  there  arc  now  very  few  of 
Her  Majesty's  sea-going  ships  that  have 
not  at  least  one.    Pensions    from    the 


funds  of  Greenwich  Hospital  will  be 
given  to  all  the  widows,  and  allowances 
to  the  childi^en,  according  to  the  rating 
of  the  husband.  In  cases  in  which  the 
men  have  not  left  widows  or  children, 
hut  parents  or  other  relatives  dependent 
on'them,  gratuities  will  l>e  given  not  ex- 
ceeding a  year's  full  wages,  exclusive  of 
any  extra  or  additional  pay.  The  pay- 
ment of  these  gratuities  will  either  bo 
extended  over  a  period  until  the  whole 
amount  has  been  paid,  or  a  lump  sum 
will  be  given  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Admiralty  if  recommended.  If  the  ages 
of  the  children  are  given,  some  of  them 
could  be  placed  in  homes  at  the  expense 
of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and,  if  sons, 
could  be  subsequently  educated  at 
Greenwich  Hospital  Schooh 

DESTITUTE  IMMIGRANTS. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  ASairs  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  a  paragraph  in  Mon- 
day's papers,  to  the  effect  that  on 
Sunday  last  there  landed  at  Tilbury 
Docka^  from  Hamburg,  nearly  300 
Polish  Jews,  most  of  them  apparently 
destitute,  who  had  been  sent  to  this 
country  by  an  emigration  agency,  with 
branches  tliroughout  Russian  Poland, 
which  represented  to  them  that  work  is 
abundant  here  ;  and  whether  he  w  ill 
take  steps  to  prevent  the  further  recruit- 
ing of  our  already  congested  labour 
market  hy  this  class  of  immigrants  ? 

*Sm  M,  HICKS  BEACH  :  With  the 
permission  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  I 
will  answer  this  question.  I  have  been 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  that  on  Sunday  last  there  were 
landed  at  Tilbury  Docks  from  Hamburg 
65  passengers,  apparently  foreign  Jews, 
most  of  whom  had  luggage  and  all  of 
whom  proceeded  to  London  ;  and  that 
on  Monday  there  were  landed  40  pas- 
sengers, also  apparently  foreign  Jews, 
who  proceeded  to  London,  From  fur- 
ther inquiry  it  appears  that  amongst 
those  who  arrived  on  the  Monday  were 
nine  sailors,  who  shipped  at  once,  and  17 
out  of  the  whole  number  Iiavo  been  ad- 
mitted into  the  Home  for  Destitute 
Jews.  The  remainder  have  apparently 
dispersed  in  various  directions,  some 
having  been  met  at  the  dock  by  friends. 
Inquiries  are  being  made  as  to  the 
nature  and  extent  of  any  emigration 
G  2 
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agencies  by  which  such  passengers  are 
sent  to  thia  country,  Inatructions  have 
been  sent  to  the  Consul  at  Hamburg  to 
issue  a  warning  to  intending  passengers 
against  their  relying  on  the  assarances 
of  finding  employment  when  they  reach 
this  country. 

REGISTRATION  OF  DEATHS, 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Boai-d  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
decennial  Ec ports  of  the  late  Dr.  Farr 
showed  the  number  of  deaths  in  each 
registration  district^  cause  of  death,  and 
sex,  but  that  the  Report  1871-80  of  Dr. 
Ogle,  in  lieu  of  distinguishing  male  from 
female,  only  shows  persons;  and  whether, 
for  the  decennial  Report  1881-90,  the 
Report  of  Vital  Statistics  can  be  compiled 
80  as  to  distinguish  sex? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  find  that  the  change 
ol  practice  with  regard  to  the  decennial 
Reports  referred  to  was  made,  and  I 
am  giving  the  matter  my  considemtion. 

THE  BRITISH  NAVAL  HOSPITAL  AT 
LISBON, 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  B'irsfc  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  U}  a  paragraph  in  the  Tirrua  of 
25th  November,  as  follows  : — 

**  By  order  of  the  Admiralty,  the  British 
Niival  Hospital  will  be  aold  by  auction  on  the 
27th  inetant.  The  property  has  a  frontage  of 
70  TTictrea,  and  occupiea  one  of  tho  finest  si  tea 
in  Lisbon  f 

and  whether  the  statement  is  true ;  and, 
if  so,  by  what  authority  the  Admiralty 
sells  a  property,  the  cost  of  which  has 
been  voted  by  Parliament,  without  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  ? 

*L0ED  G.  HAMILTON:  The  state- 
statement  is  correct.  For  years  past  the 
maintenance  of  this  hospital  and  its 
establishment  have  been  of  little  or  no 
benefit  to  the  Navy,  and  therefore  it 
was  decided  to  close  the  hospital,  sell 
the  building,  and  transfer  the  establish- 
ment to  Gibraltar,  where  it  is  much 
wanted.  No  special  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment is  necessary  for  the  disposal  of 
surplus  Government  property  of  this 
character. 

THE  LABOUR  BUREAU, 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Tirade  whether 
Sir  M,  Bickt  Bmoh 


any  addition  has  been  made  during  the 
present  financial  year  to  the  staff  of  the 
Labour  Bureau  ;  whether  any,  and  what, 
further  increase  in  the  staff  is  now  pr 
posed  ;  whether  he  will  sUte  its  preseni 
exact  strength  and  cost;  and  whether 
the  Government  will  take  any  steps 
give  greater  efficiency  to  the  Ijabour 
Statistical  Department? 

♦Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  i  Ni 
actual  addition  to  the  staft'  engaged  o: 
labour  statistics  has  been  made  duriu] 
the  present  year,  but  pro|io8tils  for  a  fe 
additions  to   the  clerical  staff   and   foi 
special  arrangements  to  obtain  statistical 
tables,  and  a  report  on  the  proportion  of 
wages  to  profits  and  costs  of  production 
and  for  similar  reports  on  kindred  su' 
jects,  from  time  to  time,  are  now  befoi 
the  Treasuiy.      The  numbers  at  presen 
exclusi^^ely  employed  on  the  work  a 
eleven,    whose    aggregate   salaries,    in« 
eluding   the  duty   pay  of  a  gentlemai 
who  is  largely  engaged  on  other  wurkj 
amount  to  £1,72*3,     I  hope  by  means 
the  present  staff  and  the  additions  no 
proposed   to  add  materially  to  both  th( 
periodical  and  occasional  publications  oj 
the  Department.       In  particular^  I  lool 
forward  to  presenting  at  an  early  date 
Reix)rt  on  profit  sharing  as   well  as  th' 
Report  on  wages  and  cost  of  prod  action 
to  which  I  have  just  referred.     This  will 
be   additional   to    the    subjects   alresdy 
being  dealt  with  periodically  or  otherwisi 

POSTAL    OFFICIALS    IN    THE 
PKOVINCES, 
Earl      CDMPTON      (York,      W,R,, 
Barusley)  :  I  beg  txD  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  when  the  scheme  of  revision  fo 
the  superior  postal  officials  at  Newcastlej^ 
Bristol,    Leeds,     and    other    provincial 
offices  will  be  announced ;  and  wliether 
it  is  intended  that  the  date  of  the  appli- 
cation of  the  scheme  to  these  offices  shall 
take   effect   from    the   diite   of  the   last 
published  scheme  1 
♦Mr.   RAIKES:    The  decision  of  th| 
Treasury  in  respect  of  the  three  office 
named  has  reached  me,  and  will  shortlj 
be    carried    into    effect.     The   detiiiledl 
examination  of  all  the  large  offices  in  the" 
provinces   has   occupied  much  time  and 
labour,  and  cases  are  being  submitted 
the   Treasury  as  fast  as   cii-cunistanc 
permit      The  dates  of  the  application  of 
the  various  changes  will  be  tiied  in  con- 
sultatioB  with  the  Treasury, 
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THE  BANK  ACT— £1  NOTES. 
Mr.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (West 
Bromwich)  :  I  bej^  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whefcher,  in  view  ol 
tho  recent  serioua  crisis  in  the  City,  and 
the  continual  animal  strain  put  upon 
business  by  the  decrease  in  the  B^nk 
reserve,  and  constant  scarcity  of  gold, 
the  Government  will  now  consider  the 
advisability  of  introducing  a  short  Bill 
to  amend  the  Bank  Act  of  ISii  by  the 
issue  of  XI  notes  against  silver,  or  Con- 
sols, or  otherwise,  in  order  that  it  raay 
be  in  keeping  with  the  present  time,  and 
the  expansion  of  business  which  liafi 
t.fcken  place  since  the  Act  was  passed  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  not  prepared 
at  the  present  moment  to  make  any 
declaration  of  policy  ua  regards  the  Bank 
Charter  Act,  nor  am  1  prepared  to  admit 
the  second  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
question  as  a  necessary  corollary  to  the 
tirst, 

Mb,  lea  (Dondondeny,  S.) :  I  have 
also  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cheqaer  if  the  Government  intend  to 
appjint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  question  of  the  working 
of  the  Bank  Act  of  1844;  if  so,  when 
such  Royal  Commission  will  be  ap- 
pointed ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir ;  we  have  no 
such  intention.  If  at  any  time  it  should 
app3ar  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  arningementa  made  in  1844 
should  be  altered  in  any  particnlars, 
they  would  prefer  to  deal  with  the 
matter  on  their  own  initiative  and  re- 
spo visibility  rather  than  to  relegate  the 
matter  to  a  Royal  Commission. 

THE  NEW  AIUIV  WARRANT. 
General  ERASER  (Lambeth,  N.): 
I  l^eg  to  ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  tiie  new  Warrant  coming  into 
force  on  Ist  January,  1891,  definitely 
decrees  that  after  the  Establishment  of 
General  Officers  is  reduced  to  its  future 
number,  promotion  to  that  grade  shall 
only  be  by  selection  ;  if,  pending  the 
reduction  of  General  Officers  to  the 
future  number,  it  is  intended  that  there 
shall  only  be  one  Senior  Colonel  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  Major  General  for 
every  third  vacancy  that  occurs  in  the 
Major  Oener-als*  List ;  if  so»  whether  any 
Colonels  who  were  Field  Officers  when 
purchaee  was  abolished,  and  are  still  on 


the  Active  List,  will  be  precluded  from 
attaining  tho  rank  of  Major  General, 
owing  to  the  excessive  tardiness  of  this 
promotion  causing  them  to  be  retired  as 
Colonels  through  the  Age  Clauses  ;  and 
if,  in  view  of  tho  terms  of  the  Royal 
Warrant  of  Ist  November,  1871, 
abolishing  purchase  and  decreeing  that 
all  senior  quaHfied  officers  of  every 
grade  shall  be  eligible  for  promotion, 
he  will  re-consider  the  terms  of  the  new 
Warrant? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATHl  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  From  January  1  next  the 
number  of  Gleneral  Officers  will  be  gra- 
dually reduced  till  it  reaches  a  fixed 
limit,  after  that  promotion  to  Major 
General  will  only  be  by  selection  to 
fill  an  appointment  or  as  a  reward 
for  service  in  the  field.  Until  the  Ge- 
neral Officers  on  the  Active  List  are 
reduced  to  100,  every  second  vacancy 
for  promotion  to  Major  General  will  be 
absorbed.  How  far  the  vacancies  not 
absorbed  may  fall  to  Senior  Colonels 
most  depend  upon  circumstances.  The 
number  of  Colonels  who,  when  purchase 
was  abolished,  had  purchased  rights  as 
Majors  will  not  in  January  exceed  20, 
The  absorption  of  va(^ncics  undoubtedly 
increases  the  chance  that  some  of  these 
will  be  compulaorily  retired.  I  presume 
that  the  reference  in  the  last  question  is 
intended  to  be  to  tho  Royal  Warrant  of 
October  30,  1871  (though  that  ia  not  the 
Warrant  abolishing  purchase)*  In  that 
Warrant  it  appeal's  to  me  that  the  mode 
of  promotion  laid  down  to  the  rank  of 
Major  General  was  selection.  I  may  add 
that  a  Colonel  of  the  class  referred  to,  if 
injured  by  compulsory  retirement,  has  a 
claim  to  compensation.  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, as  at  present  advised,  see  the  special 
hardship  of  this  class  of  cases,  but  I  will 
consider  the  matter  further. 

PLEASURE  BOATS  ON  THE  SEVERN* 
Mb.  GEORGE  ALLSOPP  (Worces- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether  the 
Government  will  introduce  a  measure 
during  this  Session  enabling  the  making, 
by  County  and  City  Councils,  of  bye- 
laws  controlling  the  construction  and 
use  of  pleasure  boats  and  veasebi  navi* 
gating  rivers  within  their  jurisdiction, 
and  which  would  give  the  Council  of 
the  City  of  Worcester  effective  control 
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over  tho  con  sir  action  and  use  of  pleasuro 
boata  and  vesseb  navigating  the  River 
Severn  within  or  from  the  City  of 
Worcester,  the  Local  Government  Board 
being  of  opinion  that  existing  legislation 
does  not  authorise  the  making  of  such 
bye-laws  1 

•Mr.  RITCHIE:  Section  172  of  the 
Puhlic  Health  Act,  1875,  authorises  any 
Urban  Authority  to  licence  the  proprie- 
tors of  pleasure  boats  and  vessels,  and 
the  boatmen  or  other  persons  in  charge, 
and  to  make  bye -laws  for  regulating  the 
numbering  and  naming  of  the  boats  and 
vessels,  and  the  number  of  persons  to 
be  carried  and  the  mooring-places,  and 
for  fixing  rates  of  hire  and  tho  qualifica- 
tion of  the  boatmen  or  other  persons  in 
charge,  and  for  securing  their  good  and 
orderly  conduct  while  in  charge.  When 
dealing  with  a  Bill  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  it  may 
ppojKjrly  be  a  matter  for  eonsideration 
whether  the  powers  conferred  on  Urban 
Sanitary  Authorities  by  the  section  re- 
ferred to  should  not  bo  enlarged. 

BRUSSELS  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamleta,  Poplar);  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs 
whether  Her  Majesty*s  Government  is 
able  to  inform  the  House  as  to  the  pre- 
sent position  of  affairs  relating  to  the 
enforcement  of  the  General  Act  of  the 
Brusseli  Conference,  and  whether  he 
will  lay  the  Protocols  of  the  Conference 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and 
whether  it  is  true  that,  unless  the 
Government  of  the  Netherlands  afl&iea 
its  signature  to  the  General  Act  of  the 
Brussels  Conference  by  the  1st  of 
January  next,  tho  deliberations  of  the 
Conference  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  agreed  to  by  the  other  six- 
teen Powers  represented  at  the  Confer- 
ence, will  be  nullified  ? 

♦I'UE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
S,  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  The 
Protocols  will  be  laid  immediately.  The 
present  position  is  that  Holland  still 
refuses  to  sign  tho  Act  with  the  Declara- 
tions annexed  to  it  relating  to  import 
duties  in  the  Conventional  Basin  of  the 
Congo*  The  period  daring  which  her 
eignatore  can  be  affixed  expires  at  the 
end  of  the  year. 

Mr.  George  AlUopp 


Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  *  ^ 
Have  Her  Majesty's  Government  made* 
or  will  they    make,  any  special  repre- 
sentations to  Holland  to  induce  them  to  ' 
waive  their  objections,  and  to  give  their 
assent  to  the  Act  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty^g 
Government  will  do  all  in  their  power, 

VITU. 

Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  on  what  ground  the  British  Fleet 
was  employed  to  punish  the  Sultan  of 
Vitu  and  the  natives  for  the  murder  of 
German  traders  some  months  ago  ;  and,  I 
whether  Vitu  at  the  time  of  the  murder  1 
was  under  German  protection  1 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  Germany  with- 
drew her  protectorate  over  Vitu  in 
favour  of  Great  Britain  on  the  Ist  of 
July.  Since  that  date  it  has  ceased  to  i 
be  under  German  protection.  The  noti- 
fication placing  it  under  British  pro- 
tectorate was  published  on  tho  25th  of 
the  present  month.  At  tho  time  of  the 
murder,  therefore,  the  position  was 
transitional,  but  as  Great  Britain  had 
accepted  in  July  tho  transfer  of  the  pro- 
tectorate it  was  unquestionably  her  duty,  1 
and  not  that  of  Germany,  to  inflict 
punishment  for  murders  of  white  men 
committed  since  that  date.  Papers  on 
the  subject  are  being  prepai'ed  and  will 
be  laid  shortly. 

CHRISTIANS  IN  ASTATIC  TURKEY 

MR.BRYCE(Aberdeen,S.)^  ^  begtoask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  when  Papers  relating  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Christians  of  Asiatic  Turkey 
will  be  presented  to  the  House ;  and 
whether  these  Papers  will  contain  any 
recent  Reports  by  Air.  CliEford  Uoyd 
upon  the  state  of  the  vilayet  of 
Erzeroum  ? 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) 
had  on  the  Notice  Paper  the  following 
Question :  To  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when 
tho  Further  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  Affairs  of  Armenia  will  be  pub- 
lished ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  wiU,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  answer  at 
the  same  time  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Eye  Division  (Mr.  F. 
Stevenson).  These  Papers  are  being 
prepared,  but  I  cannot  make  a  definite 
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undertaking  as  to  the  time  at  wbich 
they  will  bo  presented.  They  w^ill,  of 
course,  contain  He  ports  from  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Are  the  Papers  likely 
to  bo  ready  before  Christmas  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGU8S0N  :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  yet  when  they  wDl  be 
presented. 

Mb.  BRYCE :  I  will  repeat  the  ques- 
tion on  an  early  day. 

COLONIAL  LETTER  POSTAGE. 

Mr.  DIXOJ^-HARTLAND(Middleeex, 
Uxbridtife) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  w  lie  the r  he  can  tell  the  House 
wiiat  has  been  the  general  result  of  his 
communication  with  the  Colonies  respect- 
ing the  proposed  eatablisliment  of  an 
uniform  *2hd.  letter  postage,  and  when 
the  reduced  cliarge  is  likely  to  com- 
mence in  this  country  I 

Mr.  RAIKKS:  I  am  glad  to  be  able 
to  inform  my  hon.  Friend  and  the  House 
that  the  most  important  groups  of  our 
Cclonieshave  at  length  decided  in  favour 
of  reducing  the  letter  povStage  in  accord* 
anco  with  the  scheme  announced  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ii]  his  last 
Budget  speech.  Notwithstanding  the 
inevitable  sacrifice  of  revenue,  the  several 
Governments  of  the  Australasian  Colonies, 
the  CapOi  Natal»  the  West  African,  West 
Indian,  and  some  other  Colonies  are  pre- 
pared for  the  change ;  and  in  regard  to 
these  I  am  making  arrangements  to 
carry  it  into  effect  on  the  Ist  of  January 
next.  I  have  not  yet  been  made  aware 
of  the  ultimate  decision  of  India  and  the 
Asiatic  Colonies  ;  but  I  am  hopeful  that 
the  difficulties  in  those  qmarters  may 
before  long  be  overcome. 

THE  IRISH  MAILS. 

Mr.  lea  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  lie  is  aware  that  while  delays 
of  mails  to  the  North  of  Ireland  have 
been  frequent  during  the  past  six  months^ 
yet  steam  communication  between 
Stranraer  and  Tjame  baa  been  con- 
ducted with  reasonable  punctuality ; 
and  if  he  has  made  arrangements  for 
the  despatch  of  miiils  bv  this  route? 

Mr.  MI^ARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  can  stato  the  nudber  of  dajs  since 
Ist  July  last  on  which  the  English  mails 
for  Belfast  and  North  of  Ireland  were 
i^to  for  despatch  from  Dublin  by  the 


mail  train  leaving  there  for  Belfast  at 
7.25  a.m,  ? 
♦Mr.  R  AIKES  :  1  find  that  einoe  the 
1st  of  July  last  the  English  night  mails 
for  Belfast  and  the  North  of  Ireland 
have  missed  the  7*25  a.m.  mail  train 
from  Dublin  on  11  occaaionfl.  I  have 
made  arrangements  for  the  mails  to  be 
forwarded  by  a  special  train  in  future 
whenever  the  arrival  at  Amiens  Street 
Station,  Dublin,  is  after  7.40  a.m.  The 
Post  Office  has  no  record  of  the  sailings 
of  the  packet  between  Stranraer  and 
Larne,  and  the  question  of  adopting  this 
route  for  the  mails  for  the  North  of 
Ireland  is  now  receiring  careful  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  sexton  {Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether, 
considering  the  notorious  fact  that  the 
mails  are  frequently  late,  he  will  make 
an  inquiry  whether  there  would  not  be  a 
material  saving  of  time  by  the  Lame 
route,  and  whether  proposals  have  been 
made  to  the  carrying  companies  for  a 
service  by  that  route  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  I  have  already  inti- 
mated my  willingness  to  consider  any 
proposals  which  might  be  made  by  the 
Railway  Companies  controlling  this 
route.  Such  propoeals  only  reached  rao 
about  a  fortnight  ago»  and  are  now  tho 
subject  of  cart'ful  consideration  and 
comparison  with  those  made  by  other 
eompanieB. 

Mr.  m  COBAIN  (Belfast,  K) :  I  beg 
to  ask  tho  Postmaster  General  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  increasing  fre- 
quency of  the  late  arrival  and  delivery 
of  mails  in  Belfast  and  the  North  of 
Ireland  generally,  lately,  he  has  given 
any  further  consideration  to  the  question 
of  an  accelerated  mail  service  by  the 
Stranraer  and  Lame  route»  as  placed 
before  hira  by  a  large  and  most  in- 
fiuential  deputation  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  during  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  serious  injury  and  inconvenience 
to  trade  resulting  from  the  present 
service  J  he  can  give  some  assurance  of 
the  matter  receiving  his  early  and 
favourable  attention  1 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  question  to  which  ho 
refers  has  been  constantly  kept  in  view 
sinod  it  was  last  mentioned  in  this 
House*  It  involves  very  important 
issues,  and   is   Bcarcely   yet   ripe   for 
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decision  ;  but  I  hope  soon  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  an  announcement  on  the 
subject. 

DRAINAGE  BOARDS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  "whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Irish  Government  to 
introduce  this  Session  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  laws  relating  to  the  constitution  of 
Drainage  Boards  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot  enter 
into  any  undertaking  at  the  present 
moment  to  introduce  legislation  in  the 
direction  of  amending  the  laws  relating 
to  the  constitution  of  Drainage  Boards 
in  Ireland. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  ACTS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  or 
assent  to  a  Return  giving  particulars  of 
the  cases  in  which  the  Land  Commission 
has  received  applications  from  purchasers 
of  their  holdings  under  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Acts,  1885  and  1888,  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  time  of  purchase  or  an  abate- 
ment in  the  amount  of  instalments  duel 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Irish 
Land  Commissioners  report  that  some 
memorials  of  the  nature  in  question  and 
of  a  stereotyped  character  have  been 
received.  I  do  not  see  that  any  public 
advantage  would  be  gained  by  laying 
them  upon  the  Table. 

*Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  from  several 
counties  in  Ireland  memorials  upon  this 
subject  have  been  presented,  and  that 
they  are  not  "  stereotyped  ?  " 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No, Sir.  There 
have  been  memorials  presented,  but  I 
do  not  know  where  they  came  from. 
*Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Then,  are  we   to 
have  no  information  in  regard  to  them  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
the  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  information 
iu  my  possession. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne) :  We  attach  great  importance  to 
these  memorials  and  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  not  in 
perfect  conformity  with  oflScial  usage, 
and  would  it  not  conduce  to  coi^venience 
Jfr,  RaiJm 


to  have  the  documents  laid  upon  the 
Tablet 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
given  my  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the 
documents.  As  to  the  other  question,  I 
will  make  inquiry,  and  if  I  find  that  it 
is  in  accordance  with  the  practice  I  'vdll 
grant  the  Return. 

Mr.  J.E.ELLIS:  Ibeg  to  asktheChief 
Secretary  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table,  or  assent  to  a  Return,  giving  par- 
ticulars of  the  cases  in  which  the  iknd 
Commissioner  has  obtained  decrees  of 
ejectment  of  purchasers  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts,  1885-8,  for  arrears  in 
payment  of  their  instalments  of  princi- 
pal and  interest  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  I  am  made 
aware  of  the  particulars  that  are  re- 
quired I  will  do  my  best  to  give  them. 
Ejectment  proceedings  are  not  taken 
against  defaulting  purchasers  by  the 
Irish  Land  Commissioners  ;  but  the 
holdings  are  put  up  for  sale.  Very  few, 
however,  of  such  cases  have  occurred. 
In  the  cases  of  upwards  of  11,000 
tenant  purchasers  during  the  five  years 
in  which  the  Act  has  been  in  operation, 
it  has  been  necessary  to  put  up  for  sale 
the  holdings  of  27  only.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  good  enough  to  place  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  detailing  the  parti- 
culars he  desires  in  regard  to  these  hold- 
ings, the  practicability  of  granting  a 
Return  will  be  considered. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
Is  it  the  fact  that  in  many  cases  the  rent 
has  been  paid  out  of  the  purchase 
money,  and  that  in  many  cases  the  land- 
lords have  agreed  that  two  years  of  the 
purchase  money  should  be  set  aside  for 
that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  I 
have  heard  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Then  you 
will  be  made  aware  of  it. 

DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  by  the  Board 
of  Guardians  of  Claremorris  Union,  in 
the  county  of  Mayo,  to  the  imminence  of 
distress  in  their  district,  and  if  he  has 
made  inquiries  respecting  it;  whether 
the  Claremorris  Board  of  Guardians  have 
pointed  out  to  him  certain  most  desirable 
works  capal}le  of  conferring  vast  benefits 
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on  the  surrounding  country,  lowering 
the  beds  of  rivers  which  now  periodi- 
cally flood  the  district  widely,  the  River 
Robe  and  the  River  Glare,  the  lowering 
of  whose  beds  would  afEord  the  employ- 
ment necessary  to  avert  distress 
in  the  most  congested  portion  of 
that  part  of  the  country  ;  and  what 
he  proposes  to  do  in  the  matter? 
I  beg  further  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  by  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  Ballinrobe  Union,  in  the  county  of 
Mayo,  to  the  urgent  necessity  of  employ- 
ment in  a  portion  of  the  Union,  from 
Partry  to  Tourmakeady,  where  the 
potato  crop  has  been  destroyed,  and  other 
crops  also  are  very  inferior  ;  whether  the 
Board  of  Guardians  have  suggested  to 
him  a  work  of  great  importance,  and 
calculated  to  confer  much  benefit  on  the 
district,  viz.,  the  connection  of  Lough 
Mask  and  the  river  Robe,  a  work  begun 
40  years  ago,  and  nearly  completed 
when  it  was  abandoned ;  and  what  he 
proposes  to  do  in  the  matter  ?  Also 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  threatened  famine  in  the  Ballyglass 
portion  of  the  Ballinrobe  Union,  county 
of  Mayo,  the  potato  crop  having  almost 
entirely  failed  there,  while  the  place  is 
too  remote  from  any  of  the  proposed 
Light  Railway  schemes  to  benefit  by 
such  works ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  very  necessary  work  for 
that  locality,  viz.,  the  draining  of  three 
small  lakes  which  lie  near  together,  and 
which  in  summer  time  are  reduced  to 
unhealthy  swamps ;  whether  it  has  been 
pointed  out  to  him  that  the  drainage  of 
those  lakes  is  easy  of  accomplishment, 
and  is  a  work  calculated  to  afford  the 
employment  necessary  to  relieve  the 
locality  from  the  impending  distress ; 
and,  what  he  proposes  to  do  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  apprehend  anything  of  a 
nature  which  could  be  described  as 
famine  in  the  district  referred  to.  I 
may,  however,  note  there  is  a  railway  in 
process  of  construction  from  Ballinrobe 
to  Claremorris.  Attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  drainage  works  alluded  to. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION. 
Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wh^n  it  is 


proposed  to  fill  the  vacancy  at  the  Board 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland  caused 
by  the  death  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  Whigham  t 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hope  that 
the  vacancy  will  be  filled  up  in  the 
course  of  the  next  four  weeks. 

CASE  OF  HAFFERNAN. 

(4.0.)  Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  (3hief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  a  question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  notice.  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  he  has  seen  a  report  of 
the  verdict  in  the  case  tried  yesterday 
before  Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  that  of 
"  Haffernan  v.  Carter  and  .Tuohy,"  in 
which  the  jury  found  that  the  firing  of 
the  shot  was  not  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  District  Inspector  Carter  and 
the  police  ?  I  would  also  ask  whether 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  will  now 
institute  proceedings  against  the  officer 
who  ordered  the  shot  to  be  fired,  and 
against  the  policeman  who  fired  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
seen  the  report  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  be  kind  enough  to  give  notice  of 
a  question  to  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  whose  Department  it  more 
properly  applies. 

SUPPLY. 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  to- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. — {Mr,  Jackson,) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  to- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. — {Mr,  Jackson,) 


EVICTIONS   (LONDON  AND  SUBURBS). 

Address  for — 

**  Return  of  the  number  of  Warrants  issued 
by  Justices  under  the  Act  1  and  2  Vic.  c.  74, 
for  recovery  of  possession  of  tenements  within 
the  Metropolitan  Police  District  during  the 
two  years  ended  the  30th  day  of  September, 
1890,  showing  the  number  of  Cases  in  which 
force  was  required  to  give  effect  to  the  War- 
rant ;  the  number  of  Cases  in  which  such  force 
was  resisted ;  and  the  number  of  Cases  in  which 
such  tenant  was  re-admitted  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  460,  of  BeBpio|( 
\m)"'-(MT,  Knowlet.) 
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OEJ}£E   OF  THE  DAY. 


SKED  POTATOES  (IKELAND)    BILL. 

(No.  63.) 

SECOKB  BEIDING* 

Order  for  Second  Kaadmg  read. 

•(4.3.)  Thk  first  lord  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  would  appeal  to  the 
hon,  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Colonel  Nolan)  to  allow  this  BUI  to 
stand  over  for  a  few  days  in  order  that 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  may  be  in  a  position  to  make  a 
statement  of  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  matter.  This  course,  I  be- 
lieve, will  advance  the  interests  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  has  at  heart,  and, 
clearly,  the  Government  will  prefer  to 
deal  with  the  matter  on  their  own 
initiative. 

(4.5.)  COLOMEL  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.): 
If  tbo  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  assure 
me  that  in  the  event  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposals  not  being  satisfactory 
facilities  will  be  granted  me  for  bring- 
ing on  my  Bill  at  a  later,  stage,  I 
will  willingly  accede  to  tbo  appeal 
[  made  to  me.  I  would  remind  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  that  there  is  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  to  take  away  all  the  time 
of  private  Members,  and  that  it  is  oaly 
by  a  fortunate  accident  that  I  have 
secnred  an  opportunity  for  bringing  on 
the  Bill 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  under- 
take that  an  opportunity  shall  be 
afEorded  to  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member 
if  the  proposals  of  the  Government  are 
not  satisfactory,  I  think,  however,  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  the  measure  which  will  be  intro- 
duced by  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member. 

(4.6.)  CoLOiTEL  NOLAN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
majority  opposite;  however,  I  do  not 
wisli  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  think  I  oaght  to  have  a  pro- 
mise that  an  exception  will  be  made  in 
my  favour. 

♦Mb.  W,  H.  smith  :  I  give  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  the  assuranoe  he 
desires* 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thursday 
next 


MOTIONS. 


TITUE  RENT-CUAROE  RECOVEUY 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  SUch/iel  Hicks  Beach,  Bill 
to  maku  better  proviiion  for  tho  recovery  of 
Tithe  Eent- Charge  in  Eo  gland  a  ad  Walea, 
ordorod  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach,  Mr.  Atlorney  General,  Mr,  Chaplin, 
and  Mr.  Raikes, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  fiwt  time-  [Bill  110.] 

(4.7.)  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I 
would  point  out  that  the  notice  referring 
to  this  Bill  was  given  subsequently  to  the 
notice  of  the  Bills  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  as  to  Irish  Land  Parchase, 
and  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  change 
in  the  order  of  priority  is  to  be  con- 
tinuous, whether  it  is  the  result  of  and 
consultation  since  Tuesday  last,  any 
whether  the  change  is  to  be  taken  as 
having  any  political  significance  1 

*(4.8.)  The  PRESIDENT  OF  thb 
BOARD  or  TRADE  (Sir  M.  HicEs 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.) :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man attaches  entirely  undue  importance 
to  this  matter.  The  Tithe  Rent-Charj^e 
Bill  stood  between  several  Bills  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  the  Government  thought  it  better 
to  get  this  subject,  on  which  they  do  not 
anticipate  discussion,  out  of  tho  way 
before  the  Irish  Bills  nre  introduced. 

(4.9.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex, 
iSaffron  Waldon)  :  As  tliis  subject  is  of 
interest  to  my  constituents,  1  desire  to 
put  on  record  my  regret  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  not 
thought  fit  to  make  some  statement  in 
asking  leave  to  bring  in  this  measure  on 
the  present  occasion.  We  have  had 
various  measures  dealing  with  tithi 
rent-charge  from  the  present  Govern- 
ment— many  of  them  of  so  di verso  a 
character  that  the  average  intellect  haa 
found  it  difficult  to  make  out  what  the 
Government  really  mean  to  do.  I  would 
warn  the  Government  that  if  this  Bill  is 
not  considered  satisfactory  on  this  side 
of  the  House  it  will  meet  with  no  less 
opposition  than  previous  Bills  on  the 
same  subject  I  think  we  should  have 
an  assumnce  that  the  Bill  will  beat  onoe 
printed  and  circulated  amongst  Members. 

♦(4.11.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  It 
will  be  printed  and  circulated  to-morrow 
morning. 

niB.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire^ EO  :  I  bope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man   will   allow   some   time   to    elapse 
before  the  Second  Beading. 
*Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH :   I  will  fix 
the  date  for  the  Second  Reading  when 
the  Bill  has  been  intrcduced. 

(112.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Long- 
ford,  N.)  :  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seifcon) 
asked  if  the  precedence  given  to  this 
Bill  is  to  be  continuous,  We  understood 
that  precedence  was  to  be  given  to  the 
Irish  Land  Bills. 

Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  under- 
stand that  the  precedence  is  to  be 
continuous. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  it  is  alto- 
l^ether  contrary  to  the  statement  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  other 
evening. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONQESTED 
DI8THICT8  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(4.13.)  TKfc:  CHIEF  SECKETARY 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester^  E.) :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  me  on  this  occasion  to 
occupy  at  any  length  the  time  of  the 
House  or  to  make  anything  in  the  nature 
of  a  lengthy  statement  in  regard  to  the 
Bill  I  now  ask  leave  to  introduce. 
Broadly  speaking,  there  is  no  change  in 
the  policy  which  the  Government 
adopted  last  Session,  and  in  its  main 
outlines  the  speech  which  I  delivered  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  in  February  last  would  serve  for 
the  introduction  of  the  present  Bill 
But,  of  course,  we  have  had  forced  ufKJii 
our  notice  the  great  difficulties  — 
mechanical  difficulties,  if  I  may  so 
describe  them — which  attend  the  getting 
of  long  and  complicated  measures 
through  this  House.  We  have  seen  that 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  at  all  eventa^ 
it  is  not  always  the  beat  Bills  that 
survive.  It  is  the  shortest  Bills  that 
survive  ;  and  in  view  of  that  fact  we 
have  cut  the  measure  brought  in  last 
Session  into  two  halves.  I  will  describe 
very  briefly  to  the  House  the  contents 
of  each  of  the  two  Bills  which  stand  in 
Hubstitntion  of  the  Bill  brought  in  last 
Session.  Before  doing  so  let  me  say 
that  wo  have  introduced  a  simplifica- 
tion of  the  procedure  of  last  Session, 
which,  although  I  do  not  think  it  ia  an 
improvement  in  itself,  at  all  events 
makes  the  Bill  a  good  deal  less  cumbrous 
wA  complicated*     lu  the  Bill  of  lait 


Session  a  good  many  improvements  were 
attempted  on  the  ordinary  machinery  of 
the  Ashbourne  Acts  now  in  force.  In  the 
present  Bill  we  have  grafted  the  new 
loan  upon  the  old  machinery  of  the 
Ashbourne  Acts,  and  have  thereby  con- 
siderably shortened  and  simplified  the 
Bills  we  now  have  to  ask  the  House  to 
consider.  The  first  Bill— Bill  No.  1— 
contains  two  parts.  The  first  part  grafts 
upon  the  machinery  of  the  Ashbourne  Acta 
loans  of  stock  to  the  same  amount  as  were 
proposed  to  be  authorised  last  Session  and 
under  the  same  safeguards  as  were  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  of  last  Session*  We 
propose  to  give  to  the  tenants  in  each 
county  in  Ireland  power  to  borrow  money 
for  the  purchase  of  their  holdings  up  to 
25  years'  purchase  of  the  guarantee  fund 
of  that  county,  the  guaiantee  fund  in 
thia  Bill  being  precisely  the  same  as  the 
guarantee  fund  in  the  BUI  we  intro- 
duced last  Session.  The  new  money, 
therefore,  to  be  lent  under  Bill  No.  1  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland — money  to  be  lent 
against  the  guarantee  stock^ — is  precisely 
the  same  as  the  amount  lent  against 
guarantee  stock  in  the  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  13  lent  under  precisely  the 
same  limitations,  conditions,  and  safe- 
guards. The  Treasury  will  have  pre- 
cisely the  same  protection,  and  the  land 
lords  and  the  tenants  will  have  exactly 
the  same  privileges,  and  precisely  the 
same  amount  will  be  paid  to  the  locali- 
ties. So  much  for  the  first  part  of  Bill 
No.  1.  The  second  part  of  Bill  No.  1 
deals  with  the  congested  districts,  and  ia 
practically  a  redraft  of  the  congested 
districts  portion  of  last  Session's  Bill. 
The  two  portions  of  Bill  No.  1  contain  to- 
gether only  about  20  substantive  clauses, 
and  those  gentlemen  who  were  not  un- 
naturally alarmed  by  the  bulk  and  com- 
plexity of  the  measure  we  brought  in 
last  Session  I  hope  will  be  considerably 
relieved  by  seeing  it  reduced  this 
Session.  I  ought  to  say  that  Bill  No,  1, 
in  addition  to  providing  the  same  loana 
as  were  provided  for  last  Session, 
and  in  addition  to  dealing  with  the 
congested  districts  in  the  manner  we 
dealt  with  them  last  Session,  provides  also 
by  a  single  clause  the  giving  of  fixity 
of  tenure  to  the  Land  Commission.  It 
will  bo  seen,  therefore,  that  if  Bill  No.  1 
passes  it  will  contain  within  itself  a  very 
large  measure — as  large  a  meadure,  in 
fact,  of  land  purchase  as  the  Bill  ol  laat 
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sion.  It  will  contain  as  liberal  a 
method  of  dealing  with  the  congested 
districts,  and  it  will  give  that  fixity  of 
tenure  to  the  Land  Commissioners  of 
1881  and  1885  which  everybody,  I  think, 
to  whatever  Party  in  the  House  he  may 
belong,  has  always  regarded  as  desirable. 
Bill  No.  2  practically  contains  those  parts 
of  the  Bill  of  last  Session  which  are  not 
contained  in  the  Bill  No.  1,  which  I  have 
jast  described  to  the  Honse.  Of  course, 
Bill  No.  2  is  considerably  simplified  by 
the  fact  that  we  liave  adopted,  without 
material  alteration,  the  machinery  of  the 
Ashbourne  Acts ;  but  it  contains  certain 
improvements  on  that  machinery.  It 
contains  such  provisions  as  the  turbary 
clause  of  last  Session ;  it  contains  pro- 
visions for  dealing  with  head  rent ;  and 
it  contains,  of  course,  provisions  for 
dealing  with  perpetual  leaseholders.  It 
contains  also  the  scheme  we  laid  before 
the  House  last  Session  for  constituting  a 
Land  Department.  Now,  I  have  broadly 
explained,  with  as  much  detail  as  I  think 
is  required,  the  procedure  that  we  intend 
to  adopt..  I  may  just  add  that  there  are 
one  or  two  points  of,  I  think,  small  im- 
portance in  which  we  have  made  altera- 
tions in  the  new  Bill.  Objection  was 
taken  from  various  quarters  last  Session 
to  the  20  years*  limitation  in  the  Bill  we 
then  introduced.  That  limitation,  as  the 
House  is  aware^  was  not  intended  to  be 
any  indication  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  pricQ  at  which  land 
should  be  sold  in  Ireland.  It  was,  how- 
ever, taken  both  by  the  purchasers  and 
the  sellers  of  land  as  indicating  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  some  opinion  as 
to  the  value  of  Irish  land.  It  did  not 
seem  essential  to  our  general  scheme, 
and  the  limitation  of  20  years'  purchase 
does  not  appear  in  the  new  draft. 
[Cheers  and  cries  ©/""Oh,  oh  !  "  from  the 
Irish  Members,^  I  think  I  hear  unmis- 
takable expressions  of  dissent  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  will  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  when  I  say 
that  the  first  and  only  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  the  limit  of  20  years'  purchase 
appeared  not  in  the  name  of  any  repre- 
sentative of  the  landlord  interest  in  this 
House,  but  in  the  name  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newoastle- 
on-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley),     The  second 

gdnt  which  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
ouse  to  is  almost  consequential  upon 
th^  fact  ih2ki  we  have  adopted  the  i^hr 
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bourne  Act  machinery.  In  the  machinery 
we  proposed  last  Session  there  was  a 
plan  by  which,  in  case  of  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  seller  and  the 
purchaser,  it  was  possible,  with  the  con- 
sent of  both,  to  appeal  to  the  Land 
Department  to  have  the  price  of  the  hold- 
ing fixed .  That  added  considerably  to  the 
complexity  of  the  Bill.  It  did  not  appear 
to  meet  with  very  much  favour  either  in 
the  House  or  in  the  country,  and  that  again 
is  not  in  the  Bill  now  laid  before  the  House. 
The  third  alteration  in  the  Bill  to  which 
I  think  it  may  be  advisable  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  relates  to  the  80 
per  cent,  of  the  fair  rent  which  the  tenant 
has  to  pay.  The  House  will  recollect  that 
by  the  Bill  of  last  year  every  purchaser 
in  Ireland  was  obliged  to  pay  for  the 
first  five  years  after  he  had  purchased  a 
sum  of  at  all  events  not  less  than  80  per 
cent,  on  his  fair  rent.  At  the  end  of  the 
five  years  the  annuity  that  he  had  to 
pay  was  reduced,  not  merely  to  the 
normal  annuity,  but  below  the  normal 
an  unity,  so  as  to  make  the  total 
amount  paid  at  the  end  of  49  years  equi- 
valent to  an  annuity  of  4  per  cent, 
throughout  that  period.  The  general 
system  of  land  purchase  which  we 
adopted  last  year  was  criticised  last 
Session  from  two  opposite  quarters — 
both  by  the  Opposition  and  by  critics 
in  the  country.  Some  persons  said,  "  Oh, 
unless  you  give  the  tenant  a  great  deal 
more  he  will  never  buy  at  all."  Others 
said,  "  If  you  give  him  immediately  all 
that  you  propose  to  give  him,  there  will 
be  such  pressure  put  upon  the  landlords, 
and  such  discontent  upon  those  estates 
wl^ere  purchase  has  not  taken  place,  that 
you  will  find  yourselves  involved  in  even 
greater  agrarian  difficulties  than  those 
against  which  you  have  at  present  to 
contend."  Well,  I  am  still  of  opinion 
that  probably  the  best  general  arrange- 
ment for  Ireland  is  that  which  I  pro- 
posed last  Session,  and  that  is  the  arrange- 
ment which  will  be  adopted  in  the  first 
instance  under  this  Bill.  But  power  is 
given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  under  certain 
circumstances,  if  he  should  think  fit,  to 
prolong  the  period  during  which  that  80 
per  cent,  may  be  paid.  ["Oh!"]  Let  the 
House  make  no  mistake  upon  that  point. 
This  action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  al- 
ways to  be  prospective,  and  never  retros- 
pective ;  that  is  to  say,  bis  actioQ  canuojj 
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interfere  with  any  bargain  already  entered 
into.  The  tenant  who  has  bought  on  the 
nnderBtandiiigthathe  is  to  pay  80  percent, 
on  his  fair  rent  for  five  years,  and  five 
years  only,  will  pay  80  per  cent,  for 
five  years  and  five  years  only.  But  if 
it  should  appear  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant^ from  the  great  run  of  purchasers, 
or  any  other  reasou,  that  the  five  years 
may  be  prolonged  in  future  cases  of 
purchase,  it  will  be  in  bis  power,  subject 
to  the  consent  of  the  Treasury^  to  make 
that  pn^loDgation,  the  result  of  which, 
of  course,  will  be  that  the  tenant  will 
pay  80  per  cent,  for  a  longer  period  than 
he  otherwise  would  have  done,  and  he 
will  pay  his  debt  back  to  the  Exchequer 
at  a  quicker  rate*  Moreover,  when  we 
recollect  that  all  advances  under  25 
yea  1*3*  purchase  of  the  Guarantee  Fund 
are  to  be  made  out  of  repayments,  we 
thereby  enable  the  purchase  to  take 
place  more  quickly.  The  result  of  course 
will  be  that  in  those  counties  where  there 
is  a  great  desire  to  buy,  and  a  great  rush 
of  tenants  to  the  Land  Commission, 
repayment  will  be  quicker,  and  more 
tenants  wilt  be  able  more  quickly  to  take 
advantage  of  the  boon  which  the  State 
now  offers.  Well«Sir»  there  remain  only 
two  points  with  which  I  think  I  need 
trouble  the  House.  It  will  be  in  the  re  cob 
lection  of  the  House  that  last  Session  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  pressed  very  strongly  on  the 
attention  of  the  House  his  view  that  we 
had  included  in  our  scheme  too  many 
holdings^ — that  the  money  being  neces- 
sarily limited  in  the  first  instance^  we 
had  admitted  too  many  competitors  for 
this  public  boon,  and  that  we  ought  to 
have  limited  the  privilege  of  pnrchaae  to 
tenants  (I  think  that  was  his  view)  under 
X50  valuation,  and  in  no  caae  to  extend 
it  to  grazing  tenants.  Well,  I  have  thought 
over  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  I  think  was  advanced  in  a  per- 
fectly practical  spirit,  and  I  do  not  feel 
myself  in  a  position  to  go  the  whole 
length  suggested  by  him.  I  think  the 
limit  he  suggested  is  too  rigid,  and 
wonid  leave  outside  our  Bill,  and  render 
discontented  with  the  arrangements 
proposed  under  the  Bill,  very  important 
members  of  the  agricultural  community 
m  Ireland.  I  therefore  cannot  accept 
ihe  limitation  of  £50  valuation  which 
he  hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  but  1  have 
argely  limited  the  scope  of  the  Bill.     I 


have  excluded  from  it  all  purely  grazing 
farms,  and  I  have  excluded  from  it  all 
farms  on  which  the  tenant  does  not 
reside.  Our  object  in  this  Bill,  as  the 
House  will  readily  understand^  is  to 
create  a  class  of  occupying  owners.  To 
sell  a  holding  to  a  man  who  does  not  live 
upon  it  is  obviously  not  to  cary  out 
the  object  and  intention  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  have,  therefore,  introduced  a  clause 
wbiijh  I  hope  will  meet,  to  a  great 
degree,  tbe  wishes  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  excluding  all  purely  grazing 
farms  and  all  holdings  upon  which  the 
tenant  does  not  reside.  The  only  other 
l>oint,  which  is,  perhaps,  the  most  critical 
and  difficult  connected  with  this  Bill, 
relates  to  the  proposal  pressed  upon  us, 
not  from  one  quarter  of  the  House  alone, 
but  from  seveml  quarters,  with  regard 
to  the  powers  to  be  exercised  over  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  by  the  localities 
interested.  It  will  be  recollected  that 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  speakhig  for  his  Party,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  speaking  for 
his  Party,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  speaking  for  his 
Party,  have  all  independently  and  power- 
fully advocated  the  view  that  it  was  not 
fair,  that  it  was  not  just,  and  not  in 
accordance  with  usage,  to  prevent 
localities  from  having  any  voice  in 
determining  whether  or  not  their  own 
funds  should  be  mortgaged  for  purposes 
affecting  these  localities.  I  have  given 
my  best  consideration  to  the  propositions 
advanced  from  these  quartei^,  and  I 
have  done  my  very  best  to  balance  the 
nrgnments  pro  and  con,  I  must  frankly 
admit  to  the  House  that  the  result  of  my 
consideration  has  not  been  to  convince  me 
that  the  original  framework  of  the  Bill 
was  not  the  best  that  could  be  devised. 
But  let  the  House  remember  how  tho 
matter  stands.  As  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham,  who 
I  think  argued  hia  point  with  greater 
power  and  at  greater  length  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House,  said,  **  You 
are  taking  funds  which  belong  to  tho 
county  as  much  as  if  they  were  raised  in 
tbe  county,  but  without  the  county's 
consent,  and  mortgaging  them,  and  you 
are  giving  the  benefit  of  that  mortgage 
to  persons  not  selected  by  the  county 
and    absolutely     independent     of     tho 
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county."  It  is  impoasiUle  not  to  feel 
the  enormoug  force  of  that  objection 
as  it  stands*  I  quite  feel  that  the 
proposal  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practice  of  this  House.  I  quite 
feel  that  if  a  Land  Purchase  Bill  were 
promoted  for  England  exactly  on  these 
lines  it  is  probable,  even  almost  certain, 
that  the  House  would  decide  that  the 
Looil  Authority  should  have  sometliing 
to  say  to  the  mortgaging  of  its  resources. 
But  what  are  the  arguments  on  the  other 
side  ?  What  are  the  arguments  that  in- 
duced me  last  Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
with  this  provision,  and  that  hare  again 
induced  me  to  submit  it  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House  ?  They  are  these  : 
I  do  not  think  that  you  ought  to  consider 
this  question  of  land  purchase  in  Ireland 
as  a  local  question  afe  all.  We  are  using 
British  credit,  as  everybody  knows,  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  what  we 
believe  to  be  a  vital  reform  in  the  land 
system  of  Ireland.  We  are  not  doing 
it  primarily  for  the  benefit  •  of 
this  or  that  county,  but  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Empire  as  a  whole. 
And  not  only  are  we  using  British  credit 
without  the  slightest  risk,  but  we  are 
act  nail  y  asking  Parhament  to  spend  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  in  carryinjj: 
out  the  scheme,  for  the  House  will 
reoollect  that  the  whole  cost  of  the 
machinery  falls  upon  the  Imperial  and 
not  npon  the  local  exchequer.  The 
justification  of  that^,  which  I  think  is 
full  and  ample,  is  that  this  is  largely  an 
Imperial  concern.  Very  well ;  you  must 
therefore  draw  a  profound  distinction 
between  a  scheme  of  land  purchase  for 
the  benefit  of  the  several  counties  in 
Ireland  and  a  scheme  for  the  benefit  of 
roads,  asylums,  waterworks,  harbours, 
and  other  local  purposes  in  that  country. 
These  latter  are  really  and  truly  local 
purposes^  and  for  these,  if  Parliament 
were  to  propose  to  mortgage  local 
resources,  local  consent  should  first  be 
asked.  That  is  one  wide  distinction 
which  I  draw  between  the  objects  of 
this  Bill  and  the  ordinary  local  purposes 
subserved  by  the  Local  Authorities  of  the 
cjountry.  There  i%  another  considenitioa 
which  must  not  be  left  out.  It  is  a 
matter  of  notoriety  that  the  land 
question  has  been  largely  used  for 
pohtical  objects— that  is  to  say,  agrarian 
discontent,  in  many  of  its  aspects  of  long 
standing  in  Ireland,  haa  in  recent  years 
Mr,  A*  J,  Balfour 


been  used  by  politicians  for  political 
objects.  I  do  not  put  it  ofEensively, 
Nobody  will,  I  think,  deny  that;  and  if  it 
be  admitted,  and  if  we  are  bound  to  look 
at  the  realities  of  Irish  life  full  in  the 
face,  is  it  not  absurd  to  leave  it  entirely 
to  local  committees  to  determine  ivhether 
they  shall  or  shall  not  adopt  a  remedy 
intended  to  go  to  the  root  of  the  agrarian 
question  ?  \Laughtrr  from  the  Irish 
Benches.]  The  argument  may  be  a 
good  or  a  bad  one,  but  I  venture  to 
think  that  it  is  not  a  common  one  ;  and  I 
am  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  has  so 
moved  the  hilarity  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  I  have  briefly  endeavoured  to 
recapitulate  the  reasons  on  both  sides, 
and,  although  I  freely  admit  that  the 
reasons  against  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands 
are  of  a  very  strong  character,  I  am  still 
of  opinion  that  on  the  whole  the  balance 
of  argument  lies  against  giving  the  con- 
trol to  the  localities.  That,  however,  is 
a  question  upon  which  the  general 
opinion  of  the  House  must  be  consulted, 
and,  of  course,  if  there  is  a  strong 
general  feeling  in  the  House  against  the 
proposal  it  will  be  impossible  for  us  to 
keep  the  Bill  exactly  in  its  present  shape. 
I  have  thought  over  the  various  methods 
by  which,  if  a  change  is  to  be  made,  that 
change  might  be  effected  with  the  least 
detriment  to  the  Bill  as  I  should  like  to 
see  it  carried  through  the  House.  One 
proposal  has  been  to  make  the  scheme 
dependent  on  Local  Authorities  which  are 
to  be  hereafter  constituted.  I  think  that 
scheme  is  impracticable.  You  cannot 
load  this  Bill  with  a  Local  Government 
Bill.  You  cannot  introduce  into  the  Bill 
a  provision  for  constituting  County 
Councils  in  Ireland,  That  is  absurd. 
Very  well  ;  if  you  are  going  to  wait 
until  a  Bill  constituting  County  Councils 
in  Ireland  is  passed,  at  the  rate  at  which 
the  House  of  Commons  does  its  business, 
you  will  have  to  wait  at  least  for  some 
months.  Now  during  these  months,  if 
this  other  Bill  is  passed,  you  cannot  for- 
bid purohase  going  on.  If  you  put  A 
clause  into  this  Bill  saying  that  County 
Councils,  when  they  come  into  exist- 
ence, are  to  possess  a  veto  upon  its 
operations,  you  would  find  yourselves 
in  the  absurd  position  of  allowing  a 
certain  number  of  sales  to  be  effected, 
after  which  the  County  Councils, 
when  constituted,  might  step  in 
and    stop     the     whole    operation.       I 
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do  not  think  that  that  is  practicable. 
If  you  are  to  give  any  local  control  at  all 
you  must  give  it  by  way  oi plebiscite.  You 
must  put  the  matter  Ay  or  Ko  to  the 
ratepayers,  and  ask  them  to  give,  under 
the  safeguard  of  the  Ballot,  their  verdict, 
Ay  or  No.  There  arc  obvious  advan- 
tages in  that  plan.  It  would  be  very 
undesirable  for  the  County  Councils 
when  they  come  into  existence  to  do 
more  political  work  or  to  come  more  into 
contact  with  political  controversies  than 
19  absolutely  necessary.  The  ratepayers 
are  perfectly  competent  to  give  a  deci- 
sion^  and  there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty 
In  their  adopting  the  ordinary  machinery 
of  Parliamentary  elections  by  means  of 
the  Ballot  for  determining  this  simple 
issue.  Now,  Avhat  is  the  issue  that 
should  be  submitted  ?  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  recollect  that  the  guarantee 
portion  of  the  fund,  which  is  the  fund 
to  be  mortgaged  for  land  purchase  in 
Ireland,  is  divided  into  two  portions — a 
cosli  portion  and  a  contingent  portion. 
The  cash  portion  consists  of  certain  sub- 
ventions from  Imperial  sources  for 
local  purposes*  which  did  not  exist  three 
years  ago,  and  which  are  for  the  most 
fiart  allocated  to  roads  and  other  local 
purposes.  I  see  no  reason  why  there 
should,  under  any  circumstances,  be  any 
interference  by  localities  allowed  with 
this  cash  portion  of  the  guarantee.  1 
think  Tve  may  very  well  advance  the 
money  upon  the  cash  portion  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund  without  asking  their 
consent.  The  contingent  portion  of  the 
Guarantee  Fand  is  applied  'to  different 
parposes — such  purposes  as  education, 
supporting  pauper  lunatics,  and  other 
similar  purposes  which  are  scheduled  in 
the  Bill  of  last  Session.  These  pur- 
poses are  such  as  the  Government 
have  been  committed  to,  they  come 
very  near  to  the  local  life  of  the  popu- 
lation, and  they  are  purposes  which  it 
would  be  disastrous  to  stop  under  any 
circumstances  ;  and  if  the  kind  of  com- 
promise wliich  I  am  now  with  great 
diflidonce  suggesting  be  adopted,  I  would 
recommend  the  House,  if  they  insist  on 
doing  anything,  to  have  this  plMisciU 
applied  to  the  mortgage  of  the  con- 
tingent i>ortion,  and  the  contingent 
portioEi  only,  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  of 
each  county.  I  may  perhaps  have 
travelled  beyond  the  ordinary  province 
of  a  First  Reading  speech  in  making  these 


suggestions,  but  I  thought  I  ought  to 
be  frank  with  the  House,  and  to  explain 
why  you  will  find  nothing  in  the  Bill  of 
the  nature  of  local  control.  I  thought  I 
was  bound  to  tell  the  House  why,  after 
the  best  consideration  I  have  been  able 
to  give  to  the  subject,  I  still  desire  the 
Bill  to  remain  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
is,  but  I  thought  it  might  serve  a  useful 
purpose  if  I  threw  out  in  this  tentative 
manner  a  suggestion  which  would,  in 
my  point  of  view,  be  the  least  pernicious 
that  could  be  made  with  respect  to  giving 
to  the  localities  any  control  over  the 
operations  of  this  Bill  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  fund,  I  do  not  think 
that  I  need  add  anything  more.  I  did 
not  intend  to  make,  and  I  hope  I  have 
not  made,  a  long  speech.  I  have  only 
given  the  barest  and  most  naked  out- 
line of  the  small  and  immaterial  changes 
we  have  made  in  our  programme.  Those 
changes  liave  been  principally  in 
machinery.  They  have  been  designed 
almost  entirely  to  facilitate  the  passing 
through  this  House  of  a  great  measure 
of  Land  Purchase  with  due  safeguards, 
and  I  hope  that  the  House  will  with- 
out undue  delay  proceed  to  its  con- 
sideration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  &  Bill  to 
provide  further  funds  for  the  PurchaBe  of  Land 
in  Ireland  and  to  make  permanent  the  L&nd 
Goinxniesion»  and  to  provide  for  the  improve- 
vnentof  the  eondition  of  the  Congested  Diatricte 
in  Ireland.**— (if r.  A,  /.  Balfour.) 

(4.40.)  Mr,  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  I  am  aware  that  I  am 
taking  a  somewhat  unusual  course  in 
proposing  that  an  important  Bill  of  the 
Government  should  not  he  read  a  first 
time  and  submitted  to  the  House,  and  I 
feel  that  it  is  necessary  I  should  give 
Ttxj  reasons  for  taking  that  step.  I  am 
entirely  opposed  to  this  Bill  upon  its 
merits,  but  that  is  not  the  main  reaaon  1 
which  has  induced  mo  to  bring  forward 
jnj  Amendment,  because  I  am  aware 
that  there  would  be  other  opportunities 
for  entering  a  protest  upon  the  Second 
Reading  and  on  Committee.  But  I  find 
that  the  measure  is  practically  the 
same  as  that  of  last  Session.  The 
only  difference  Ix^tween  the  two  Bills 
that  I  can  see  is  that  the  present  one 
j^ves  a  further  advantage  to  the  land- 
lords^  and  reduces  to  a  certain  extent  the 
Becurity  which    tho    English  taxpayers 
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who  are  to  provide  the  money  for  carry- 
icg  out  the  scheme  will  have.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  avert  oppo- 
sition, has  said  that  the  Bill  practically 
represents  merely  hi  a  own  personal 
opinions,  and  that  he  is  ready  to  alter  it 
in  any  way  if  there  is  a  consensus  of 
opinion  in  the  House — that  is  to  say, 
amongst  the  Liberal  Unionists — against 
its  present  form.  But,  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker,  the  main  fact  remainy  that 
the  Bill,  just  like  the  Bill  of  last  Session, 
pledges  English  credit.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  blinked  the  fact*  He 
has  told  ua  that  the  Bill  will  pledge 
British  credit  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Empire,  but  its  real  object  is  to  buy  out 
the  English  landlords  in  Ireland.  I  tlijnk 
it  was  stated  last  Session  that  the  amount 
to  be  expended  at  once  is  j£8,00O,0OO, 
but  that  is  only  a  very  small  portion  of 
the  liability  we  undertake.  If  the  plan 
of  the  Government  is  accepted,  it  will 
have  to  be  carried  out  on  a  much  larger 
scale  than  was  suggested  last  Session,  and 
the  State  will  become  the  possessor  of  all 
the  land  of  Ireland  that  is  purchased  with 
British  credit.  Moreover,  there  will  be 
two  classes  of  tenants  in  Ireland,  one 
paying  a  certain  rent,  and  another  pay- 
ing a  lesser  rent,  and  from  the  very  fact 
of  paying  a  lesser  rent,  becoming  the 
owner  of  the  property  at  the  end  of  30 
years.  There  in  no  such  thing  as  a 
nominal  risk  when  you  advance  money, 
•  and,  with  all  respect  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers, there  is  no  such  thing  as  nominal 
risk  when  you  advance  money  to  Irish* 
men.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
the  State  has  cover  in  funds  which  it  has 
ia  its  hands  for  the  maintenance  of 
lunatics,  paupers,  and  so  forth,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  it 
would  be  a  monstrous  thing  to  withdraw 
those  funds  from  the  objects  for  which 
fhey  were  intended. 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  I  did  noi 
Mr.  LABOUCHEEE:  Then  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  surpriaed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  say  so,  for  it 
would  be  a  monstrous  thing,  and  I  can- 
not imagine  that  for  a  moment  he  woald 
dream  of  turning  loose  all  ih^  panniers 
and  lunatics  in  Ireland  because  the  Irish 
people  did  not  pay  something  they  were 
called  upon  to  pay  without  Imving  been 
asked  their  opinion  on  the  matter. 
During  the  recess  a  lt?tter  was  published 
by  Mr.  Gregory,  who  was  formerly  one 
Mr.  Lc^ouchere 


of  the  moat  eminent  lawyers  on  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House,  and  who 
has  had  as  much  as  any  one  to  do  with 
mortgages  and  the  transference  of  land^ 
and  Mr.  Gregory  says  that  the  security 
offered  is  one  which  no  private  per- 
son or  public  company  would  accept. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  no  private  person 
or  public  company  would  accept  it» 
because  if  they  did  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  Parliament  to  put  its  name  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill;  and,  as  Par- 
liament does  so,  the  money  will 
be  liorrowed  on  our  security,  and 
nothing  but  our  security.  It  is  possible 
that  land  in  Ireland  may  yet  go  down  in 
value,  as  it  has  done  during  the  last  15 
years,  and  the  purchasers  may,  therefore, 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  being  unable 
to  pay  the  money,  even  if  they  wished  to 
do  so.  They  are  not  consulted  as  to  the 
amount,  which  is  to  be  on  the  basis  of 
the  present  rent,  and  that  is  regarded  in 
many  cases  as  being  most  unfair  and 
unjust,  so  that  the  purchasers  would 
have  a  legitimate  right  to  refuse  to  pay. 
If  they  did  refuse,  what  security  could 
the  State  have  ?  As  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  said,  you  cannot  evict  a 
whole  nation.  It  is  admitted  on  all 
hands  that  the  Bill  does  pledge  British 
credit,  and  before  such  an  enormous 
liability  is  undertaken  the  constituencies 
ought  to  be  consulted.  I  have  always 
been  under  the  impression  that  typical 
Conservatives  hold^  even  more  strongly 
than  we  do,  that  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
power  of  any  particular  House  of  Com* 
mons  or  Parliament.  When  we  have  pro- 
tested against  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords  they  have  said  that  it  is  one  of  the 
advantages  we  possess  in  guarding  agaiy^st 
the  House  of  Commons  ]iassing  any  im- 
portant measure  without  consulting  the 
constituencies.  In  such  a  case  it  is  con- 
sidercd  right  for  the  House  of  Lords  to 
provoke  a  dissolution  by  throwing  the 
Bill  out.  From  a  Conservative  stand- 
point this  theory  acts  Yory  well  when 
the  Liberals  are  in  oflBcCj  but  when  the 
Conservatives  are  in  p<:iwer  the  House  of 
Lords  for  such  a  purp<:>8e  is  practically 
non-existent,  and  that  renders  it  all  the 
more  necessary  in  this  case  to  tako 
action  against  the  First  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  case  against  this  Bill  is 
stronger  still,  because  the  Ministerialists 
and  the  Unionists  opposed  the  Land 
Purchase  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
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for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  on  the 
ground  that  it  involved  Imperial  credit. 
iCrieti  of  ''  Oh  !*' ]  Oh,  yes,  I  daresay 
that  hon,  QfMvtlemen  opposite  want  to 
forget  the  ftict,  bat  it  is  abundantly 
proved  by  their  election  addre«ses»  of 
which  an  tutereating  collection  can  be 
seen  at  the  British  Museum,  If  the 
right  hon.  Greiitlemftn  opposite  and  his 
Party,  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and 
his  Party —whatever  that  Party  Tx\r\y 
be,  for  I  cannot  find  it  —  will 
turn  to  the  addresses  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  the  liust  General  Election, 
they  will  tind  that  the  MiniBierml 
majority  were  returned  on  the  distinct 
nnderainnding  that  they  were  opposed  to 
an  Imperial  n^uarantee.  They  may  have 
changed  their  opinions;  but,  having 
got  into  power  on  one  opinitm,  they 
have  no  right  to  act  ujton  another 
without  consulting  the  constituencies. 
Hon,  Gentlemen  opposite  will  therefore 
see  that  I  am  logical  in  protesting  against 
this  Bill,  which  I  regard  as  contrary  to 
the  wishes  of  the  constituencies  as 
expireBsed  at  the  last  General  Election. 
Indeed,  in  my  belief,  it  is  an  absolute 
fraud  upon  the  constituencies ;  and  for 
these  reasons  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  I  have  placed  upon  the 
Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordii  'Mt  is 
undesirable  for  ihi!»  Houde  to  ontertnin  any 
propoaal  to  pledge  the  credit  uf  the  country  for 
the  purpoae  of  land  purchase  in  Ireland  until 
the  question  has  been  brought  before  the  oon- 
stitaeocies,  and  their  aasent  obtained,  at  a 
general  election/ *~(J/r.  Lahouehtrf^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question/' 

(4,55,)  SiK  WILFRID  LAWSON 
(Cumberland,  Cockermouth):  I  rise  with 
great  pleasure  to  second  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  ray  hon.  Friend,  I  think 
the  House  is  fully  aware  of  the  nature  of 
this  proposal  for  land  purchase.  We 
have  had  three  great  Land  Purchase 
Bills  before  Parliament  in  a  very  short 
space  of  time.  First  there  was  the  BOl 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lotliian,  and  I  suppose  the  reason 
why  it  met  with  any  sort  of  acceptance 
<m  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  was 
that    it    was    coimected    with   a   great 
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measure  for  Home  Rule.  Tliat  was  the 
only  ground  taken  up  by  the  Liberal 
Party  f*»r  supporting  it»  but  I  do  not 
think  that  even  that  ground  would 
induce  them  to  support  so  extensive  a 
measure  of  land  purchase  a^  that  which 
is  now  submitted.  Wliat  was  the  course 
tsiken  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite? 
Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  .ScCTotary  has  told  the  House  that 
this  Bill  irt  virtually  the  same  in  spirit 
and  scope  and  object  as  that  wliich  was 
bronght  forward  last  year,  although,  aa 
he  has  stated,  its  details  have  been  some- 
what altered,  and,  as  far  as  I  have  het^n 
able  to  make  out,  they  are  somewhat 
worse  than  they  were  last  year.  The 
noble  IjovkX  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  R.  Churchill),  speak- 
ing of  i\\^  Dill  t  f  last  Se.^igion,  said — 

•'This  Bill  mskes  the  State  creditor  to  the 
Irish  Treasury  to  the  extent  of  8ome£40,000,0f>0, 
an  u  mount  which  it  ia  con  tern  plu  ted  may  be 
doubled,  trebled,  ortjuiidrupled  as  yean  go  by/' 

Then,  again,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Elgin  (Mr.  Seymour  Keay)  wrote  a 
pamphlet  on  that  Bill  o!  1889  in  which 
he  said— 

"  The  amount  for  vrhioh  the  British  taxpayer 
IB  asked  to  become  liable  under  this  Act  and  the 
Ashliourne  Acta,  supposing  that  the  meant 
could  be  nil  raised  at  2{  per  oent.^  \%  more  than 
£162^000,000/' 

Well,  Sir,   I  ask  c?in  there  be  anything 
more  serious  than  a  measure  the  effect  of 
which  will  be  to  pledge  the  credit  of  thisj 
country  at    some    future    time   for    so' 
enormous  a  sum  \\s  this  1     I  must  say 
that  I  know  of  nothing  which  has  been 
brought  before  this  House  for  a  long 
time  that  is  of  so  much  impoHanee  aa 
the    meaaure    which     the     right    hon,  I 
Genth-man  has  just  asked  leave  to  intro- 
duce. Lastyear  the  Government  brought 
in  a  measure  which  proposed  to  devote 
the  money  of  the  taxpayer  to  the  benefit 
of   the    Itrewers,    whereas    this    year  a 
measure    is   brought   forwaid    by    Her 
Majesty -fl  Government  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Irish  landlords.     It  is  mj  belief  that 
if  we  can  only  get  the  country  to  under- 
stand this  question  the  English  people 
will   not    consent  to   the    Government 
extorting    money   from    them   for    the 
purpose  of  advantaging  the  Irish  land- 
lords, any  more  than  when   the  former 
proposal  waa  made   they  would   permit 
money  to  be  taken  out  of  their  pockets  J 
for   the   benefit   of   the    brewers.     Thel 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  tlvft  Bft?\ 
H 
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does  pledge  British  credit,  and  added, 
speaking  quickly  aa  if  he  were  ashamed 
of  the  statement,  "  without  any  risk  to 
the  Exchequer."  If  there  is  no  risk  to 
the  Exchequer  why  should  the  guarantee 
be  put  into  the  Bill  at  all  ?  It  is 
altogether  absurd  to  say  there  is  no  risk 
to  the  public,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
put  a  provision  into  the  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  a  guarantee.  Why,  I 
ask,  is  this  Bill  introduced  ?  I  should 
like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  point  for  a  moment.  It  is  surely  not 
because  the  tenants  are  badly  off  in 
Ireland;  because,  when  I  read  the 
speeches  made  by  Unionists  and  Tories — 
and  I  will  take  for  example  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell) — 1  find  them  stating  over  and 
over  again  that  there  are  no  tenants  ill 
the  world  who  Eire  in  possession  of 
such  privileges  as  the  Irish  tenants.  It 
certainly  does  not  appear  to  me,  on  the 
statements  of  the  supporters  of  the  Bill, 
that  any  such  measure  is  wanted  by  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Not  a  bit  of  it ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  find  from  the 
Unionist  and  Tory  speeches  that  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  are  the  most  pros- 
perous and  contented  of  any  tenantry  in 
the  world.  I  believe  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  Representatives  do 
not  want  the  Bill.  I  do  not  know,  how- 
ever, what  course  they  will  take  just 
now.  It  may  not  be  quite  so  satisfactory  as 
I  might  have  been  led  to  expect :  but,  cer- 
tainly, from  what  took  place  last  Session, 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  Representatives  do 
not  want  this  Land  Bill.  But  I  suppose 
that  is  the  reason  why  it  has  been 
brought  in.  [Lauuhler.]  Yes ;  I  will 
tell  you  why.  Last  Session  wo  had  this 
Bill — or  one  like  it — before  us,  and  what 
did  Lord  Derby  say  on  that  occasion? 
Speaking  on  the  9th  of  April  in  the  pre- 
sent year,  Lord  Derby  said — 

**  I  have  no  hesitation  in  expressing  approval 
of  the  principle  on  which  the  Irish  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill  is  founded.  The  opposition  offered 
to  it  hy  the  Irish  Nationalist  Party  is,  to  my 
mind,  an  argument  in  its  favour." 

There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this  measure, 
if  passed,  will  enormously  increase  the 
indebtedness  of  this  country,  and  for  no 
good  purpose  that  I  can  see ;  yet  it  is 
for  this  object  that  we  have  been  sum- 
moned here  in  the  depth  of  winter  from 
our  happy  homes.  I  am  afraid  there  is 
still  on  the  part  of  some  of  my  right  hon. 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


Friends  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
a  sneaking  kindness  for  I^nd  Bills.  We 
shall  hear  some  of  them,  I  hope,  before  the 
night  is  over,  and  1  trust  that  we  shall 
have  from  them  some  clear  deliverances 
on  the  subject.  But  I  cannot  help  being 
a  little  afraid.  Why  should  they  go  on 
with  these  Land  Bills  ?  Why,  Sir,  they 
are  sitting  on  that  Bench  mainly  because 
they  brought  in  a  bad  Irish  Land  Bill^ 
and  I  can  assure  them  that  they  will 
never  sit  on  the  Bench  opposite  through 
the  support  they  may  give  to  a  very  bad 
Bill  now.  My  hon.  Friend  below  me 
has  pointed  out  that  you  are  going  to^ 
make  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
virtually  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
Can  anything  be  worse  than  that? 
I  will  give  you  the  words  of  a  very 
great  statesman.  They  are  words  which 
were  quoted  in  a  Liberal  Unionist  pub- 
lication, and  spread  widecast  through 
the  country.  When  I  have  read  them> 
I  will  tell  you  the  name  of  the  great 
statesman  who  used  them.     He  said — 

''Working  men  of  England  and  Scotland, 
you  will  have  to  evict  the  tenants,  you  will 
have  to  collect  your  rents  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet,  and  prepare  to  be  a  party  to  such 
contingencies.  British  credit,  built  up  as  it 
has  been  by  past  generations,  is  a  precious^ 
reserve  to  be  held  for  times  of  need  and  neces- 
sity, and  I  will  not  anticipate  it  for  the  benefit 
of  Irish  landlords." 

I  hope  to  hear  the  same  noble  and  pa- 
triotic words  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
again.  Why  should  he  or  anyone  be 
anxious  to  devot^  the  money,  the  hard- 
earned  money  of  the  people  of  this 
country  for  any  such  purpose  as  this  ? 
Why  are  we  to  buy  the  Irish  landlords 
out  ?  Let  me  quote  one  sentence  from 
the  Manchester  Guardian.  It  is  a 
journal  which  does  not  agree  with  my 
view.  It  is  in  favour  of  some  sort  of 
land  purchase,  and  here  is  one  sentence 
which  I  read  in  an  article  arguing  the 
case — 

"  The  West  cannot  support  landlords,  and 
the  landlords  must  be  bought  out  on  fair  but 
not  unreasonable  terms." 

The  land  cannot  support  them  there* 
They  are  carrying  on  a  bankrupt  busi- 
ness, and  you  are  to  buy  them  out  on 
fair  terms.  Fair  terms  for  a  bankrupt 
business  mean  nothing  at  all.  These 
landlords  are  very  unfortunate  men 
I  admit.  They  have  lived  a  long 
time  by  letting  land.  That  is  their 
business.      The    letting     of     land    has 
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become  a  bad  bo  sin  ess,  an  entirelj^ 
bankrupt  business  in  some  parts  of  tbe 
country.  They  can  make  nothing  out 
of  it.  And  then  they  come  to  Parlia- 
ment and  say,  ^^  Because  our  business  is 
bftaknipt  you  must  buy  it  up  for  us 
with  the  taxpayers'  money*"  You  might 
just  ajs  "well  buy  up  all  post  -  horses 
because  the  posting  business  hiis  gone 
wrong.  Why  should  these  landlords  bo 
treated  on  a  diSerent  footing  to  any 
other  traders?  1  would  like  to  know 
that,  and  I  would  like  to  have  an 
answer  to-night.  What  is  the  use  of  a 
landlord?  I  am  a  landlord  myself,  I 
never  found  out  what  use  I  was.  I  ask 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  what  is  the  use  of  Lmdlords  1 
If  ha  cannot  tell  me,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham can.  He  will  tell  me  that  he  is  a 
man  **  who  toils  not^  neither  does  he 
spin/'  I  have  no  animosity  to  Irish 
landlords.  But  I  do  say  that  the  only 
people  who  are  of  any  use  in  the  country 
are  tliose  who  produce  wealth,  not  the 
people  who  pat  the  money  into  their 
pocket.  These  Irish  landlords,  of  all 
people,  what  have  they  done  for  us?  Why, 
we  ai*e  at  this  moment  in  all  sorts  of 
trouble  and  perplexities  because  we  have 
been  governing  Ireland  in  the  interests 
of  the  landlords.  Instead  of  govern- 
ment of  the  people  by  the  people 
for  the  people,  it  has  been  government 
of  the  landlords  by  the  landlords  for  the 
landlords.  Let  me  quote  a  paper  highly 
valued  on  the  other  side — the  Timf*s, 
What  did  it  say  of  the  Irish  landlords 
in  the  year  185i2? — 

*'Theniime  of  an  Iriih  landlord  Blinks  in 
the  nostrils  of  Chriatendom.** 

What  have  the  Irish  landlords  dono 
sinoe  1852  ?  If  they  were  so  bad  then, 
what  gi'eat  serTice  have  they  done  since 
1852  that  we  should  be  called  upon  to 
give  them  such  large  sums  of  money  ?  I 
know  of  nothing  they  have  done  except 
support  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Of 
course  the  Government  say  :  "  We  will 
supix>rt  those  who  support  us.  Whether 
they  are  sug?ir  refiners,  brewers,  clergy- 
men, or  landloinls,  if  they  vote  straight 
they  shall  have  money  given  them/*  It 
is  all  right.  It  is  the  Tory  system,  of 
course,  which  puts  the  money  of  the 
many  into  the  pockets  of  the  few.  Here, 
in  an  Antiimn  Session  of  an  old  Pallia^ 
ment,  we  are  called  upon  by  the  very 
men  who  up  hill  and  down  dale  opposed 


it  at  the  General  Election  to  pass  this 
Bill.  I  tay  it  is  one  of  the  most 
monstrous  proceedings  ever  indulged  in 
in  the  British  House  of  Commons,  You 
talk  about  the  mandate  of  the  country. 
I  know  I  have  no  mandate  ex- 
copt  to  oppose  such  nefarious  schemes 
tooth  and  nail,  and  I  vn\\  do  ko  I  say, 
if  there  be  a  Liberal  Party  left  in  this 
House,  it  is  its  duty  to  oppose  clause 
by  cUmae,  line  by  line>  and  letter  by 
letter,  a  measure  which  is  designed  to 
squander  national  property  in  a  reckless, 
ttish,  and,  I  should  say,  in  a  nefarious 
manner* 

(5.15.)     The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
268;  Noes  117.— (Div.  Li.st,  No.  L) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  provide  for  the  pureliafie  of  Land  m 
IreliLnd  and  to  make  permanent  the  Land  Coro- 
tn  ism  on  J  imd  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of 
the  condition  of  the  Congested  Districts  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  Mr.  Attomej'  General  for 
Ireland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  111,] 

LAND  DEPAKTMENT  (IRELAND)  RILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  fiiilfour,  BiU 
to  constitute  a  Land  Department,  and  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Purchase  of  l^and  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  112.] 

TRANSFER  OF  RAILWAYS  (IRKLAND) 
BILL. 
(5.a0.)  Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUE  :  I  have 
to  move  for  Uave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ta 
authorise  the  transfer  of  the  powers  of 
promoters  of  Railway  and  Tramway  Un- 
dertakings^ under  the  Tramways  (Ire- 
laud)  Acts,  to  certain  existing  Railway 
Compunios  ;  and  for  other  j>ur|>oaes. 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  on©  wrird  of 
explanation  in  regard  to  it.  The  Bill  is 
a  very  small  one,  but  it  i.s  required  to 
eSect  certain  technical  alterations  iu  the 
Railway  Act  of  1869.  Under  that  Act 
both  persons  and  Railway  Companies 
had  a  right  to  promote  mil  ways  and  to 
obtain  presentments,  and  a  certain  num- 
ber of  individuals  surv^eyed  lines  and 
obtained tbenecessaiy presentments.  But 
the  policy  of  the  Government  of  the  House 
has  been  to  induce  Railway  Companies  to 
become  responsible  for  the  working  of 
the  lines,  and  the  whole  objeet  of  this 
Bill  is  to  enable  the   powers  nndtr  v)ve- 
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sentments  obtaiaed  by  indiyidiials  to  be 
transfen-ed  to  the  Railway  Companies. 
The  measure  is  of  great  importance  in 
view  of  t!ie  eiistinj^,  or  approticbing, 
distreBs  in  parts  of  Ireland,  because,  if 
carried,  it  will  enable  the  Kerry  line  to 
be  proceeded  with  at  once,  and  will  be 
naeful  also  in  other  parts  of  the 
country. 

Bill  to  authorise  the  transfer  of  the  powera 
of  promotere  of  Railway  and  Tramways  Under- 
takings, under  the  Tramways  (Troland)  Acta, 
to  cortain  exiatinf^  liail  wfiy  Oompanifca  -,  and  for 
other  purposes,  ordered  in  be  brought  in  by 
Mr*  Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr,  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  lime.  [Bill  11  Sj 

TBI V ATI   BILL   PROOEDURE     (SCOTLAND)     BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  Dill  to 
amend  ihe  Procedure  in  regard  to  Private  BIHb 
relating  to  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  broujrht  in 
by  the  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  ot  ihe  Exchequer,  and 
Hr,  Solicitor  Greneral  for  Scotland. 

Bill  preeentcdt  and  read  first  time,   [  Bill  114.] 

PLACES  or  WOltSHlP  (siTEs)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  EUis,  Bill  to  give 
further  facilitiea  for  the  acquisition  of  Sitea  for 
Places  of  Worship,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Sir, 
M* Arthur,  and  Mr.  llenry  J.  Wiluon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  lid.] 

RAILWAT  SHAREHOLDERS  (LICENSING  SBSSIONS) 
BILL. 

On  Hotion  of  Mr*  Maclure,  Bill  to  remove 
the  disabilities  of  Railway  and  other  Share- 
holders in  Fublio  Companies  to  act  at  Licensing 
Sessions,  ordered  to  be  broii^'ht  in  by  Mr, 
Maelure^  Mr.  Fielden,  3Ir.  Hermon-Uodge, 
Colonel  Laurie,  Sir  Edward  Watkin,  and  Mr. 
Byron  Reed. 

BiU  presented^  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  116.] 

METROPOLIS  MANAGEMENT  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

t)n  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Metropolis  3Ianagement  Act  in 
regard  to  the  election  and  qualification  of 
vestrymen,  the  alteration  of  wards  of  parish ea, 
and  to  certain  sanitary  matters,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Earl  OomptoQt 
Mr.  LawBon,  and  Mr.  Jamea  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  117.] 

BRINE    PUMPINO  (OOMPEXSATION   FOR 
subsidence)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brunner,  Bill  to  provide 
Compensation  for  owners  of  property  suffering' 
through  the  subsidence  of  the  ground  caused  by 
the  Pumping  of  Brine,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Brunner,  Colonel  Cotton -Jodrell,  Iklr, 
Tollemache,  Mr.  Jennings,  and  Mr.  McLaren. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1 1 8»] 
^r.  A,  J*  Jhd/our 


FftraNDLT  SOCIETIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmingtonv  Bill  to 
render  the  a(!countH  of  Friondly  Societies  and 
Benefit  Building  Societies  uubject  to  h  Govern- 
ment audit ,  and  tor  other  purpofios,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Air.  Warraingtoa  and  Mr. 
Randt^lL 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  119.] 

BAN^JiUFTCY  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Peter  McDonald,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir.  Peter 
M*  Don  aid,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  'rhomas  Dickson,  Mr. 
Lane,  Dr,  Commins,  3Ir.  John  O'Connor,  and 
Mr.  John  Bairy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time*  [BiU  120.] 

POOR  LAW   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  BUI  to 
amend  the  Poor  Law,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Alfred  Thoraaa,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr, 
Abraham,  and  Mr.  Conybeare. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiU12U] 

BEER  ADULTERATION  (nO»  2)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Quilter,  BiU  for  better 
fleearing  the  purity  of  beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  l^Ir.  Quilter,  Mr.  Heneaf^, 
Viscount  Wolmer,  Sir  Ueury  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson, 
Mr.  Gurdon,  Colonel  Lloyd  Anstmthor,  and 
Mr.  LleweUyn. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  122.] 

TRUST  companies'  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Horace  Davey,  BiU  to 
enable  incorporated  Companies  to  act  as  execu* 
tors,  administrators,  and  trustees^  and  in  other 
fidaciary  capacities,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Horace  Davey,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan, 
Colonel  Makins,  and  Mr.  F,  W.  Maclean. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  123.] 

BUILDING    LANDS   (sCOTLAKd)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  Bill  to 
deal  with  the  FuTohase  of  Land  by  Local 
Authoritita  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  bronght 
in  by  ^Ir.  Munro  Ferguson  and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  124.] 

ACCUMULA1I0NS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  BirrelJ,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Accumulations,  ordered  to  \m 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Birrell,  Mr.  Cogens- Hardy, 
Mr.  Elton,  and  Mr.  NeviUe. 

BiU  presented,  and  jetd  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

AOGSSS  TO   MOUNTAINS   (sCOTLAITD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  secure  to 
the  Poblic  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains 
and  Moorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr,  Bryce,  Mr.  Joseph  Bolton, 
Sir  Horace  Davey,  Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Haldane, 
Dr.  Farquh&rson,  Mr.  Leng,  and  Sir  Henry 
Eoscoe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [BiU  126.] 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  quaster 
before  Six  o'clock. 


157 


Telegranus, 


{November  2S,  1890} 


Tdeyrams. 


158 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS. 
Friday,  SfSth  November,  1890. 


t 


I 


I 


9 


fe: 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 
The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
Honse  this  doy. 

Wherenpon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

QUESTIONS , 

YIELD  OF  CROPS  IN  INDIA. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Reports  of  the  crop 
experiments  conducted  throughout  India 
have  been  communicated  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  from  itime  to  time ; 
whether  any  Abstract  is  prepared  by 
the  Government  of  India,  or  by  the 
India  Office,  showing  the  average  yield 
of  crops  per  acre  throughout  the  different 
districts  as  deduced  from  the  crop 
experiments  or  from  other  sources  ;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Papers  containing  information  on  this 
subject? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham):  My  answer  to  the  first 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  is,  Yes; 
the  answer  to  the  second  question  is, 
No.  Bat  a  suggestion  has  been  made  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  that  a  table  of  the 
average  yield  of  the  principal  crops  in 
the  various  districts  should  be  prepared. 
In  reply  to  the  third  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  the  infor- 
mation is  contained  in  many  Annual  and 
Special  Reports,  such  as  are  noticed  at 
piges  122  and  123  of  the  last  Moral 
and  Material  Progress  Report.  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  think  it 
oecessary  to  lay  these  Reports  en  masse 
(m  the  TMe. 

VOLt  CCCXLIX.     [teibd  series.] 


THE  INDIA-CHINA  OPIUM  TRAFFIC. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Indian  Government  is  arranging  for 
an  additional  supply  of  opium  to  be 
prepared  for  consumption  in  India  in 
consequence  of  the  falling  off  of  the 
demand  for  China  ;  and  whether  he  will 
communicate  with  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment and  prohibit  this  policy  if  it  is 
found  to  be  in  contemplation  1 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  My  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  informs  me  ho  has 
no  reason  to  think  that  any  such  policy 
as  that  described  in  the  question  is 
contemplated  by  the  Government  of 
India. 

TELEGRAMS. 
Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  it 
is  the  rule  of  the  Telegraphic  Depart- 
ment of  the  General  Post  Office  to  refuse 
to  compensate  persons  for  loss  or  expense 
consequent  on  the  loss,  delay,  or  non- 
delivery of  a  telegram,  and  to  refuse  to 
communicate  to  the  person  injured  the 
names  of  the  defaulting  office  or 
officials  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  so  good  as  to  refer 
to  Clause  6  of  the  notice  which  is 
printed  on  the  back  of  the  forms  on 
which  the  public  write  their  telegrams, 
he  will  find  an  answer  to  the  first  part 
of  his  question.  The  clause  reads  as 
follows : — 

"6.  The  PoBtmaater  General  will  not  be  liable 
for  any  loss  or  damage  which  may  be  incurred 
or  sustained  by  reason  or  on  account  of  any 
mistake  or  default  in  the  transmission  or 
delivery  of  a  telegram." 

As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's questioD,  I  may  say  that  it  is  not 
the  practice  to  give  the  names  of  the 
subordinate  officials  concerned  in  the 
transmission  of  a  telegram  or  to  name 
the  office  where  a  mistake  may  have 
occurred.  Indeed,  in  a  great  many  cases 
it  would  be  impossible  to  do  so,  as  it 
cannot  always  be  ascertained  with  cer- 
tainty where  the  fault  has  occurred  or 
whether  it  is  not  due  to  some  momen- 
tary disturbance  of  the  wires  or  other 
apparatus.  The  conduct  of  any  default- 
ing officials  is  always  made  the  subject 
of  strict  inquiry  by  tbe  DepartmeTil. 
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LOCAL  TAXATION  (EXCHEQUER 
CONTKIBUTIONS.) 
Mr.  HOBHOUSB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  when  the  Return,  Local  Taxation 
(Exchequer  Contributions),  ordered  24th 
July  last,  will  be  presented  to  the 
House? 

♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  am  un- 
able at  present  to  state  when  the  Return 
referred  to  will  bs  presented,  but  every 
efEort  will  ba  made  to  furnish  it  as  early 
as  possible.  In  several  cases  the  infor- 
mation required  has  not  yet  baen  re- 
ceived, notwithstanding  repeated  applica- 
tions, and  in  a  large  number  of  instances 
where  the  Returns  furnished  appeared 
to  be  incomplete  or  inaccurate  it  has 
been  necessary  to  send  them  back  for 
amendment. 

BOARD  SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE  IN 
LONDON. 

Mr.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Oouncil  whether  he  is  aware  that,  in 
several  of  the  Board  schools  under  the 
London  School  Board,  the  percentage  of 
attendances  to  number  of  boys,  girls, 
and  infants  on  the  roll,  has  been  a 
decreasing  percentage  during  the  years 
1888,  1889,  and  1890;  whether  he  can 
state  if  this  decrease  of  attendance  is 
exceptional,  or  whether  it  is  general  in 
the  London  School  Board  district; 
whether  similar  decrease  in  attendance 
has  been  brought  to  his  attention  in  other 
School  Board  districts  ;  whether  any  and 
what  reason  has  been  reported  to  him  to 
account  for  such  decrease  ;  and  whether 
the  Education  Department  proposes  to 
take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dariford) :  There  has,  I  believe,  been 
some  decrease  in  certain  schools  within 
the  metropolitan  area,  but  it  appears  to 
be  due  to  local  and  accidental  circum- 
stances rather  than  to  any  general  cause, 
for  the  percentage  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  London  district  has  been  steadily 
improving  since  1887,  and  for  this  year 
stands  higher  than  at  any  previous 
time. 


THE  CLYDE  NAVIGATION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  of 
the  discovery  of  a  bank  more  than  one 
mile  in  length  in  the  fairway  of  tho_ 
Clyde  navigation  ;  whether  the  depth 
at  that  part  marked  on  the  Admiralty 
chart  was  from  29  to  19  fathoms,  and  is 
now  reduced  by  this  bank  to  a  depth  of 
from  6§  fathoms  to  9  fathoms  ;  and  if 
he  can  state  what  steps  are  taken  to  put 
an  end  to  such  continued  pollution  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  am  informeiby 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  owing  to  the 
position  not  ^  having  been  closely  sur- 
veyed, a  bank  with  less  than  6  fathoms 
has  been  recently  discovered  by  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Clyde  Lighthouse 
Trust — a  little  to  the  south  of  Cioch  Point 
— where  the  Admiralty  chart  showed 
deep  water.  With  reference  to  the  last 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  question,  I 
understand  that  an  action  is  in  course  of 
being  raised  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
an  interdict  against  the  deposit  of  dredg- 
ings  in  Loch  Long. 

INSANITARY  STATE  OK    FACTORIES 
AT  BOW. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Inspector  of  Factories  for  the  Poplar 
district  has  had  his  attention  called  to 
the  insanitary  state  of  the  factories  in 
the  close  vicinity  of  the  Glaucus  Street 
Board  School,  Bow  Common ;  whether 
the  health  of  the  teachers  and  children 
is  reported  to  bo  affected  thereby ;  and 
what,  if  any,  action  has  been  taken  to 
abate  the  alleged  nuisance  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Chief  Inspector  that  on  the  occasion  of 
a  recent  visit  of  the  District  Inspector  to  ■ 
the  school  in  question,  complaints  were 
made  of  offensive  smells,  presumably 
proceeding  from  factories  and  works  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  of  indisposition 
arising  therefrom.  The  Inspector  there- 
upon visited  various  works  with  the 
view  of  detecting  the  origin  of  the 
nuisance,  and  he  has  advised  the  authori- 
ties of  the  school  to  address  themselves 
to  the  Local  District  Board,  who  will  no 
doubt  take  action  in  the  matter.    The 
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question  is  one  for  the  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  In  view  of  the 
answer  given  by  the  Home  Secretary 
may  I  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  whether  the  Education  Depart- 
ment will  make  any  inquiry  into  the 
matter  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  Yes,  it  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  case  for  the  consideration 
of  the  School  Inspector,  and  I  will  see 
that  proper  representations  are  made  to 
him  on  the  subject. 

FOREIGN  FRUIT. 
Mr.  H.  T.  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  that  con- 
signments of  fresh  foreign  fruit  are 
constantly  made  in  this  country,  packed 
in  English  packages,  with  the  names  of 
English  salesmen  upon  them,  and  sold 
as  English  fruit;  that  the  Board  of 
Customs  having  been  applied  to  to 
detain  such  consignments,  under  the 
16th  clause  of  the  Merchandise  Marks 
Act,  1887,  declined  to  do  so,  on  the 
ground  that  the  requirement  under  that 
section — 

"  That  the  name  of  a  trader  in  the  United 
Kingdom  should  be  accompanied  hy  a  definite 
indication  of  the  country  of  manufacture," 

applies  only  when  such  name  is  borne 
on  goods  of  foreign  manufacture,  and 
not  to  raw  produce  such  as  fruit ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  word  "  goods "  in  the  said  Act  is 
defined  by  Section  3  to  mean 

''Anything  which  is  the  subject  of  trade, 
manufacture,  or  merchandise,*' 

he  will  ascertain  if  this  decision  was  in 
accordance  with  the  existing  law ;  and 
if  it  is,  whether  he  will  take  steps,  by 
amending  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act 
of  1887,  or  otherwise,  so  as  to  bring 
transactions  such  as  these  within  its 
scope  1 

♦The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  No,  Sir ;  I  was  not  aware  of  the 
facts  alleged  in  the  question,  but  having 
consulted  the  Commissioners  of  Customs, 
I  am  informed  :  "  (1)  That  fruit  imported 
into  this  country  packed  in  a  particular 
manner  or  in  a  particular  shape  would 
not  be  amenable  to  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act  merely  on  account  of  the 


mode  of  packing  or  the  shape  of  pack- 
age; (2)  that  mere  address  marks  on 
outer  packages  are  not  treated  as  coming 
within  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  and  (3) 
that  the  requirement  under  Section  16 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,  that 
the  name  of  a  dealer  in  the  United 
Kingdom  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
definite  indication  of  the  country  in 
which  the  goods  were  made  or  produced 
applies  only  where  such  name  is  borne 
on  articles  of  foreign  manufacture,  and 
not  when  it  is  borne  on  packages  of  raw 
produce  such  as  fresh  fruit.  But  in 
any  cases  where  the  name  of  a  dealer  in 
this  country  on  the  package  was  not  a 
mere  address  mark,  but  could  be  held  to 
give  a  British  character  to  the  fruit,  the 
fruit  could  be  dealt  with  under  Section  3 
of  the  Act."  Under  thes3  circumstances, 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  propose 
any  amendment  of  the  existing  law. 

IRELAND -PURCHASES  UNDER  THE 
ASHBOURNE  ACTS. 
Mr.  KEAY:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  proceedings  at  recent  meet- 
ings of  tenant  purchasers  of  holdings 
under  the  Ashbourne  Acts,  who  have 
bought  from  the  Duke  of  Leinster,  the 
Marquess  of  Bath,  the  Marquess  of 
Waterford,  and  others,  and  who  are  now 
agitating  for  the  postponement  of  the 
annual  instalments  which  they  owe  to 
the  State;  whether  he  will  state  the 
total  amount  of  rental  on  each  of  these 
estates  respectively .  which  formed  the 
basis  of  the  calculation  on  which  the 
purchases  were  effected,  and  whether 
he  will  state  the  total  amount  of  rent 
actually  paid  on  each  of  these  estates  by 
the  tenants  who  purchased  their  holdings 
during  the  five  years  preceding  the  date 
of  purchase,  and  the  amount  of  arrears 
which  had  accumulated  at  the  time  of 
such  purchase  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  understand  that  in  some  instances 
tenant  purchasers  have  asked  that  the 
repayment  of  their  purchase  annuity 
should  be  extended  over  a  greater  period 
than  the  existing  statutable  one,  or  that 
payment  of  this  year's  instalment  be 
deferred  until  the  expiration  of  that 
statutable  period.  For  particulars  as  to 
the  area,  rental,  valuation,  and  purchagSQ 
I  2 
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money  of  the  properties  sold,  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  special 
Parliamentary  Returns  on  the  subject — 
namely,  No.  81  of  Session  1889,  and  No. 
115  of  Session  1890.  For  additional 
particulars  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  the 
Leinster  estate,  I  would  refer  to  my 
reply  to  a  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  i^outh  Kildare  on  August 
14th  last  {Hansard^  Third  Series,  vol. 
348,  p.  970),  where  it  is  shown  that 
the  late  Very  Rev.  Dr.  Kavanagh, 
P.P.,  who  conducted  the  negotia- 
tions on  behalf  of  the  tenants,  wrote 
to  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners  that 
the  tenants  were  free  contracting  parties ; 
that  they  had  made  excellent  bargains ; 
that  their  rents  were  low  ;  and  that  the 
purchase  would  reduce  these  rents  by 
25  per  cent.  I  may  now  further  add 
that  of  the  348  tenant  purchasers  on 
this  estate  all  have  paid  their  annuities 
due  May  1,  1890,  except  two,  and  their 
indebtedness  does  not  exceed  £20.  The 
guarantee  deposits  amounting  to  upwards 
of  £50,000  are  untouched.  The  Com- 
missioners have  no  record  in  regard  to 
the  subject  matter  of  the  last  paragraph. 

Mr.  KEAY  :  Arising  out  of  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  may  I  ask 
how  it  is  that,  without  any  regard  to  the 
amounts  of  the  rents  actually  paid  and 
of  the  arrears  unpaid,  the  Commissioners 
have  found  themselves  able  to  perform 
their  duties  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  see 
how  that  question  arises  out  of  my 
answer;  but  I  will  make  inquiry. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  As  it 
affects  the  question  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  place 
on  the  Table  a  Return  showing  up  to  the 
present  time  the  number  and  extent  of 
the  farms  in  reference  to  which  intend- 
ing purchasers  have  applied  to  the 
Government  for  a  relaxation  of  the 
terms  of  the  Act? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  No,  Sir;  I  do 
not  think  anything  would  be  gained  by 
that. 

ANGLO-PORTUGUESE  AGREEMENT. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  Papers  containing 
the  Agreement  of  20th  August  between 
Great  Britain  and  Portugal,  Correspond- 
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ence  relating  thereto,  and  the  modtM 
Vivendi  recently  concluded  between  the 
two  Powers  1 

The  UNDER  SECRETARYop  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fk»- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  Papers, 
referred  to  are  being  prepared,  and  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  very  shortly. 

THE  TAUMTON  ACCIDENT. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
it  is  intended  to  take  steps  to  prosecute 
the  Raih\Tiy  Company  for  the  deaths 
and  injuries  caused  at  Taunton  by  the 
signals  being  left  in  charge  of  an  aged 
and  incapacitated  man  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  under- 
stand that  the  Coroner's  Return  giving* 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  in  the  case 
referred  to  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Home  Office,  but  no 
facts  have  been  brought  to  my  notice 
which  would  lead  me  to  adopt  the 
description  which  the  hon.  Member  uses 
of  the  man  who  was  in  charge  of  the 
signals.  The  Report  of  the  Inspecting 
Officer  on  the  accident  has  to-day  been 
laid  before  me.  While  I  do  not  think 
the  circumstances  at  all  justify  a  pro- 
secution, I  intend  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  company  to  grave  infringement  of 
their  regulations,  which  contributed  to 
the  accident. 

THE  CASE  OF  COLONEL  MITCHELL. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  Affidavits  filed  by  a 
Retired  Officer  of  the  Royal  Engineers 
in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and  on 
which  a  rule  nisi  for  mandamus  v^ 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  obtained 
17th  November,  1890;  and  whether  he 
intends  to  give  effect  to  official  recom- 
mendations of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
and  Attorney  General,  to  make  a  pay- 
ment to  this  Officer,  and  thus  end  this 
protracted  litiefation? 

♦The  SECRETARr  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  I  am  not  prepared  to  lay 
on  the  Table  any  Papers  as  to  which 
legal  proceedings  are  pending,  or  to  give 
any  information  as  to  recommendations 
which  may  have  been  made  to  me 
relative  to  Colonel  Mitchell.    When  the 
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last  action  brought  by  Colonel  Mitchell 
was  decided  against  him,  an  appeal  ad 
misericordiaTn  was  made  to  me  not  to 
press  for  the  costs  of  the  War  OflSce. 
Colonel  Mitchell  having  given  an  under- 
taking that  the  litigation  was  at  an  end, 
I  consented  to  this  course,  in  spite  of 
which  he  has  immediately  commenced 
another  action. 

THE  DEFENCES  OF  THE  FORTH. 
Sib  DONALD  CURRIE :  I  wish  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice.  I  wish  to  know  whether, 
in  connection  with  the  defences  of  the 
Firth  of  Forth,  the  Government  have 
made  arrangements  for  the  purchase  of 
the  Island  of  Inchkeith,  and  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  pier  ? 

*Me.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Yes;  it  is  our 
intention  to  go  on  with  the  acquisition 
of  the  Island  of  Inchkeith,  and  we  pro- 
pose to  proceed  under  the  Defences  Act 
for  the  purpose  Of  obtaining  that  island. 
When  we  have  obtained  it,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  one  of  the  works  that  will  be 
carried  out  will  be  the  construction  of  a 
pier. 

IRISH  PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
Mb.  MATTHEW  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he 
can  state  when  it  is  proposed  to  introduce 
the  Bill  dealing  with  Private  Bill  Legis- 
lation for  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  must 
depend  upon  the  progress  made  in  the 
disposal  of  the  Irish  and  other  legisla- 
tive business  now  before  the  House. 

THE  CONVICTION  OF  MR.  WALSH. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  why  the  warrant  upon  the  con- 
viction of  Mr.  Walsh,  of  the  Cashel 
Sentinel  (now  in  Clonmel  Guol),  for  publi- 
cation in  his  newspaper,  has  not  been 
issued ;  and  what  is  the  power  which 
enables  the  Executive  to  suspend  war- 
rants or  secure  their  non-issuance  or 
non-signing  after  sentence  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddex,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Inspector  General  reports 
4fi  follows  : — 


**  The  warrant  referred  to  will  be  lodged  to 
take  effect  at  the  expiration  of  Mr.  Walsh's 
imprisonment.  This  is  the  usual  course  in  the 
absence  of  the  warrant  providing  that  the  sen- 
tence should  run  concurrently  with^that  under 
which  Mr.  Walsh  is  now  in  gaol." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
question,  namely — "  What .  is  the  power 
which  enables  the  Executive  to  suspend 
warrants,  or  secure  their  non-issuance  or 
non-signing  after  sentence  ?  "  Is  this 
warrant  signed  and  in  vigour,  and,  if  so, 
why  was  it  not  enforced  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  question  as  to 
the  Executive  does  not  arise.  There 
was  no  special  intervention  of  the 
Executive,  but  the  usual  course  was 
followed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  want  to  know 
by  what  authority  the  warrant  was  held 
over.  Was  it  by  the  authority  of  the 
police  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wishes  to  know  on 
what  date  the  warrant  was  actually 
signed,  that  is  a  different  question  to  the 
one  on  the  Paper,  and  I  will  answer  it 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will  put 
it  down. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  will  do  so  on 
Monday. 

CORONER  FOR  TIPPERARY. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Harrison  (Tipperary, 
Mid), 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  I  have 
not  had  time  to  make  myself  acquainted 
with  the  facts  in  connection  with  the 
approaching  Election  of  Coroner  for 
Tipperary ;  but  it  does  not  rest  with  me 
to  make  the  arrangements.  I  believe 
that  it  rests  with  the  Sheriff. 

DEATH  OF  MR.  JUSTICE  LITTON. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  May  I 
ask  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
report  that  Mr.  Justice  Litton,  Chief  of 
the  Land  Commission,  is  dead  » 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  deeply  re- 
gret  to  say  that  the  report  is  true. 

MOtlONS. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
♦(3.50.)    The  FIRST  LORD  or   the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  In  rising  to  move — 
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**  That,  until  Christmas,  Goveroment  Busi- 
ness have  priority  over  all  Orders  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion,  and  the  provisions  of 
Standing  Order  No.  11  be  suspended/* 

said  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  I  hope  I  may 
again  press  npon  the  House  the  grounds 
upon  which  I  urge  the  Motion  of  which 
I  have  given  notice,  and  I  trust  and 
believe  that  it  will  meet  with  the  uni- 
versal acceptance  of  the  House.  I  be- 
lieve it  will  also  bo  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House  itself.  In  addition  to  that, 
I  may  refer  to  the  practice  which  has 
prevailed  during  the  last  ten  years  when 
there  has  been  an  Autumn  Session.  1 
find  on  reference  that  on  no  occasion 
on  which  the  House  has  sat  at  this 
period  of  the  year  has  it  been  customary 
for  private  Members  to  retain  the  un- 
diminished exercise  of  those  privileges 
to  which  they  attach,  and  rightly  attach, 
great  value,  notwithstanding  the  fac^ 
that  they  have  frequently  been  unable 
to  keep  a  House  when  their  Bills  have 
been  brought  on.  It  is  a  singular  fact 
that  I  am  not  makin^f  any  innovation  on 
the  practice  of  the  House  for  tho  last 
ten  years.  In  1882  there  was  an 
Autumn  Sitting,  which  was  simply  an 
adjournment  of  a  previous  Session,  and 
in  that  year  the  Government  of  the  day 
took  possession  of  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  until  the  questions  submitted  to 
it  had  been  disposed  of.  In  the  year 
1884  the  House  assembled  for  an 
Autumn  Session,  and  the  Government 
carried  a  Motion  that  the  Bills  which 
were  put  down  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  on  that  occasion  should  take 
precedence  of  all  other  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day  on  every  day  on 
which  they  were  set  down  on  the  Paper. 
Again,  in  1888,  a  similar  practice  pre- 
vailed. I  am  therefore  fortified  by  the 
practice  of  the  House,  a  practice  which 
I  believe  is  justified  by  its  convenience, 
and  we  may  by  these  means  dispose  of 
the  business  which  has  called  us  to- 
gether at  this  inconvenient  period  of  the 
year  as  rapidly  as  possible,  consistently 
with  due  consideration  of  the  important 
questions  which  will  be  submitted  to 
the  House.  We  hold  that  these  ques- 
tions are  as  important  as  any  in 
regard  to  which  the  same  privileges 
have  been  accorded  and  the  same 
demand  has  been  made  on  former 
occasions.  We  hold  that  the  Considera- 
tion of  the  very  grave  question  of  land 
Mr,  ir.  H,  Smith 


purchase  in  Ireland  is  one  which 
deserves  the  most  serious  and  undivided 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  House,  and 
one  the  consideration  of  which  onghi 
not  to  be  postponed  for  an  indefinite 
period.  There  is  also  another  con- 
sideration which  I  wish  to  impress  on 
the  House,  and  it  is  that  if  we  are  able 
— as  I  hope  we  sliall  be  able — to  make 
considerable  progress  with  these 
measures  on  this  occasion,  we  shall 
diminish  the  necessity  for  demanding 
from  the  House  facilities  which  have 
been  previously  necessary.  I  base  my 
recommendation  to  the  House  on  the 
ground  of  greater  convenience,  and  on 
the  ground  of  the  necessity  which  exists 
for  facilities  in  order  that  the  House 
may  be  able  to  deal  properly  and  with 
full  consideration  with  the  grave  ques- 
tions before  it.  I  trust  1  have  said 
enough  to  recommend  this  Motion  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
that  it  will  find  support  on  both  sides  of 
the  House. 

(3.55.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton) :  May  I  ask  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Tithe  Bill  or  that  of  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  first? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  Tithe  Bill  will  be  read  & 
second  time  on  Monday  and  the  Land 
Bill  on  Tuesday.  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  that  it  would  be  hardly 
possible  to  take  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  on  Monday,  con- 
sidering the  importance  of  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  until  Christmas,  GoverDment  Busi- 
ness have  priority  over  all  Ordeis  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion,  and  the  provisions  of 
Standing  Order  No.  1 1  be  suspended.** — (Jtf"r. 
//'.  U.  Umith.) 

(3.56.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE;  I  see 
with  pleasure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle-^ 
man  has,  notwithstanding  previous  dis- 
appointments, come  back  among  us  as 
sanguine  as  ever.  But  really  1  do  believe 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to 
continue  the  leader  of  the  House  for  a 
sufEcient  number  of  years  he  would  do 
his  very  best  to  absolutely  suppress  the 
rights  of  private  Members.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  the  course 
he  has  proposed  is  usual,  but  for  my  part 
I  assert  that  it  is  entirely  unprecedented. 
If  a  Session — it  may   be   an   Autumn 


169 


Business  of 


[November  28,  1890} 


t?ie  H<yuse, 


170 


Session — is  called  for  a  specific  purpose 
and  is  a  separate  Session,  I  can  under- 
stand the  Government  taking  the  whole 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  but  this  is  the 
beginning  of  the  ordinary  and  normal 
Session,  and  it  is  fully  understood  that 
the  only  object  of  commencing  so  early 
on  this  occasion  is  that  the  House  may 
be  able  to  rise  at  an  earlier  period  than 
usual  next  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  comes  down  when  the  Autumn 
Session  has  commenced,  and  ho  at  once 
asks  that  the  Government  shall  take  the 
whole  time  of  the  House.  It  is  true 
tliat  this  course  has  been  taken  beforo 
with  regai-d  to  a  particular  Bill,  or  one 
of  the  stages  of  an  important  Bill,  which 
it  was  desirable  to  pass,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  presented  his 
Motion  on  any  such  grounds.  He  does 
not  ask  for  the  time  of  the  House  in 
order  that  we  may  pass  this  or  that  Bill, 
but  he  asks  for  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  up  to  Christmas  for  the  general 
business  of  the  Government.  I  maintain 
that  I  am  justified,  therefore,  in  saying 
that  the  course  proposed  is  unprecedented. 
It  is  difficult  to  satisfy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Seeing  how  quickly  the 
Address  has  been  disposed  of  this 
Session  compared  with  former  occasions, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in- 
stead of  making  a  piteous  appeal  to  us 
for  the  time  of  private  Members, 
should  have  shown  his  gratitude  for 
the  attitude  which  has  already  been 
taken  by  the  House  this  Session.  We 
took  compassion  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  ILait^hter  from  tJie  Minis- 
terial Benches^  It  seems  that  wo  can 
never  satisfy  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
If  we  discuss  the  Address  at  any  length 
they  complain,  and  if  we  pass  it  after  a 
Debate  of  an  hour  and  'a  half  they  jeer 
at  us.  We  have  been  asked  repeatedly 
to  give  sufEcient  rope  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  as  we  have  now  done  so 
we  should  expect  that  he  would  get  up 
and  say,  "  It  is  true  that  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  we  intended 
to  take  up  the  whole  time  of  the  House, 
but  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
debate  on  the  Address  only  lasted 
for  a  few  hours,  I  will  not  now 
move  the  Motion."  We  have  heard  a 
good  deal  about  the  great  distress  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  for  the  time  of 
the   House  in  order  to  pass  a  Bill  to 


relieve  that  great  distress,  and  had 
shown  due  cause  for  such  relief,  un- 
doubtedly Radical  Members  would  not 
have  opposed  the  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  wants  all  the 
time  of  the  House  in  order  to  pass  a 
Tithe  Bill  and  a  Land  Purchase  Bill 
beforo  Christmas.  Well,  I  just  now 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which 
he  was  going  to  take  first,  because  I  did 
not  believe  he  was  going  to  take  the- 
Tithe  Bill  at  once  before  the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  considering  how  much  we  have- 
heard  about  the  necessities  and  require- 
ments of  Ireland.  Why  does  he  take 
the  Tithe  Bill?  The  House  will  re- 
member what  occurred  last  Session. 
Perpetually  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  explaining  the  course  of 
business,  the  distinguished  son  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Peer  who  is  Prime  Minister 
used  to  come  down  and  say,  "  Well,  but 
what  about  the  Tithe  Bill  ?"  It  would 
seem  that  this  Tithe  Bill  is  a  special 
favourite  of  the  Prime  Minister's.  The 
Prime  Minister  is  a  Churchman  first 
and  a  statesman  afterwards.  The 
Prime  Minister  wants  the  Tithe 
Bill,  and  he  has  imposed  his  will 
on  those  unfortunate  gentlemen  who 
are  bound  to  obey  it,  and  insists  that 
hon.  Members  are  to  be  called  away 
from  their  "  happy  homes  "  in  order  to- 
pass  this  Bill,  as  if  there  were  any 
reason  for  hot  haste  in  giving  further 
facilities  to  the  clergy  to  obtain  their 
tithes.  Right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen, 
opposite  may  be  the  humble  servants  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  we  are  not. 
Incidentally,  I  may  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  leader  of  the  House 
that  never  did  he  indulge  a  more 
sanguine  anticipation  than  the  notion 
that  this  Bill  will  be  passed  in  one  day. 
Why,  the  Welsh  Members  alone  are 
pretty  fair  stayers  in  debate,  and  these 
gentlemen  themselves  are  strong  enough, 
without  any  interference  by  English 
Members,  to  devote,  as  they  certainly 
ought,  three  days  at  least  to  explaining 
their  views  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  Aa 
to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill,  I  look  upon 
it  as  one  of  the  grossest  frauds  ever  per- 
petrated on  the  taxpayers.  I  regard  it 
as  a  most  unjust  and  improper  thing 
that  that  Bill,  after  the  assurances  given 
by  gentlemen  opposite  at  the  last  elec- 
tion, should  ba  passed  in  the  present 
Parliament,  and  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
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and  others  will  act  with  me,  I  will  not 
give  facilities  of  any  sort  or  kind  for 
passing  that  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  he  hopes  that  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Resolution  will  render  it 
unnecessary  for  him  to  ask  for  the  time 
of  private  Members  later  on.  I  have  no 
doubt  he  thinks  that,  and  means  what 
he  says ;  but  last  Session  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assured  the  House  that  the 
Estimates  should  be  brought  on  and 
discussed  at  an  early  period.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  it  impossible 
consistently  with  his  duty  to  his  God, 
his  Queen,  and  his  country,  to  fulfil  that 
pledge,  and  he  will  find  it  equally 
impossible  to  fulfil  the  pledge  he  has 
given  now,  that  by  taking  the  time  of 
the  House  at  the  beginning  it  will  be 
unnecessary  to  make  demands  upon  the 
privileges  of  private  Members  later  in 
the  Session.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brings  on  Vote  on  Account  after  Vote  on 
Account  we  shall  be  bound,  after 
what  occurred  last  Session,  to  dis- 
cuss every  item  for  which  the  money 
is  granted,  whether  the  discussion 
takes  six  weeks  or  twelve  months.  Last 
Session  I  declined  to  discuss  the  Esti- 
mates. They  were  brought  on  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  or  within  a  few  days 
of  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  passed 
without  any  sort  of  discussion,  because  I 
and  others  on  this  side  of  the  House 
would  not  take  part  in  the  farce  of  dis- 
cussing the  Estimates  in  a  day  or  two 
after  most  of  the  Members  had  left  town. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  Session 
took  nearly  the  whole  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  he  muddled  the  time  away. 
He  brought  forward  three  different 
Bills  that  knocked  against  each  other  in 
such  a  way  that  one  Member  of  the 
Government  obstructed  another,  the 
result  being  that  nothing  was  done. 
This  Session  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  begun  by  muddling,  precisely  as  he 
did  last  Session.  Parliament  was  called 
together  on  Tuesday ;  the  last  three  days 
have  been  simply  wasted,  and  to-day  the 
time  of  the  Houss  is  to  be  taken  away 
from  private  Members,  not  even  to  dis- 
cuss the  important  Tithe  Bill  or  the  im- 
portant Land  Bill,  but  a  Tenancies 
Eating  Bill  and  a  Pollen  Fisheries  Bill 
— ^what  a  "pollen"  is — whether  a  fish 
or  a  river  or  a  method  of  fishing — I  con- 
fess I  do  not  know.  Why  is  it  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adopts  this  system 
Mr,  Labouchere 


of  taking  away  the  time  of  private 
Members  ?  I  have  always  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  an  exceedingly 
astute  Member  of  the  House.  ["  Hear, 
hear."]  Yes,  you  agree  with  me  because 
you  know  he  always  manages  to  take 
hold  of  the  time  of  the  House  and 
prevent  private  Members  bringing 
on  Resolutions.  Why  does  he  do 
that?  Because  he  knows  that  Resolu- 
tions might  be  brought  forward  from 
this  side  of  the  House  on  which  it  would 
be  exceedingly  diflBcult  for  Liberal 
Unionists  to  vote.  They  would  find 
themselves  in  a  difficulty  between  their 
duty  to  the  Government  and  their 
pledges  to  their  constituents.  I  believe. 
Sir,  that  our  time  is  taken  away,  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Government,  but  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Liberal  Unionists.  I 
shall  go  to  a  Division  against  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
will  make  two  suggestions  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  first  is,  that  he 
will  be  kind  enough  not  to  treat  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  as  school- 
boys. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  gets 
up  and  says,  "  If  you  don't  do  this  and 
that  I  shall  shorten  your  holidays."  The 
only  reason  why  some  Members  on  the 
Opjjosition  side  ask  about  holidays  some- 
times is  for  the  sake  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  We  observe  that  he 
often  looks  a  little  fagged  from  his  work, 
and  we  have  thought  a  holiday  would 
set  him  up ;  but  as  far  as  Radical  Mem- 
bers are  concerned,  they  are  ready  to 
sacrifice  every  holiday  rather  than 
sacrifice  one  inch  of  their  principles. 
\^Laughter.^  Hon.  Members  opposite 
laugh.  They  do  not  understand  making 
sacrifices  for  principle.  I,  however,  am 
explaining  our  creed,  not  that  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  can  under- 
stand their  ridiculing  the  idea  of  anyone 
being  such  fools  as  to  do  such  a  thing. 
The  other  suggestion  I  would  offer  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  he 
should  not  waste  time  by  addressing 
homilies  to  hon.  Members  on  what  they 
are  doing.  We  are  here  to  oppose  Bills 
which  we  consider  injurious.  If  our 
action  met  with  the  approval  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  we  should  not  have  the 
approval  either  of  our  constituents  or  of 
our  own  consciences.  However  much  we 
value  the  approval  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  we  cannot  sacrifice  the 
approval  of  our  consciences  for  anything 
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of  the  sort.  If,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  is  so  anxious  not  to  waste 
the   time  of  the  House   let  him   avoid 

casting  his  pearls  before [Laughter,^ 

Yes,  that  is  what  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  think  of  hon.  Members  who 
fiit  upon  this  side.  I  shall  certainly  go 
to  a  Division,  and  I  hope  many  gentle- 
men sitting  around  me  will  register  an 
immediate  protest  against  this  system, 
so  favoured  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  taking  the  time  of  the  House  at  the 
very  beginning  of  the  Session. 

(4.14.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.) :  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  make  an  exception  in  the 
Motion  in  favour  of  the  Seed  Potatoes 
(Ireland)  Bill. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  I  will 
fulfil  the  obligation  I  have  come  under 
to  him. 

*Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet)  : 
I  do  not  like  to  give  an  absolutely 
silent  vote  on  this  subject,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  for  many  years 
past  I  have  been  one  of  those  who  have 
always  entered  a  protest  against  the 
appropriation  by  the  Government  of 
time  to  the  exclusion  of  the  privi- 
leges of  private  Members,  or  rather  the 
opportunities  of  non-oflficial  Members  of 
the  House.  It  is  impossible  for  any 
one  who  has  been  any  considerable  time 
in  the  House  not  to  observe  that  the 
feeling  among  Members  of  the  House 
at  large  towards  what  are  called 
private  Members  has  been  very  mate- 
rially modified.  There  was  a  time  when 
Members  of  position  on  both  sides  who 
were  agreed  upon  no  other  subject, 
made  common  cause  whenever,  in  their 
judgment,  the  privileges  of  non-oflficial 
Members  were  menaced.  I  have  con- 
stantly taken  part  in  such  movements 
in  order  to  guard  against  the  union  of 
the  two  Front  Benches  in  numerous  acts 
of  approprii^tion  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
Now,  the  position  which  private  Members 
occupy  in  the  general  estimaticto  of  the 
House  ha*i  considerably  changed  of 
late.^  No  one  can  mix  with  his  brother 
Members  without  hearing  very  dis- 
paraging remarks  in  regard  to  the  way 
in  which  the  time  of  the  House  is  utihsed. 
We  frequently  hear  private  Members 
spoken ot  as  pretentious  windbags  and  fad- 
dists seeking  to  obtain  their  own  ends  at 
the  public  expense.    I  am  not  saying  how 


far  these  remarks  may  in  any  instances  be 
justified,  but  the  net  result  is  that  the 
means  which  private  Members  now  have 
of  exercising  any  influence  whatever  on 
the  affairs  of  the  House  has  been  re- 
duced almost  to  a  nullity.  I  think  the 
House  before  itagreesto  this  Motion  ought 
to  carefully  consider  the  position  which 
it  occupies  with  regard  to  the  time  at  its 
command.  If  this  were  a  Motion  made  at 
the  ordinary  time  of  the  commencement 
of  the  Session  in  February,  I  would 
say  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
House  resolutely  to  decline,  and  insist 
on  the  right  every  individual  Member 
has  to  discharge  his  public  duty  to  his 
country  and  his  constituents.  But  with 
regard  to  this  specific  Motion,  we  have 
met  at  an  unusual  time,  and  not  for  the 
discussion  of  ordinary  business,  but 
sp3cific  business  known  beforehand.  I 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  and  other 
Members  with  a  longer  experience  of 
Parliament  than  I  have  myself — though 
my  own  is,  I  regret  to  say,  not  incon- 
siderable— will  bear  me  out  when  I  say 
that  it  always  has  been  the  practice 
under  the  pressure  of  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances to  modify  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House,  and  to  afford  to 
the  Government  all  the  facilities  the 
House  has  at  its  command.  That  has 
been  notably  the  case  towards  the 
end  of  the  Session — not  only  in  the  last 
decade,  when  changes  have  been  made 
which  I  certainly  regard  as  bad  prece- 
dents— but  in  former  years  ;  but  then  the 
practice  was  to  insist  upon  knowing  to 
what  purpose  the  time  was  to  be  given 
up.  As  I  understand  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  he  does  not  ask  for  the  time  of 
the  House  to  go  into  any  general  scheme 
of  legislation,  but  to  bring  before  the 
House  certain  specific  proposals,  and 
those  proposals  alone.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  referred  to  the  fact 
that  the  early  meeting  of  Parliament  has 
been  connected  with  an  earlier  relinquish- 
ment of  our  labours.  I  must  also 
remind  the  hou.  Member  that  the  work 
now  down  for  our  consideration  is 
essentially  work  which  was  to  have 
been  done  last  autumn.  Therefore, 
understanding,  as  I  do,  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  pledged  themselves  only  to 
avail  themselves  of  this  concession  for 
specific  purposes,  and  that  they  do  not 
ask  non-oflficial  Members  to  abdicate  their 
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rights  in  the  ordinary  period  of  the 
Session,  I  for  one  shall  not  oppose  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  guarantee  that  the 
Government  will  not  ask  for  the  time  of 
private  Members  in  the  ordinary  period 
of  the  Session  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  The  word  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  good  enough  for  me, 
and  I  venture  to  say  likewise  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  |and  for  the  House  at 
large.  Upon  this  understanding,  namely, 
that  in  the  ordinary  period  of  the 
Session  private  Members  will  not  be 
asked  to  abdicate  their  rights,  I  for 
one  shall  be  prepared  to  support  the 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

*(4.25.)  Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID 
(St.  Pancras,  S.) :  I  hold  that  we  have 
arrived  at  a  period  when  the  time 
of  Parliament  ought  to  be  altogether  re- 
arranged. At  present  the  time  usually 
allott^  to  the  Government  is  totally 
insufficient.  I  do  not  think  this  remark 
applies  to  this  Government  only,  but  it 
applies  equally  to  any  Government  what- 
ever. Therefore  I  say  that  there  must  be 
a  re-arrangement,  so  that  the  Government 
may  have  more  time  at  their  disposal.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  time  has  arrived 
when  we  ought  to  give  up  Tuesday 
altogether  as  a  private  Members'  night. 
It  is  a  night  Avhich  is  generally  appro- 
priated to  mere  abstract  resolutions 
which  do  not  result  in  legislation.  Our 
Sittings  on  Wednesday  are  in  a  different 
position.  They  have  been  productive  of 
a  considerable  number  of  useful 
measures  introduced  in  the  shape  of  Bills 
by  private  Members.  I  would  therefore 
suggest  that  Wednesday  should  be  pre- 
served as  a  private  Members'  day  ;  but 
seeing  that  there  are  more  counts-out  on 
Tuesday  than  upon  any  other  day,  I 
think  that  the  Government  should  have 
that  day  as  Ave  11  as  Mondays  and  Thurs- 
days. If  this  course  were  taken,  I  be- 
lieve that  it  would  not  be  necessary  in 
future  to  propose  such  Motions  as  that 
now  before  the  House. 

(4.27.)  Mr.W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian) :  My  hon.  Fnend 
who  has  just  sat  down  stated  that  he 
thinks  that  the  Government  have  now 
more  to  do  than  they  had  at  other  times, 
and  that  there  oaght  to  be  an  entire  re- 
arrangement of  Parliamentar^ime  with 
a  view  to  a  different  distributioi^  between 
Mr.  J.  Lotcther  \ 


the  Government  and  non-official  Members, 
as  they  have  been  well  called  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Thai 
may  be  so  or  it  may  not  be  so.  I  offer 
no  opinion  on  the  subject,  but  in  the 
earliest  year  that  I  can  recollect  four 
Bills  of  vast  importance  were  passed  by 
the  Government,  and  I  have  known 
certainly  within  the  last  five  years  no 
approach  to  Parliamentary  labour  of  that 
kind.  There  was  a  coercion  Bill  for 
Ireland  of  great  labour  and  difficulty  in 
that  year — 1833.  It  was  followed  by  a 
Church  Temporalities  Bill,  reconstituting 
a  most  complicated  subject,  and  then 
came  a  vast  measure,  the  West  India 
Emancipation  Bill,  and  after  that  the 
re-adjustment  of  the  Bank  Charter,  and 
also,  I  think,  an  Indian  Bank  Charter ; 
and  that  was  all  done  under  the  present 
arrangement  of  Government  time.  But 
that  is  not  the  question  before  us.  We 
have  apparently  a  limited  limitation,  but 
with  respect  to  the  limitation  I  wish  to 
have  a  clearer  understanding  than  we  have 
yet  arrived  at.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  made 
a  declaration  at  the  close  of  his  speech 
that  he  considered  the  Government 
pledged  by  this  Motion  not  to  ask  after 
Christmas  for  the  time  of  non-official 
Members.  I  observed  no  sign  whatever 
of  assent  on  the  part  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  show  that  he  con- 
sidered it  to  bo  a  pledge  on  the  part  of 
Ihe  Government,  and  undoubtedly  we 
are  entitled  to  some  much  clearer  indica- 
tion of  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
as  to  what  is  to  take  place  after  Christmas 
than  what  wo  have  yet  obtained.  For 
my  part,  I  feel  no  disposition  to  go  to 
issue  with  the  Government  upon  the 
question  of  limited  extent,  and  1  believe 
such  would  be  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House ;  but  Avhat  I  have  observed  is 
that  a  small  demand  is  after  a  week  or 
ten  days  followed  by  a  greater  demand ; 
that  again  is  followed  by  a  demand 
larger  still,  and  the  upshot  is  that  the 
time  of  non-official  Members  is  almost 
entirely  absorbed.  We  want,  therefore, 
to  know  what  are  the  general  intentions 
of  the  Government  with  respect  to  the 
time  of  non-official  Members,  because  I 
must  point  out  that  with  regard  to  the 
specific  purpose  of  his  Motion  it  is  im- 
possible to  have  a  weaker  position  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  In 
the  first  place,  his  Motion  does  not  corre- 
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spond  with  his  notice.  His  notice  was 
totally  different  from  the  Motion.  Hia 
notice  was  that  the  time  of  the  House 
should  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill, 
the  Tithe  Bill,  and  Bills  connected  with 
Irish  distress,  bat  his  Motion  is  that 
the  time  of  the  House  should  be  givcm 
to  the  Government  up  to  Christmas 
for  ail  Government  business  whatever. 
They  are  in  total  contradiction  to  one 
another,  and  I  would  observe  that  no 
notice  whatever  is  better  than  a  mis- 
leading and  erroneous  one.  But  the 
ght  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  prece- 
lents.  There  is  no  precedent  whatever 
►uching  such  a  Motion  as  this.  He  has 
recedents  to  show  that  on  particular 
occasions  after  the  commencement  of  the 
Session— for  what  may  be  done  at  the 
end  of  the  Session  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  it — demands  have  bjen  made 
on  the  House  for  certain  important 
measures.  Bat  now  this  is  not  a  demand 
br  this  or  timt  impctrtant  measure,  but 
demand  for  Government  business 
•ene rally.  What  is  woi'st  of  all  is  that 
is  Motion  is  in  direct  contradiction  of 
is  own  notice*  The  right  hoiu  Gentle- 
lan  8 poke  three  days  ago  in  absolute 
ntnuliction  to  the  terras  of  the  Motion 
which  he  now  makes,  I  ventured  in  the 
course  of  the  Dt^bate  on  the  Address  to 
pass  a  eulogy,  as  I  sometimes  do,  on  the 
the  wisdom  of  our  ancest<?rs,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  lesponded  to  me, 
not  only  with  assent  nnd  symjmthy,  but 
with  fervour.  He  was  all  for  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  but  he  asked, 
What  was  our  condition  ? "  The 
normous  demands  for  the  discussion  of 
this,  that,  or  the  other  subject  drive  the 
overnment  to  such  a  point  that  we 
ve  no  option  except  to  make  these 
requests  to  the  House,  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  added — 

"But  let  the  Hoiwe  i^ive  us  iwme  indication 
of  a  dispofeiiioti  to  as«$i«t  the  passage  of  Govern - 
meat  measures,  iin<l  we  shall  nufe  ihea  have 
occasion  to  muke  these  requests.*' 

What  is  the  first  effect  of  that  declara- 
ion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Wo 
jraive<l  the  Debate  on  the  Address,  and 
in  the  place  of  its  occupying  a 
succession  of  nights  got  through  it 
in  five  or  six  hours.  And  then,  again^ 
if  that  was  not  enough  to  put  the  right 
~  on,  GcDtleman  out  of  court  he  produced 
Tithe  Bill   without  any  ex  plana t ion  i 


from  the  ^finister  in  charge  of  it,  and, 
although  it  is  a  contested  measure,  the 
stage  was  imssed  without  debate.  Cer- 
tainly, nob<:>dy  can  complain  of  the  debate 
on  the  Irish  Lsiud  Purchaae  Bill.  In- 
deed, it  S3ema  to  me  that  in  his  laudable 
anxiety  to  avoid  trespassing  upon  the 
time  of  the  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  was  too  short 
in  his  exposition  of  it.  Brevis  essn  labor  a, 
obifcurus  Jio.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
left  me  in  utter  doubt  and  bewilderment 
as  to  some  of  its  most  important  points. 
Undoubtedly  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  Tuesday  was  aa  inti- 
miition  that  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  despatch  business  would 
dis|jen8e  with  the  necessity  for  nuiking 
these  demands.  Still,  the  present  de- 
mand is  a  limited  one,  and  I  do  not  wish 
to  quarrel  with  the  Government  about 
trifles.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is, 
above  all  things,  a  temperate  man  in  his 
language,  but  in  conjunction  with  this 
gentle  and  temperate  langooge  there 
is  a  character  about  his  measuroa — I  use 
the  word  in  no  offensive  sense— of  a 
c:?rtain  trnculence.  I  must  say  thsit  I 
have  so  much  respect  for  the  speech 
which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  mad© 
on  Taesday  niglit  that  I  should  feel  that 
I  was  insulting  him  with  respect  to  that 
speech  if  I  were  to  support  his  Motion  as 
it  stands  without  some  further  declara- 
tion, and  I  look  for,  from  him,  in  his 
reply^  a  frank  acceptance  r^f  the  demands 
made  by  the  right  Iioik  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  Division 
for  the  satisfaction  of  non*official  Mem- 
bers thut  the}"  are  not,  after  Christmas, 
to  be  deprived  of  their  fair  share  of  the 
time  of  the  House. 

*(4.35,)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  can  only 
reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  which  I  hope 
will  not  be  refused  me.  The  right  hon* 
Gentleman  takes  exception  to  the  form 
of  my  Motion  by  saying  that  it  differs 
materially  from  the  notice  given  on 
Tuesday  night.  I  have  always  been 
under  the  impression  that  when  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  makes  an  engage- 
ment with  the  House,  it  is  one  which  the 
House  will  adopt,  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  accept  my  assurance  that  it  is  not 
our  intention  to  go  beyond  the  engage- 
ment I  made  with  the  House  on  Tues- 
day. We  ask  for  the  time  of  the  House 
in  order  that  we  may  proceed  with  the 
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stages  indicated  of  the  Tithe  Bill    and 
the  Land  Purchase  Bill  which  are  now 
before  the  House,  and  to  carry  further, 
as  we  think  it  will  be  necessary  for  us  to 
do,  measures  relating  to  the  distress  in 
Ireland,  and  if  any  other  measures  are 
to   be   included,    it   will   only   be   such 
measures  of  urgency  as  may  arise  with- 
out our  knowledge  at  this  moment.     It 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  alter  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  in  order  to  express  pre- 
cisely   the     engagement    I    have    now 
entered  into.     As  to  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Th^inet,  I  said  the  other  day  that 
I  hoped  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  ask 
for  further  indulgence  of  the  House  if 
the  House  showed  its  appreciation  of  the 
necessity  for  proceeding  rapidly  to  busi- 
ness.     I    fully   acknowledge    that    the 
House  has  up  to  now  proceeded  rapidly 
with  public  business,  but  I  am  sure  that 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman's  experience 
of  public  business  will  show  him  that  I 
should  not   be  justified,   acting   on  the 
experience   of   three   days,   in   entering 
into  a  rash  engagement  not  to  ask  on  the 
part    of    the   Government    for    further 
facilities  after  the  month  of  December. 
I   repeat  that  if   the  Housa  will,  with 
**  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors,'*  consider 
these  measures  of  the  Government  with 
reasonable   criticism    and   with    a    due 
regard  to  the  time  of  private  Members, 
not  less   than   the   time   of  the  House 
itself,  I  shall  be  more  glad  tlian  anyone 
if  I  am  able   to  refrain  from  asking  for 
further  facilities  for  the  transaction  of 
public  business   than   those  which    the 
Rules  of  the  House  already  give  us.   We 
have   a  strong  desire    that    every   non- 
official  Member    of   the    House   should 
have  every  facility  for  bringing  forward 
the  questions  which  they  deem  to  be  im- 
portant ;  but  I  feel  that  it  would  be  rash 
to  make  the  limitation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  desires.     I  shall 
be  most  glad  to  afford  ample  time  for  the 
Motions    of    non-official    Members,  but 
that   is  a  matter  rather  for  the  House 
itself  than  for  the  Government.     All  I 
hope  is  that  hon.  Members,  copying  the 
wisdom  of  our  ancestors,  will  return  to 
the  practice  of  the  past. 

(4.42.)  Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg) :  The  objection  which  I  feel 
compelled  to  make  to  this  Motion  goes 
a  great  deal  deeper  and  further  than 
the  objections  which  have  been  made 
i/r.  ir.  n.  Smith 


already.     I  d.'siie  to  enter  my  protest 
against   any   and    every   measure    that 
would  tend  to  keep  in  Office  a  Govern- 
ment who,  I  believe,  are  utterly  unfitted 
for  the  duties  which  they  have  to  per- 
form, and  who  will  be  swept  from  power 
at  the  next  General  Election.   [Laiighter 
from  the  Ministerial  Benches.]   We  hear 
a  good  deal  of  that  kind  of  laughter  at 
present   from    the    other    side   of    the 
House  ;  but  it  is  only  laughter  that  is 
intended  to  keep  their  courage  up.     If 
there  is  any  doubt  as  to  the  truth  of 
what  I  say,  it  could  be  easily  solved  if 
they  would  only  have  the  courage  to  try 
a  General  Election.     Believing,  as  1  do, 
and  convinced  as  I  am,  and,  as  I  believe, 
that  Members  opposite  are  in  their  inner- 
most selves,  that  if  we  had  a  General 
Election  they  would  undoubtedly  cease 
to  abuse   any   longer  the   power  they 
obtained  under  a  misapprehension  some 
years  ago,  I  shall  oppose  any  measure 
that  is  intended  to  keep  them  in  places 
for    which   I   deem   them   to  be  unfit. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
Government  ought  to  appropriate  more 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  it  should  be 
remembered  what  has  been  the  history 
of  all  great  legislative  changes.     First  of 
all  the  country  has  been  awakened,  and 
then  a  principle  has  been  embodied  in 
a    Resolution    by    a   private    Member, 
and   on    the   Resolution  being    carried 
the    Government    has    prepared  a  Bill. 
One  stage  of  that  which  has  been  up  to  this 
time  the  invivriable  progress  of  reform,  is 
now  entirely  taken  away  by  the  course 
being  adopted  by  the  Government ;  it  is 
being  taken  away  by  those   who  have 
been,  as  we  believe,  the  opponents  of  all 
reform,  and  it  is  being  taken  away  in  a 
manner    which   is    very  efEective,  but 
which    is    extremely     unconstitutional 
Last  Session  when  they  got  any  measure- 
into  such  a  condition  that  they  found  they 
were  going  to  be  beaten,  instead  of  stand- 
ing by  those  principles  they  had  main- 
tained to  be  right,  they  ran  away  ;  they 
held  on  to  their  offices  because  they  knew 
perfectly  well  that  in  the  country  they 
would  be  beaten.     They  now  want  to 
take  all  the  time  of  the  House  in  order 
to  prevent  us  moving  any  Resolutions 
which  may  be  inconvenient  for  them. to 
deal    Avith.     If   we    had    the   principle 
establisht^d  of  one  man  one  vote,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  would  become  of  the 
Dissentient  Liberals  or  Liberal  Unionists, 
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or  whatever  they  call  themselves.  It  is 
because  the  Government  know  that  if 
we  had  the  opportunity  of  moving 
Resolutions  of  that  kind,  they  and  their 
friends  would  necessarily  be  put  in  such 
a  position  of  difficulty,  and  of  absolute 
impossibility  of  official  life,  that  they  now 
propose  to  te,ke  the  whole  time  of  the 
House.  I  mean  to  oppose  throughout 
the  whole  of  this  Session  every  measure 
which  has  the  tendency  to  which  I  have 
referred,  every  measure  which  prevents 
us  getting  to  the  country,  every  measure 
which  enables  the  Government  any 
longer  to  hold  seats  which  we  know  they 
would  not  hold  if  the  country  had  the 
power  of  speech.  In  conclusion,  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  the  pledge  for  which  they 
were  asked  by  our  leader  has  been 
positively  refused  by  the  Government. 

(4.48.)  Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Brad- 
ford,  W.)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
leader  of  the  House  has,  by  the  favour 
of  the  House,  made  a  second  speech, 
and  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  is  satisfied  with 
the  declarations  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  am  always  disposed  to  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  makes  a  state- 
ment in  his  private  capacity,  but,  un- 
fortunately, in  his  official  capacity  he  is  so 
afEected  with  the  responsibilities  of  office, 
that  he  continually  runs  back  in  the 
promises  he  gives  to  the  House.  What 
is  our  position  ?  Why  are  we  meeting 
here  at  this  inclement  time  of  the  year  ? 
Nothing  has  been  said  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  or  by  any  of  the  Members 
of  the  Government  to  show  that  there 
is  anything  special  for  which  we  have 
been  called  here.  In  reality,  we  are 
met  together  to  pick  up  the  broken 
threads  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament. 
Why  should  we  private  Members  be 
punished  for  the  mismanagement  of 
business  by  the  Government  during  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  ?  If  the  Tithe 
Bill  was  an  urgent  Bill  last  Session,  if 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Bill  was  a  Bill 
of  most  pressing  necessity,  why  was  a 
great  part  of  the  time  of  the  House 
occupied  with  that  ridiculous  piece  of 
business,  the  putting  on  the  Records  of 
the  House  the  results  of  the  Parnell 
Commission  ?  But  the  Government 
started  another  horse,  Compensation  for 
the  Brewers.  That  was  the  piece  de 
resistance  with  which  we  were  favoured 


last  Session.  In  fact,  the  business,  which 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  the 
Government  declared  pressing,  was 
thrown  aside,  and  new  and  unexpected 
measures  introduced.  The  House  is 
called  together  at  this  very  inopportune 
time  to  try  and  make  up  for  the  great 
mismanagement  of  the  business  of  the 
House  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
We  have  not  even  the  poor  consolation 
that  by  meeting  for  a  month  in  1890 
the  privileges  of  non-official  Members  are 
to  be  preserved  to  them  in  1891.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  is  a  great  stickler 
for  constitutional  principles  and  methods; 
but  he  cannot  deny  that  there  have  been 
more  inroads  into,  and  more  breaking 
down  of  the  old  securities  with  regard  ta 
the  constitutional  practice  of  this  House 
under  the  present  Government  than 
under  any  Radical  Government.  There 
have  been  rumours  that  the  difficulties 
and  labours  of  the  leader  of  the  House 
were  making  some  inroad  on  his  health, 
and  that  it  might  be  necessary  for  him 
to  retire.  I  hope  that  time  is  far  distant. 
We  have  a  great  regard  for  the  private 
character  and  private  virtui^  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  as  leader  of 
the  House  of  Commons  he  appears  to  be 
so  singularly  afflicted  by  a  sense  of 
responsibility  as  to  think  himself  justi- 
fied in  upsetting  all  the  old  methods  by 
which  business  has  been  carried  on. 
Should  it  be  deemed  right  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  be  translated  to 
another  ])lace,  I  know  no  title  that  would 
better  befit  him  than  Lord  Topsy-Turvy, 
(4  53  )  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
I  »-hall  oppose  the  Motion  of  the  rightjhon. 
Gentleman,  and  for  the  following  reason,, 
if  there  were  no  other.  There  are  two 
Irish  Bills  before  the  House — the  Rail- 
ways Bill,  which  is  proposed  in  connec- 
tion with  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland, 
which  has  been  stated  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  be  very  urgent,  and  the 
Land  Bill.  The  Railways  Bill  is  to  be 
taken  second.  If  the  distress  is  to  be 
relieved,  why  not  place  the  Railways 
Bill  first?  The  Government  are  acting 
in  a  false  manner.  If  they  really  want 
time,  why  did  they  not  assemble  earlier 
— a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  earlier  1 
The  Government  delayed  the  meet- 
ing of  Parliament  in  order  to 
allow  gentlemen  opposite  to  en- 
joy   their     hunting — plcaso     God    the 
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country  will  hunt  them  before  long !  ' 
Because  he  has  allowed  the  gentlemen 
opposite  the  opportunity  their  wealth 
affords  them,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  asks  for  the  whole  time  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wishes  by  his  Motion  to  remedy  the 
lamentable  and  discreditable  mistake 
which  a  discredited  Government  has 
made  in  connection  with  this  Session  of 
Parliament.  I  must  remonstrate  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  am  always 
sorry  to  see  him  placed  in  a  false  position. 
I  always  sympathise  with  him  when  I 
hear  him  appeal  to  the  House  and  the 
country,  but  I  do  think  he  should  have 
endeavoured  to  bring  about  a  reforma- 
tion in  the  Cabinet,  so  as  to  prevent 
■evils  attendant  upon  want  of  discretion. 
In  the  conduct  of  Irish  business  the 
Government  have  broken  their  promise, 
and,  for  my  own  part,  I  shall  have  much 
pleasure  in  voting  against  this  proposi- 
tion. 

*(4.57.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf- 
fordshire,  Lichfield) :  When  we  know 
that  distress  exists  in  Ireland,  and  that 
thousands  of  people  are  being  turned 
out  of  their  homes  wholesale  to  starve, 
we  are  asked  to  give  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  not  for  the  discussion  of  Irish 
matters,  but,  forsooth,  for  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Tithe  Bill  which  we  know  will 
be  debated  by  the  Welsh  Members  in  a 
most  discursive  manner.  This  Bill  is  a 
Parliamentary  bribe  given  to  the  Church 
of  England  for  supporting  the  present 
Government,  and  in  the  hops  of  future 
favours  at  the  next  General  Election. 
\Crie8  of  "  Divide !  "]  It  is  all  very  well 
tor  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  cry 
*'  Divide,*'  but  I  should  have  liked  some 
of  them  to  have  seen  what  I  have  wit- 
nessed in  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
days.  I  have  seen  hundreds  of  women 
and  children  turned  out  from  their  homes 
on  to  the  roadside  to  starve.  And  yet 
we  are  asked  not  to  attempt  to  give 
relief  to  these  people  at  once,  but  to 
pass  a  Bill  which  no  one  wants  but  the 
Prime  Minister — a  Bill  of  a  most  con- 
tentious character,  which  I,  for  one, 
being  a  tithe  -  owner,  and  also  a  tithe- 
payer,  consider  a  most  dishonest  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  anything  more  indecent 
could  be  proposed  even  by  the  present 
Government.  I  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  will 
not  allow  this  Debate  to  end  without  the 
J>r,  Tanner 


matter  being  thoroughly  discussed,  so 
that  the  Government  may  learn  once 
more  that  it  does  not  expedite  business 
by  making  proposals  of  this  descrip- 
tion. 

(5.0.)  The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes 
223 ;  Noes  173.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

RIGHTS  OP  WIY   (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  Bill  to  confer 
on  County  Councils  in  Scotland  the  power  of 
maintaining  and  protecting^  Hights  of  Way, 
and  otherwise  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Rights  of  Wav  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Asher,  Mr.  Donald  Craw- 
ford, Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  and 
Mr.  Birrell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  127.} 

POLICE   FORCES   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Iklotinn  of  Dr.  Commins,  Bill  for  the 
better  regulation  of  the  Police  Forces  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Commins.  Mr.  Maurice  Healv,  Mr.  Hayden, 
Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  Roche,  Mr.  Crilly,  Mr. 
Harrison,  and  Mr.  Sheehy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BJLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  liathbone.  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Charitable  Trusts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rathbone,  Sir  John 
Kennaway,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Howorth,  and 
Mr.  Bryce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

CHURCH  BUILDING  ACTS  (COMPULSORY  POWERS 
repeal)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Powell,  Bill  to  repeal 
the  provisions  of  the  Church  Building  Acts 
relating  to  the  compulsory  purchase  of  sites  for 
Churches  and  Bunal  Grounds,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Powell,  Mr.  Talbot,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  and  Mr.  Addison. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  130,] 

CORN   SALES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Bill  for 
making  the  Sale  of  Grain  by  weight  com- 
pulsory, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jasper 
More,  Mr.  Rankin,  Sir  «Joseph  Bailey,  Mr. 
Biddulph,  Colonel  Cornwallis  West,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  Channing,  and 
Mr.  Mahony. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  131.] 

LAND  TENURE  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mahony,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mahony,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  and  Mr. 
Pinkerton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  132.] 
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ORDERS  OF  THE   DAY, 


SUPPLY, 
Order  for  Cotnmittee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair." 

rERrETUAL  PEXSIONS. 
*(5. 1 9,)  Mk.  or  ADLAUGH  (Nortbamp- 
fcon)  r  I  am  afraid  it  U  rather  an  old  story 
with  which  I  have  to  trouble  the  llouse, 
but  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  1  need  not  trouble  it  at  any  great 
length,  for  all  I  propose  to  do  to-night 
is  simply  to  ask  it  to  8app<:>rt  the  ]K)sition 
taken  up  hy  its  own  Committee,  whieh 
sat  in  1887.  The  decision  €>f  that  Com- 
mittee was  not  the  decision  of  a  majority, 
it  was  the  unanimous  decision  of  a 
Committee  haying  upon  it  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  Conservative 
and  Unionist  Members.  There  wdre 
eight  Members  of  the  Conaer^'ative 
Party,  headed  by  the  Attorney  Gene  ml  • 
there  were  two  Liberal  Unionists,  and 
five  Liberals,  a"*  well  as  two  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party.  That  portion  of  the 
Report  upon  which  I  to-night  ask  the 
House  to  express  an  opinion  is  a  por- 
tion on  which  the  Committee  was 
unanimous,  and  I  would  suggest  that 
unless  the  Government  have  very  grave 
reasons  for  sa  doing  they  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly careful  about  asking  the  House 
to  depart  from  that  deci,«^ion.  The  Re- 
port recommends  that  all  offices  with 
salaries*  without  duties  or  with  merely 
nominal  duties,  should  bo  abolished ; 
that  existing  perpetual  and  hereditary 
pensions  and  allov^'finces  should  be  deter- 
mined and  commuted  ;  that  in  all  cases 
the  method  of  commutation  ought  to 
involve  a  real,  substantial  saving  to  the 
nation,  and  that  the  rate  of  commatatiou 
usually  adopted  —  namely,  27  years' 
p urchase — is  too  high,  1 1  is  the  las  fc  wo  rd s 
I  have  just  read  that  the  Committee 
affirmed  without  the  slightest  disagree* 
ment,  without  any  Di\asion,  under  the 
so  notion  of  thehon.and  learnedGentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  England  and 
with  the  concurrences  of  Members  sitting 
in  all  quarters  of  the  House,  and  I  now 
ask  this  House  to  re-affirm  them.  I 
beg  to  move — 

**  That  this  House  disapproves  of  B'^  much  of 
the    Treasury  Minut^j    rolatiug   to  perpt^tuJiJ 


penitJons,  hereditary  puymonta,  and  allowAQees 
as  proposes  to  cornmut©  some  of  such  penfiiooa, 
piAymenta,  and  allow  an  ces  at  tlio  rate  of  prac- 
tically 27  years'  purchase." 

In  a  Treasury  Minute  laid  upon  the 
Table  on  July  19th,  1888,  the  First  Lord  . 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  intimated  that  in  t^^eir 
opinion  the  terras  on  which  the  Treasury 
had  commuted  already  involved  a  saving 
tu  the  nation,  and  ought  to  be  adhered 
to.  I  am  far  from  denying  that  any 
commutation,  however  extravagant — 
does  involve  some  saving  to  the  nation  ; 
but  the  Committee,  having  examined 
the  matter  with  great  care,  resolved 
unanimously  that  it  was  not  a  sufficient 
saving.  I  challenged  tiio  Government 
on  the  matter  in  1889,  and,  before  the 
Motion  was  brought  on,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  laid  on  the  Table  a  Minute 
in  which  he  showed  that  the  saving 
would,  by  the  proposition  of  the  Trea- 
sury, be  larger  than  had  hitherto  been 
made,  because  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  borrow  at  2J  interest  at  99  to 
the  100.  But  that  ^linute  was  not  com- 
plete. I  do  not  know  why  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  omitted  from  the  list 
certain  pensions,  but  I  need  not  now 
trouble  the  House  upon  that  point,  aa  I 
dealt  with  it  fully  on  a  previous  occasion* 
I  propose,  however,  to  cite  the  case  of 
the  Pendrel  pensions  amounting  to  £450, 

as  a  specimen  of  the  omission 

The  SECliETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr,  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
Minute  is  as  described  hy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber a  statement  of  pensions,  allowajices, 
and  payments  charged  on  the  Exchequer, 
but  the  payments,  allowances,  and  pen- 
sions to  which  tiie  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  are  not  so  charged,  and  therefore 
could  not  be  included  in  the  list. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  soriy  to 
disagree  with  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury who,  with  the  greater  information 
at  his  command,  is  so  much  more  exact 
than  I  can  hope  to  be  j  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  look  at  the  Paper 
lianded  in  by  Sir  Reginald  Welby  he 
will  find  that,  while  in  point  of  form  he 
is  perfectly  exact  in  what  he  states,  in 
point  of  fact  these  payments  form  as  much 
a  charge  upon  the  nation  as  any  of  the 
other  pensions.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
in  the  original  grants  many  of  these 
pensions  were  charged  in  particular 
ways,  suehj  for  instance,  as  on  the  Po^ 
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Ofl&ce,  but  they  are  ultimately  charge- 
able   upon    the    nation.     The    Pendrel 
pensions  are  obtained  by  stopping  the  in- 
come of  property  which  would  otherwise 
be  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  I  want 
to  make  it  plain  that  there  are  pensions 
now  payable  which  do  not  appear  in  the 
list  laid  on  the  Table  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury.     It  is  clear  it  Avill  not 
do  to  be  governed  in  our  estimate  of  the 
saving  by  the  supposition  that  the  sum 
necessary  for  the  commutation  can  be 
borrowed  by  the  Government  in  2f  Con- 
solidated Stock  at  99  per  cent.     Indeed, 
at  the  present  moment  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that    the    Government    cannot    borrow 
at  2  J  getting  99  per  cent.     It  is  Aviser 
not  to  take  figures  yielding  the  highest 
economy  which  might  be  effected,  but  to 
take  ordinary  rates.     In  1889  the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  made   a   very 
fair    promise,    which    has    been   fairly 
carried  out,  that  in  future  the  Treasury, 
in  accordance  Avith  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  would  apply  different 
methods  of  commutation,  and  the  result 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table,  so  that  the 
House  might  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  before  the  commu- 
tation was  carried  out.     On  July  15  last 
year  a  Treasury  Minute  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  with  regard  to  five  pensions. 
As  to  three  of  these  pensions,  I   shall 
have  to  make  very  few  remarks.     The 
decision  of  the  House  will  turn  on  the 
two    closing    pensions    in    this    Memo- 
randum.    The  first  is  the  pension  to  the 
Duke  of  St.  Alban's.     I  will  not  say  very 
much   about  that,  because  it  has  been 
much    more    efficiently    dealt   with   on 
several  occasions  in  this  House   by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  who  will  do 
me  the  honour  of  seconding  this  Amend- 
ment, and  also  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.     But   one  most   extraordinary 
thing  is  this : — As  appears  by  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  that  the  sum  of 
i965 — a  perpetual  payment  to  the  Duke 
of  St.  Alban's — is  made  up  in  this  way : — 
A  sum  as  salary  for  the  Master  of  the 
Hawks,  a  sum  for  falconers,  a  sum  for 
hawks,  and  a  sum  to  provide  for  pigeons, 
hens,   and  other  meats  for  the  hawks. 
It  was  stated  frankly  by  Sir  Reginald 
Welby  that  falconers,  hawks,  and  pigeons 
kept    by    the   Duke   there   were   none. 
What  I  have  principally  to  point  out  is 
that  with  regard  to  the  pensions  to  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton  and  the  Marquess  of 
Mr,  Bradlaugh 


Downshire     this    distinction    is    made, 
namely,  that  the  keeper  and  the  porter 
in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Hamilton,  and 
the  warders  in  the  case  of  the  Marquess 
of  Downshire,  who  have  been  and  are 
actually  employed  at  the  present  moment, 
and  are  in  receipt  of  their  salaHes ;  the 
Treasury   say,    very  properly    I   think, 
that  these   things   ought  to  cease  with 
their  lives.      But   in   the   case  of   the 
falconers'  salaries,  which  are  not  paid  to 
persons  employed  as  falconers,  and  of  the 
hawks  which  do  not  exist,  and  of  the 
food  for  them  which  is  never  furnished, 
these     things     are     to     be    commuted 
as     perpetual     pensions.        The     word 
"  dishonesty  *'   is  one  that  I  should  not 
like  to  use  in  this  House,  but  it  would 
appear  that  there  is  in  the  minds  of  the 
Treasury   an   idea  that  some  sort  of  con- 
sideration is  to  be  shown  in  the  case  of 
the  falconers*  salaries,  which  are  not  paid, 
which  is  not  to  be  shown  in  the  case  of 
the  warders,  keepers,  and  porters  who 
did  actually  exist  in  the  other  case.     I 
hold    that   this  proposal    is    downright 
monstrous.      I    have    mentioned    these 
matters   in   the   hope  that  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour  the    Treasury    may    be 
induced     to     take    some     other    view 
than   that   which    they    have    hitherto 
adopted.     I  do  not  propose  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  one  moment  longer  on 
this  point,  but  I  would  refer  any  hon. 
Member  who  desires  any  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  to  the  examination 
of  Sir  Reginald  Welby,  in  which  he  will 
see  all  the  facts  duly  stated.   I  now  come 
to  the  real  appeal  which  I  desire  to  make 
to  the  House  on  the  subject  of  the  per- 
petual pensions  which  are  bestowed  upon 
Lord  Exmouth  and  Lord  Rodney.      I 
regard  these  as  test  cases  which  ought 
not  only  to  govern  the  decision  of  the 
House  to-night  in  regard  to  these  two 
cases,    but   which  should   undoubtedly 
govern  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  as 
to  all  other  pensions  coming  within  the 
same  category.     This  would  mean  about 
£31,000  a  year  not  commuted  and  still 
commutable.     It  is  not  desirable  that  I 
should  trouble  the  House  in  regard  to  any 
other  pensions  of  this  class  than  these  two, 
and  I  shall,  therefore,  confine  myself  to  the 
cases  of  Lord  Exmouth  and  Lord  Rodney. 
I   do   not  say  that  the  Treasury  have 
selected  what  are  actually  the  strongest 
cases  on  which  to  argue  this  question, 
although    no    doubt    they  have    taken 
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two  of  the  strongest  cases.  The 
original  grantees  of  the  pensions  in  each 
«ase  had  the  grants  conferred  upon  them 
for  life  and  not  in  perpetuity ;  the  fact 
being  that  they  were  afterwards  made 
perpetual  by  the  Parliament  of  the  time, 
and  I  have  now  no  right  to  impeach 
the  action  that  was  consequently  taken. 
There  were  doubtless  public  services 
rendered  by  the  ancestors  of  these 
persons — naval  services  which  figure  in 
the  pages  of  our  history,  and  which  I 
should  be  wanting  in  decorum  to  attempt 
to  minimise.  But  I  would  point  out  to 
the  House  that  Lord  Rodney  and  his 
successors  have  received  no  less  a  sum 
than  £214,000  as  the  result  of  those 
pensions,  while  Lord  Exmouth  and  his 
successors  have  received  a  total  of 
£1 52,000.  I  affirm,  therefore,  that,  how- 
ever eminent  their  services  may  have 
been,  they  have  been  sufficiently  recog- 
nised and  rewarded  by  the  State.  The 
position  I  now  take  on  this  subject  is 
that,  keeping  my  promise  and  putting 
the  matter  on  the  broadest  possible  form, 
I  have  to  point  out  that  the  whole  subject 
was  carefully  examined  and  inquired  into 
by  the  Committee,  and  the  Committee 
unanimously  hold  that  not  only  was  the 
spirit  of  the  present  time  against  this 
system  of  perpetual  grants,  but  that  all 
these  perpetual  pensions  should  be 
abolished  and  got  rid  of.  They  held 
that  to  commute  them  on  the  basis  of 
26*995  or,  putting  it  roughly,  27  years 
would  be  an  extravagant  waste  of  public 
money,  and  I  think  that  at  least  some 
concession  might  have  been  made  by  the 
Treasury  to  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee thus  expressed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
represented  the  Front  Bench  of  the 
Opposition  on  that  Committee.  The 
Attorney  General  was  there  to  represent 
the  Government  in  this  matter,  and  I 
may  state  that  there  was  not  a 
difference  of  opinion,  and  that  even 
on  the  part  of  the  Liberal  Unionists 
there  was  no  protest ;  they  were  all 
with  us.  Indeed,  there  was  not  one 
word  of  difference  ;  it  was  a  point  upon 
which  there  was  perfect  agreement  on 
the  part  of  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  think  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  too  much  for  the 
Treasury  to  attempt  to  set  the  opinion  of 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [third  series.] 


that  Committee  on  one  side.  The  con- 
clusion they  aridved  at  was  not  the 
result  of  any  party  or  snatch  Division  ; 
it  was  the  result  of  mature  consideration 
and  reflection.  There  was  no  disposition 
on  their  part  to  take  the  ground  which 
I  personally  should  have  been  inclined 
to  take,  namely,  that  these  people  have 
been  over-rewarded  and  that  there  ought 
to  be  nothing  more  done  for  them.  On 
the  contrary,  a  disposition  was  evinced 
that  there  should  be  fair  and  reasonable 
commutation  ;  but  it  was  said,  that  while 
there  were  declarations  of  misery  and 
distress  in  the  country,  and  while  the 
House  was  appealed  to  on  one  side  and 
the  other  to  take  steps  in  some  way  to 
alleviate  this  distress,  it  was  an  absolute 
farce  to  open  the  purse-string  of  the 
nation  and  allow  money  to  continue  to  be 
poured  out  under  a  system  which  every 
one  is  agreed  ought  never  to  have  been 
originated,  and  ought  not  now  to  con- 
tinue. I  think  I  should  be  acting  with 
more  wisdom  in  not  detaining  the  House 
any  further.  I  trust  that  this  will  not 
be  considered  a  matter  on  which  there  is 
any  need  of  party  lines  being  taken ; 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  who  sat 
with  me  through  12  months  of  the  in- 
vestigation will  remember  that  I  did  not 
try  in  any  way  to  provoke  party  br  any 
individual  hostility  in  regard  to  the 
cases  into  which  1  had  to  examine.  I 
may  add  that  in  the  evidence  taken,  in 
regard  to  which  there  was  an  immense 
amount  of  labour,  we  were  greatly 
assisted  by  Sir  RrCginald  Welby.  There 
are  some  of  the  pensions  which  cannot  now 
come  under  the  cognizance  of  the  House. 
I  refer  to  two  cases,  one  of  which  might 
well  result  in  the  early  reversion  of  lands, 
which  I  believe  will  be  of  great  value  to 
the  country  ;  w^hile  in  the  other,  though 
the  reversion  is  more  problematical,  the 
lands  are  still  of  some  considerable  value. 
I  say  that  the  Government  ought  not  to 
have  administered  to  the  Committee  the 
slap  in  the  face  they  have  given  by  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  treated  its 
recommendations.  To  say  that  the  con- 
clusions arrived  at  by  that  Committee 
amount  to  nothing  is  a  little  too  much, 
seeing  that  their  own  Attorney  General 
was  a  member  of  that  body.  If  this  had 
been  a  Radical  Committee,  or  a  Com- 
mittee with  a  Radical  majority  who  had 
thrust  their  conclusions  down  the 
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throats  of  the  minority^  I  could  under- 
stand the  Government  disregarding  their 
views  ;  but  as  that  is  not  the  case,  I  ask 
the  Government  not  to  make  this  matter 
a  Party  question.  I  am  not  at  all  in- 
clined to  cast  any  censure  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  because  they  are 
only  doing  what  other  Governments  on 
both  sides  have  done,  and,  therefore, 
criticism  on  one  Government  would  be 
criticism  on  the  other  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  would  point  out  that  this  per- 
petual pension  system  is  condemned  by 
the  country,  and  I  do  therefore  ask  the 
House  to  act  in  accord  with  its  own 
Committee,  and  to  endorse  the  recom 
mendations  they  have  arrived  at  on  the 
subject. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"this  House  disapproves  of  so  much  of  the 
Treasury  Minute  relating  to  Perpettfal  Pen- 
sions, Hereditary  Payments,  and  Allowances  as 
proposes  to  commute  some  of  such  Pensions, 
Payments,  and  Allowances  at  the  rate  of  prac- 
tically 27  years*  purchase,"— (J/r.  Bradlaught) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

*(5.38.)  Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport)  :  I 
rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Northampton,  and  I  do 
so  on  the  ground  that  the  Resolution 
does  nothing  more  than  seek  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
who  were  entirely  unanimous  in  making 
those  recommendations  to  the  House. 
As  a  member  of  that  Committee,  I  may 
say  that  we  searched  carefully  into  every 
case,  and  inquired  into  every  circum- 
stance connected  with  it.  Sir  Reginald 
Welby  afEorded  us  a  great  deal  of  infor- 
mation regarding  these  circumstances. 
Having  all  the  facts  before  them,  the 
Committee  recommended  the  House  to 
terminate  these  perpetual  pensions,  and 
also  to  take  into  consideration  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  several 
pensions  were  originally  granted  in 
arriving  at  a  decision  on  the  question  of 
commutation.  As  far  as  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  is  concerned,  their  re- 
commendations have  been  entirely  set 
aside  by  the  Treasury  Minute  which  has 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Mr,  Bradlaugh 


Had  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
pensions  were  originally  granted  been 
taken  into  account,  the  House  would 
hardly  now  be  advised  to  commute  the 
pension  of  the  Master  of  the  Hawks  on 
the  basis  of  19^  or  20  years'  purchase* 
Some  of  those  perpetual  pensions  were 
more  or  less  scandalous  in  their  origin 
and  nature,  and  I  cannot  but  regard 
them  as  being  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
They  were,  for  the  most  part,  granted  at 
a  time  when  the  public  funds  were  re- 
garded in  the  light  of  their  own  private 
property  by  persons  occupying  dis- 
tinguished positions,  and  under  this 
assumption  they  were  distributed  among 
the  friends  and  acquaintances  of  those 
individuals  in  whatever  manner  they 
deemed  proper.  The  worst  of  tiiese 
cases  is,  no  doubt,  that  of  the  Master 
of  the  Hawks.  The  hon.  Member 
opposite  has  gone  carefully  into  that 
case,  and  in  so  doing  has  abstained 
from  using  anything  like  strongs 
language,  but,  for  my  own  part,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  that  pension 
has  been  received  for  many  years  under 
circumstances  which  amount  to  nothing 
less  than  a  fraud  upon  the  country. 
The  money  was  originally  given  for  cer- 
tain specific  purposes,  and  it  was  to  be 
divided  among  certain  individuals,  dis- 
tinctly designated  in  the  Warrant.  Those 
persons  have,  however,  long  since  dis- 
appeared, if,  indeed,  they  ever  had  any  ex- 
istence at  all,  and  the  money  which  was 
intended  to  be  applied  to  a  distinct  pur- 
pose has  found  its  way  into  pockets  it 
was  never  intended  to  reach.  The  whole 
system  has  been  one  of  fraud  and  wrong- 
from  first  to  last.  I  think  thjit  if 
the  House  were  to  commute  this  pension 
on  the  basis  of  only  ten  years'  purchase 
it  would  be  far  too  liberal  an  arrange- 
ment. If  you  were  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country,  I  think 
you  would  find  that  they  would  not 
be  disposed  to  give  even  ten  weeks' 
purchase.  They  would  say  the  pension 
has  gone  on  too  long  already.  With 
regard,  however,  to  the  Treasury,  I 
admit  that  there  is  a  legal  claim  upon 
them  for  the  payment  of  the  money,  but 
I  think  they  might  have  made  a  much 
better  bargain  for  the  country  than  they 
have  proposed  in  suggesting  a  commuta- 
tion on  the  basis  of  19^  years'  purchase. 
If  the  Treasury  had   intimated  to    the 
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recipient    of    the    pension    that    there 
existed  a  strong  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  Committee  against  it,  and  a  strong 
feeling  also  on  the  parti  of  the  House 
against  it,  it  is  very  probable  that  much 
easier  terms  would  have  been  obtained 
than  those  the  country  is  now  asked  to 
accept.     I  think  the  House  should  re- 
member  that   most  of    those  pensions 
have  been  conferred  in  oases  where  no 
services  whatever  have  been  rendered, 
while  in  other  cases  the  services  that 
have  been  rendered  have  been  of  a  highly 
scandalous  and    disgraceful    character. 
We  all  know  that  Charles  II.  was  a  man 
who    took    things   very   easily,    but  I 
should   say    that  that   Monarch   never 
imagined,  even  in  his  wildest  dreams, 
that  the  British  taxpayer  would,  in  the 
year  1890,  still  be  paying  £965  a  year  to 
a  descendant  of  Nell  Gwynne's.     For 
my  own  part,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  were  it  within  my  power  I  would 
stop  the   pension  at  once  and  pay  no 
commutation     af     all.       The    Qpuntry 
has    been    robbed     enough,     and    the 
robbery     should     now     cease.       Had 
the     House     been     aware     that     this 
subject  was   to  arise  to-night,  it  might 
not  have  been  too  much  to  ask  Members 
to  look  at  the  brief  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  set  forth  the  facts.     I  ven- 
ture to  ask  the  Hoase  to  consider,  what- 
ever may  be  the  case  made  out  by  the 
Treasury   on  behalf  of  these   pensions 
to-night,  that  the  Attorney  General  sat 
on  the  Committee,  and  I  believe  also  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
Mb.  JACKSON :  No. 
♦Mr.  JENNINGS :  Well,  the  Attorney 
General  as   representing    the    Govern- 
ment.     All    the   objections   which    we 
shall  hear  to-night   have    been    raised 
since  the   Attorney  General   agreed  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
I  venture  to  think  that  it  is  a  little  late 
in  the  day    to  put  aside  the  facts  and 
reasons  which  guided   the    Committee, 
whose  decision,  considering  the  whole  of 
the  facts,  is  worthy  the  support  of  the 
House.      In    these   days  nobody   sym- 
pathises with  paying  away  the  tax-payers' 
money  merely  because  it  is  handed  to 
the  descendant  of  some  King  who  never 
rendered  any  service  to  the  country  that 
I  ever  heard  of.  If  the  House  supports  the 
rec6mmendation  of  the  Committee,  it  will 


ofEer  encouragement  to  Members  to  give 
their  time  to  Committees,  because  they 
will  have  the  knowledge  that  they  will 
not  make  Reports  merely  to  be  thrown 
overboard  by  the  Treasury.     I  hope  the 
House  will  not  hesitate  to  assent  to  the- 
Resolution. 
*(5.50.)    The  CHANCELLOR  op  the. 
EXCHEQUER      (Mr.     Goschen,      St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker,   the    hon.   Member    who    has* 
just  sat  down  has  said  that   it  would 
be    poor    encouragement   to    Members 
to    serve   on    Committees,    if  the    pro- 
ceedings of  these   Committees  had  no 
influence   upon  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment;    but    I    can     assure    him,    and 
I    can    assure    the    House,    that    the 
proceedings    of    the   Committee  had  a 
considerable      effect,     and     the      very 
Minute   now   before  the   House  shows, 
that  is  the  case.      Various  suggestions 
were  made,  one  that  all  existing  pensions 
should  in  time  be  brought  to  an  end. 
We  are  endeavouring  to  bring  about  that 
result,  but  I  will  prove  to  the  House  how 
difficult  it   is  to  combine  that  recom- 
mendation with  the  subsequent  recom- 
mendation, that  the  usual  basis  of  27 
years'  purchase  is  too  high.  The  only  way 
of  getting  rid  of  these  pensions,  unless, 
our  terms  are   voluntarily  accepted  by 
the  pensioners,  would  be  to  bring  in  an 
Act    of    Parliament     to     compel     the 
holders   of     pensions    to    accept     arbi- 
trary   terms.     As    Chancellor    of     the- 
Exchequer,    while    it    is    my   duty    ta 
promote  as  far  as  possible  the  interests  of 
the   Exchequer,  I  have   also   to  act  as- 
guardian  of  the  public  faith.     The  Com- 
mittee did  not  go  the  length  of  saying  that 
if  we  could  not  induce  persons  to  commute 
at  27  years  their  pensions  ought  to  be 
compulsorily  commuted.      Now  I  wish 
to    ask     Members     whether,    in    cases 
where  a  grant  of  land  has  been  made, 
it   is   to   remain   in    the  hands   of   the 
descendants  of  the  original  grantee,  and 
not  to  be  resumed,  while  a  money  grant 
may  at  any  moment  be  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  Parliament. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Hear,  hear. 
Lands  have  been  resumed  by  Parliament^ 
and  this  repeatedly. 

*Mr.  goschen  :  I  should  be  glad  to 
learn   that  such    a  case    has   occurred 
K  2 
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within  what  I  may  call  modem  practice. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
goes  so  far,  having  succeeded  with  regard 
to  perpetual  pensions,  as  to  make  an 
attack  on  some  of  the  lands  which  have 
been  granted  under  circumstances 
perhaps  no  more  creditable  than  those 
under  which  money  pensions  have  been 
granted.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  sug- 
gests that  we  have  not  done  sufficient 
as  regards  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  We  have  looked  into  special 
cases,  and  as  a  result  of  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  we  have  made  better 
terms  in  some  of  them  than  in  any  of  the 
•cases  which  have  gone  before.  Previously 
-all  commutations  took  place  at  27  years' 
•purchase,  and  looking  into  special  cases 
-we  have  commuted  on  different  and  far 
more  advantageous  terms.  I  advised  with 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  as  to 
whether  these  grants  and  allowances 
were  legally  binding,  and  we  were  in- 
formed that  they  were  legally  binding. 
We  have  endeavoured,  at  the  same  time, 
to  bring  aboufc  that  which  the  Committee 
•desired  and  represented,  namely,  the 
abolition  of  perpetual  pensions.  We 
h&ye  accordingly  negotiated  with  some 
of  the  recipients  of  those  pensions,  and 
we  have  commuted  on  far  better  terms 
than  has  ever  been  done  before.  With 
regard  to  the  Keeper  of  the  Hawks, 
my  hon.  Friend  spoke  as  if  the 
whole  of  the  pension  was  due  to  the 
keeping  of  the  hawks,  but  a  portion 
.of  it  was  a  perpetual  pension  standing 
on  the  same  footing  as  other  pensions. 
'In  all  these  cases  we  have  endeavoured 
to  make  the  best  terms  we  could.  My 
hon.  Friend  suggests  that  we  ought  to 
have  informed  the  recipients  of  the 
public  feeling  with  regard  to  them.  I 
think  they  have  had  ample  opportunity  of 
reading  the  speeches  of  my  hon.  Friend 
and  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, and  they  know  the  feeling  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  is,  no  doubt,  in 
consequence  of  their  knowing  that 
feeling  that  they  have  consented  to  the 
Jerms  which  we  now  propose.  Hon. 
Mr,  Goschen 


Members  are  aware  that  we  have  no 
power  to  stop  these  perpetual  pensions, 
unless  by  Act  of  Parliament.  But  that 
is  not  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Committee  never  faced 
that.  They  have  not  said  that  Parlia- 
ment should  say,  "  We  will  break 
faith."  They  have  stopped  fehort  at 
that.  We  have  endeavoured  to 
negotiate  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
lighten  the  burdens  which  these  pen- 
sions throw  on  the  people,  and  do  some- 
thing which  is  recommended  by  the 
Committee.  The  Committee  recommend 
that  in  all  these  cases  we  ought  to 
ensure  a  real  and  substantial  saving  to 
the  nation.  I  can  tell  the  Committee  what 
has  been  done  in  the  two  special  cases 
referred  to  in  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member.  If  we  were  to  take  the  Consols 
value  of  each  of  their  pensions  of  £2,000 
a  year,  their  value  would  be  £75,000 ; 
their  value  at  which  we  have  commuted 
them  is  £54,000— a  saving  of  £21,000 
between  the  legal  valuer  and  that  which 
we  have  given,  or  28  per  cent  of  the 
legal  value.  That  may  fairly  be  said  to 
be  a  substantial  saving  to  the  nation. 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  all  these 
matters  were  known  to  the  Committee, 
but  some  of  the  circumstances  were  not 
known  to  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  brought  before  the  Committee 
that  negotiations  were  going  on  with 
regard  to  these  two  cases.  I  do 
not  insist  on  that  to  any  great  extent, 
but  it  will,  at  all  events,  account  to  the 
hon.  Member  why  these  two  cases  are 
now  brought  forward. 

♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Sir  Reginald 
Welby  stated  that  he  hoped  I  would  not 
press  for  the  names,  as  the  negotiations 
were  going  on,  and  they  had  been  sus- 
pended in  consequence  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee. 

♦Mr.  goschen  :  If  the  names  had 
been  pressed  for,  the  matter  might  have 
been  discussed  by  the  Committee.  I 
wish  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  pressed  for 
.  the  names,  because  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Committee  and  in  the  eyes  of  the  public 
a  strong  case  has  been  prejudiced  by  a 
weak  case.  The  recommendation  simply 
states  in  general  terms  that  the  rate  of 
27  years  is  too  high.  It  takes  no  ac- 
count of  good  cases  or  bad  cases.     Now 
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the  bon.  Member  takes  two  of  tbe 
strongest  cases  for  fair  consideration, 
tbose  of  Lord  Exmontb  and  Lord 
Ilodnej,  and  asks  tbe  Honse  not  to 
sanction  27  years'  purchase.  But  there 
is  one  circumstance  which  should  have 
weight  with  Members  of  the  House. 
Since  the  Committee  sat,  the  rate 
of  interest  on  Consols  has  been 
reduced,  so  that  27  years'  purchase  now 
represents  considerably  less  cost  to  the 
nation  than  it  did  when  the  Committee  sat. 
Therefore,  the  substantial  saving  to  the 
nation  will  be  greater  now  than  it  was 
before.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Mundella)  knows  that  the  price  of 
Consols  regulates  the  commutation,  and 
those  who  commute  their  pensions  now 
will  receive  less  thtfn  they  would  have 
done  at  the  time  the  Committee  sat. 
This  27  years*  arrangement  is  more  bene- 
ficial to  the  public  and  less  beneficial  to 
the  holders  of  pensions  than  it  was  at 
the  time  the  Committee  sat.  So  that 
there  is  the  less  reason  to  declare  that 
the  rate  of  commutation  was  con- 
demned by  the  Committee.  I  am  sure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  would 
not  have  attacked  these  two  pensions 
unless  he  had  thought  they  would  govern 
all  the  other  pensions.  We  do  not 
admit  that  these  two  pensions  would 
govern  the  whole  of  the  rest. 

*Mk.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  suggested  that 
£214,000  in  one  case,  and  £156,000  in 
the  other,  already  received,  constituted 
sufficient  reward. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  is  a  different 
point.  The  hon.  Member  objects 
to  27  years,  because  he  thinks  that 
if  we  adopt  that  proposal  we  shall 
set  up  a  standard  for  the  remainder  of 
the  pensions.  We  do  not  hold  that  that 
would  be  the  case.  We  accept  the  view 
of  the  Committee  that  each  case  should 
be  inquired  into  on  its  merits.  Formerly 
all  these  cases  were  dealt  with  alike,  but 
now  the  Government  are  inquiring  into 
every  case,  and  the  Minute  now  before 
the  House  shows  that  out  of  five  cases 
mentioned  in  it,  in  two  only  is  27  years' 
purchase  proposed,  while  in  the  other 
three  cases  19,  22,  and  25  years'  pur- 
chase are  proposed.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  asks  us  to  disapprove 


of  the  commutation  of  Lord  Exmouth's 
and  Lord  Rodney's  pensions  at  27  years. 
If  the  pensions  are  not  commuted  on 
these  terms,  to  which  the  holders  agree, 
what  is  to  be  done  ?  Are  we  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  as  regards  these  two  pensions, 
and  say  to  the  holders  that,  although  the 
faith  of  the  nation  has  been  pledged  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  the  descendants  of 
those  two  gallant  officers,  we  will  now 
arbitrarily  fix  the  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase at  which  their  pensions  shall  be 
commuted?  I  must  say  that  while  I 
shall  be  always  prepared  to  commute  all 
pensions  on  terms  as  favourable  as  pos- 
sible to  the  nation,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  terminate  a  particular 
pension  in  an  arbitrary  manner.  With- 
out wishing  to  set  up  a  standard  to 
be  followed  in  other  cases,  I  would 
ask  the  House  not  to  come  to  any 
determination  that  will  stop  the  com- 
mutation of  these  two  pensions  —  a 
commutation  which,  as  now  agreed  upon, 
will  be  extremely  beneficial  to  the  nation 
— nor  to  make  it  necessary  to  briDg  in  a 
Bill  which  will  set  aside  the  public  faith. 
We  have  largely  acted  on  the  advice  of 
the  Committee,  and  we  shall  endeavour 
in  all  future  instances  to  study  the 
circumstances  of  each  paiticular  case, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  to  have  regard  to 
the  fact  that  these  pensions  are  legally 
binding  on  us,  and  certainly  I  shall  not  be 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  terminate  an  arrangement 
made  with  the  consent  of  Parliament, 

(6.5.)  Sir  W.  HAECOUET  (Derby)  : 
I  confess  I  have  not  been  able  <o  follow 
the  argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  27  years  is  not  to  be  a 
standard  by  which  the  Treasury  will 
be  governed.  No  man  who  has  listened 
to  his  speech  can  fail  to  see  that  if  the 
holder  of  a  pension  refuses  to  take  less 
than  the  27  years'  purchase,  he  is  entitled 
to  have  it,  and  the  Treasury  must  give  ifc 
him.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
speech  has  made  27  years  the  standard. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that 
the  Treasury  are  bound  to  give  27  years 
if  the  holder  will  not  take  less.  Why, 
then,  having  so  admirable  an  advocate 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
say  that  he  is  entitled  legally  to  27 
years,  should  a  holder  take  less  1 
*Mr.   GOSCHEN:    They  have    taken 
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Sir  W.  HAECOURT  :  Yes,  but  that 
was  perhai^s  before  they  had  heard  so 
admirable  an  argnment  as  that  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  A  more 
conclusive  argument  why  the  holders 
should  insist  on  27  years  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive,  because  it  amounts  to  this : 
<*  If  you  will  only  hold  out  for  27 
years  I  must  give  it  you,  and  I  beg 
you  will  do  so."  That  is  not  what 
they  call  wisdom  in  the  City,  and  lam 
quit  3  sure  that  in  other  matters  the 
■Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not 

deal  with  a  money  transaction  on  that 
footing.  It  is  quite  true  that  transac- 
tious  in  regard  to  these  pensions  in  past 
times  cannot  be  defended,  and  that 
the  principle  of  commutation  in  past 
times  cannot  be  justified.  It  is  greatly 
due  to  the  exertions  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  that  the  matter  has 
attracted  much  public  attention.  The 
•Government  consulted  the  opinion  of  a 
powerful  Committee — which  is  a  sort  of 
microcosm  of  Members  of  this  House, 
and  which  is  representative  of  the  tax- 
payer— as  to  what  should  be  done  in  this 
matter.  Having  received  the  Report  of 
that  Committee,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment fly  in  its  face.  I  say  that  is  not  a 
legitimate  way  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. I  cannot  understand  the  course 
the  Government  have  taken.  I  should 
have  thought  that  what  they  most  would 
have  desired  would  have  been  to  be 
relieved  of  responsibility  in  so  diflBcult  a 
matter  as  this.  The  Committee  took  the 
responsibility  on  themselves.  They  told 
the  Government  they  ought  not  to  take 
27  years  as  the  figure,  and  yet  the 
Treasury  fly  in  the  face  of  that  opinion, 
and  propose  to  give,  in  certain  cases  at 
least,  terms  not  in  accordance  with  the 
(recommendation  of  the  Committee.  That 
^eems  to  me  a  very  independent  course. 
I  think  the  pension  of  the  Master  of  the 
Hawks  is  a  most  indefensible  pension. 
I  was  astonished  at  the  argument  of  the 
•Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  the 
point  He  said  he  split  that  pension  up 
into  two.  One  pai-t  he  regarded  as 
standing  on  a  personal  footing,  and  the 
other  as  being  in  the  nature  of  allow- 
ances. For  the  allowances  he  gave  11 
years'  purchase. 


♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  We  were  advised— 
and  the  former  Law  Officers  were  of  the 
same  opinion — that  these  allowances, 
though  they  shock  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  were  legally  binding  on  us, 
and  we  now  propose  to  get  rid  of  an 
obligation  legally  binding  on  us  perpetu- 
ally at  1 1  years'  purchase. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Oh,  I  quite 
understand  that.  But  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  shocked  to  the  extent 
of  11  years*  purchase.  He  was  so 
shocked  that,  instead  of  giving  27  years' 
purchase,  he  gave  11  years'.  I  do  not 
see  why  allowances  of  this  kind  should 
bo  taken  into  consideration  at  all.  I 
have  the  greatest  xisspect  for  the  opinion 
of  the  Law  Officers,  but  I  think  the  tax- 
payers are  perfectly  competent  to  form 
an  opinion.  If  a  pension  has  been  given 
to  a  man  for  rendering  services  which 
he  does  not  render,  that  is  a  point  on 
which  the  public  can  make  up  their 
minds.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
very  much  shocked  at  the  notion  of 
bringing  in  a  Bill,  but  has  he  never 
heard  of  commutation  of  freehold  offices 
on  a  fair  basis?  Transactions  of  that 
kind,  I  believe,  have  not  been  nn- 
frequent.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  have  gone  to  the 
recipients  of  the  pensions,  and  said, 
"A  representative  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  has  laid  down  a 
certain  scale,  beyond  which  we  cannot 
go  ;  and  if  you  are  not  content  with  that 
scale,  we  will  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  form  of  a 
Bill.'*  That  would  have  been  a  perfectly 
legitimate  position  to  take  up.  Why  did 
you  appoint  a  Committee  when  you  did 
not  act  on  their  opinion  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  We  did  act  upon  it 
largely. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  You  acted  upon 
it  largely !  You  ought  to  have  acted 
upon  it  altogether.  Having  asked  the 
deliberate  opinion  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House  upon  the  question^  you  ought  to 
have  told  the  pensioners  that  you  would 
act  upon  their  Report,  and,  if  they  refused 
to  accept  it,  that  you  would  ask  Parlia- 
ment for  authority  to  enforce  it.  That 
would  have  been  a  reasonable  and  fair 
method  of  dealing  with  this  question.    I, 
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for  one,    should    heartily  support    the 
Motion. 

(6.15.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  should 
not  have  intervened  in  this  Debate  but 
for  two  causes.  In  the  first  place,  very 
prominent  reference  has  been  made  to  m^ 
in  the  matter  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and* 
in  the  second  place,  we  liave  heard 
a  very  extraordinary  speech  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt).  The 
Motion  before  the  House  has  reference 
to  a  certain  Treasury  Minute.  Two 
only  of  the  pensions  therein  proposed 
to  be  commuted  are  complained  of — 
Lord  Rodney's  and  Lord  Exmouth's — 
and  I  think  the  risrht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  would  have  been 
better  advised  had  he  consulted  the 
terms  of  the  Minute  and  made  himself 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  case 
before  he  attacked  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  Motion  is  directed  only  to  that 
portion  of  the  Minute  which  relates  to 
the  two  pensions  proposed  to  be  com- 
muted at  about  27  years'  purchase.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  my  own 
position.  I  am  free  to  admit  that,  had  I 
known  what  I  now  know  with  regard  to 
the  actual  facts  respecting  the  two  pen- 
sions complained  of,  I  would  have  op- 
posed more  strenuously  than  I  did  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. In  a  moment  I  will  point  out 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  did  not  do 
justice  to  the  position  in  this  respect  of 
the  Treasury  authorities,  whom  he  has 
described  as  flying  in  the  face  of  the 
Report.  It  was  originally  proposed  that 
the  Report  should  state  that  the  rate  of 
commutation  usually  given — namely, 
about  27  years— was  **  far  too  high."  It 
was  pointed  out  by  myself  and  others 
that  we  had  not  before  us  the  particular 
circumstances  in  which,  the  various 
commutations  had  taken  place,  but  only 
the  gross  figures,  although  I  did  not 
shrink  from  saying  that  in  many  cases  27 
years  was  too  high  a  rate.  The  words  of 
the  paragraph  were  therefore  altered 
from  "  the  rate  has  been  far  too  high  "  to 
the  words  "  the  rate  is  too  high."  For 
reasons   which   I    think  were   fair,   no 


special  case  was  gone  into,  and  the  two 
cases  now  attacked  were  not  gone  into 
before  the  Committee. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  pardon  me.  We 
had  the  exact  facts  before  us.  The  only 
thing  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
objected  to  was  the  specifying  in  the 
Report  the  particular  cases,  but  the  full 
particulars  were  given  in  the  Appendix. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  really  interrupting  not  at  all  with 
reference  to  the  point  on  which  I  am 
Speaking.  Wliat  I  say  is  that  the  cir- 
cumst  inces  under  which  anything  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  the  commuta* 
tion  of  these  pensions  was  not  before 
the  Committee.  The  pensions  of  Lord 
Rodney  and  Lord  Exmouth  were  before 
the  Committee  in  this  sense  only,  that 
they  were  known  to  be  for  services,  and, 
what  is  much  more  important,  they  were 
ratified  by  Parliament  in  1782  and  1814, 
so  that  the  House  has  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment recognised  them  as  being  payable 
for  ever  at  the  rate  of  about  £2,000  a 
year.  I  am  not  ashamed  to  say  that  if  I 
had  thought  that  the  paragraph  about 
the  rate  of  commutation  was  going  to 
be  used  in  this  House  as  an  argument 
for  saying  that  the  rate  of  commutation 
of  these  two  pensions  was  too  high,  I 
certainly  should  not  have  assented  to  the 
proposition.  It  was  bacause  1  was 
aware  there  were  differences  of  circum- 
stances that  I  assented  to  the  words  • 
It  may  be  I  ought  not  to  have  assented 
to  them,  but  I  thought  th^y  did  represent 
the  meaning  I  now  attribute  to  them, 
namely,  that  it  was'  a  high  rate,  unless 
there  were  special  circumstances.  '  But 
there  is  another  point  which  I  now 
know,  and  which,  I  regret,  has  not  been 
gone  into  more  fully — namely,  that  in 
1885,  before  that  Committee  had  sat, 
Lord  Rodney  had  practically  agreed  to  a 
commutation  upon  these  terms  at  the 
instance  of  the  Treasury  Authorities, 
and  the  same  was  the  cate  with  regard 
to  Lord  Exmouth.  Therefore,  'their 
claims  would  not  have  only  rested  upon 
statutory'   authority,  but   by  reason  of 
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n^otiations  with  the  Treasury  Authori- 
ties there  was  in  equity,  if  not  in 
law,  a  bargain  that  the  commutation 
should  be  carried  out  on  those  terms. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  jnst  to 
say  with  regard  to  these  two  pensions 
that  the  Treasury  are  flying  in  the  face 
of  the  Report.  With  regard  to  other 
matters,  in  my  opinion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  has,  I 
am  sure  unintentionally,  been  unjust  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  is 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  Treasury  has 
not  regarded  the  Report  or  its  recom- 
mendations. The  matter  came  before 
me  in  order  that  I  might  see  how  far  it 
could  legally  be  carried  out',  and,  so  far 

•from  the  Report  being  disregarded,  every 
case  has  been  examined  specially  in  order 
to  ascertain  its  legal  position.  There  is 
another  matter  which  was  not  before  the 
Committee,  but  which  should  be  men- 
tioned here.  In  not  a  few  cases  the 
claimants — the  persons  now  receiving  the 
pensions — were  purchasers  for  value  of 
the  original  pension  ;  that  is  to  say,  they 
had  invested  money  on  the  faith  of  some- 
times a  State  and  sometimes  a  Parlia- 
mentary bargain.  I  do  not  believe  that 
anyone  would  wish  to  save  his  money  as 
a  taxpayer  by  breaking  a  contract  made 
on  the  faith  of  the  nation.  With  regard 
to  this  Treasury  Minute,  I  appeal  to  the 
common  sense  of  those  present.  I  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  in  the  case  of  Lord 
Rodney  and  Lord  Exmouth,  if  the  coun- 
try is  going  to  keep  faith,  if  this  House 
is  going  to  keep  faith,  a  less  figure  could 
not  with  propriety  be  adopted.  It  is 
wholly  unjust  to  generalise  from  these 
two  cases.     I  maintain  that  the  Treasury 

•  has  carried  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee,  that  they  have  done 
all  they  could  consistently  with  the  good 
faith  of  the  nation,  and  I  for  one  decline 
to  be  a  party  to  anything  amounting 
to  a  breach  of  faith  in  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  has  suggested  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  might  have  been  brought  in. 
For  my  own  part,  I  can  only  say  that 
any  idea  of  compulsion  was  never 
presented  to  or  discussed  by  the  Com- 
mittee at  all.  What  was  discussed  was 
that  there  was  power  to  commute  these 
pensions,  and  that  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances the  rate  established  would 
be  regarded  as  being  more  than  ought 
Sir  R,  Webster 


to  be  paid.  But  I  say  if  there  was  to 
be  compulsion,  if  a  Bill  was  to  be 
brought  in,  then  in  order  to  form  a  right 
judgment  each  particular  case  should 
be  decided  on  its  merits.  With  regard 
to  the  obligation  of  paying  these  pensions, 
it  does  not  depend  upon  the  opinioB 
of  particular  Law  Officers.  It  is  a 
matter  which,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  well 
remembers,  has  been  considered  for 
years  gone  by  by  successions  of  Law 
Officers,  and  it  has  only  been  when  the 
legal  authority  of  a  pension  has  been 
proved  to  be  established,  that  the 
Treasury  has  found  it  necessary  to 
commute  at  a  high  rate.  I  do  re- 
spectfully protest  against  the  suggestion 
that  the  Government  have  flown  in  the 
face  of  the  Report.  On  the  contrary, 
they  have,  as  far  as  possible,  consistently 
with  the  faith  of  the  country,  given 
effect  to  every  paragraph  of  it. 

*(6.27.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  As  I  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  I  must  take  exception  to 
some  of  the  statements  just  made  by 
the  Attorney  General.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  that  the  ques. 
tion  of  compulsion  as  applied  to  the 
determination  of  perpetual  pensions  was 
never  considered  by  the  Committee, 
Does  he  mean  to  say  the  Committee  left 
it  entirely  to  the  option  of  the  Master 
of  the  Hawks  whether  his  pension  should 
be  commuted  or  not  1  What  was  in  the 
mind  of  the  Committee  was  that  the 
Government  shonld  act  upon  the  Com- 
mittee's recommendation,  and  that 
recommendation  was 

**That  all  oxisting  perpetual  pensions, 
allowances,  and  payments,  and  all  hereditary 
offices  should  be  determined  and  abolished," 

not  at  the  will  of  the  recipients,  but  at 
the  will  of  this  House.  The  Committee 
felt  that  if  an  Act  of  Parliament  were 
required  to  determine  and  abolish  per- 
petual pensions,  the  Government  should 
bring  in  the  Bill,  such  a  scandal  did  most 
of  the  pensions  present.  There  were 
only  five  Members  from  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  to  ten  Con- 
servatives on  the  Committee,  and  I 
think  it  is  to  the  credit  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  that  the  feehng  against 
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the  continuance  of  the  present  system 
is  quite  afi  strong  on  their  p&rt  as  on  the 
part  of  the  Liberal  Members.  With 
respect  to  the  pension  of  the  Master 
of  the  Hawks,  if  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney  General  is  to  be 
maintained,  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  right,  wo  have  no 
right  to  determine  the  pension  without 
the  voluntary  consent  of  the  Master  of 
the  Hawks.  It  is  thought  that  at 
11  years'  purchase  the  commutation  is 
very  moderate.  What  are  the  facts  ? 
Within  living  memory  a  certain  sum  was 
to  be  paid  annually  for  hawks,  for  meat, 
and  for  service.  All  these  things  have 
been  taken  as  part  of  the  income  of  the 
Master  of  the  Hawks.  No  hawks,  meat, 
or  service  have  been  provided,  and  yet 
the  Attorney  General  takes  credit  for  a 
commutation  at  11  years' purchase. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  had  been 
paying  it  for  the  last  20  years. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  but  there 
was  no  Report  of  a  Committee  20  years 
ago.  The  Committee  made  a  Report  on 
tho  point  to  the  House,  and  it  was 
understood  that  the  Government  would 
obey  the  behest  of  the  Committee.  If 
there  is  any  force  in  the  argument  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  it  would  be 
a  breach  of  public  faith  to  carry  out 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
but  we  do  not  believe  there  would  be  a 
breach  of  public  faith  in  carrying  out 
that  recommendation.  •  We  believe  the 
whole  system  of  perpetual  pensions, 
even  for  good  services  rendered  at 
remote  periods,  is  in  itself  a  vicious 
system.  When  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  argues  that  the  reduction 
of  the  rate  of  Consols  entitles  the 
owners  of  these  pensions  to  receive 
larger  rather  than  smaller  sums,  surely 
that  is  an  argument  that  cannot  be 
maintained,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know  that  some  of  the  persons 
purchased  these  pensions  years  ago 
when  the  rates  were  very  different  to 
the  rates  now,  and  the  argument  cuts 
as  much  one  way  as  the  other.  In 
respect  to  this  particular  recommenda- 
tion the  Attorney  General  says  he  should 
have  more  strenuously  opposed  it  if  he 
had  known  some  things  that  have  since 
been  brought  to  his  knowledge.     Now, 


I  have  in  my  hand  the  original  draft  of 
the  Report  as  submitted  by  the  hon» 
Member  for  Northampton,  and  this 
original  draft  stated  that  27  years  was 
"  far  too  high."  The  Committee  agreed  to 
this  draft,  the  only  objection  being  in  & 
suggestion  made  by  the  Attorney  General 
that  as  the  question  had  not  been 
inquired  into  before  it  would  seem  too 
severe  a  censure  on  the  Treasury — a 
retrospective  censure  on  the  Treasury — 
to  use  the  word  "  far."  "  Let  us  leave  out 
**  far,' "  he  said,  "and  say  that  27  years 
is  too  high."  I  am  bound  to  say  we  had 
all  the  pensions  before  us ;  we  knew 
that  some  were  for  meritorious  services 
at  a  distant  date,  and  some  were  for 
scandalous  disservices  at  a  distant  date  ; 
we  held  the  opinion  that  27  years  was 
far  too  high,  and  I  think  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  had  there  been 
no  other  method  of  proceeding  open  to 
them,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  commu- 
tation and  determination  of  all  perpetual 
pensions,  and  to  state  in  that  Bill  the 
terms  upon  which  they  were  prepared  to 
commute  pensions.  If  this  intention 
had  been  communicated  to  the  recipient* 
of  the  pensions,  I  believe  there  would 
have  been  no  occasion  for  a  Bill. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
moment — there  was  a  proposal  made  in 
the  Report  that  pensions  should  be  com- 
pulsorily  commuted,  and  this  was  struck 
out — negatived  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  But  what  does  the 
Attorney  General  understand  by  the 
paragraph  in  the  Report  which  declares 
that  all  existing  perpetual  pensions, 
allowances,  payments,  and  hereditary 
oflSces  should  be  determined  and 
abolished  ? 

(6.35.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I 
regret  very  much  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  should  have  introduced 
his  Motion  in  this  form  with  reference 
to  27  years'  purchase,  because,  practi- 
cally, it  is  only  directed  to  the  pensions 
granted  to  Lords  Exmouth  and  Rodney, 
and  does  not  touch  the  worst  cases — the 
payments  to  the  Duke  of  St.  Alban's,  the 
Duke  of  Hamilton,  and  the  Marquess  of 
Down  sh  ire.  Now,  on  the  last  occasion  when 
this  subject  was  before  us,  I  wanted 
to  move    an   Amendment   against  the 
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worst  cases,  but  unfortunately  I  was  not 
allowed  to  do  so.  I  cannot  see  that  the 
pensioners  have  much  to  complain  of  in 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  really  I  think  he 
deserves  a  testimonial  from  those  who 
are  interested.  He  has  gone  for  the 
principle  of  commutation,  and,  with  all 
deference,  I  think  if  this  is  fair  Parlia- 
ment ought  not  to  haggle  about  giving  a 
few  years'  purchasi,  more  or  less.  So 
far  as  the  pensions  to  Lord  Exmouth  and 
Lord  Rodney  are  concerned,  their  pen- 
sions were  deserved,  and  you  ar»e  going 
to  buy  them  out  by  fair  treat3\  I  think 
these  cases  will  compare  very  favourably 
with  other  cases  of  pensions  commuted 
by  the  late  Government  when  our 
Deputy  Speaker  (Mr.  Courtney)  was 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  As  you  have 
been  paying  at  the  rate  of  27  years,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
considers  the  proper  method  of  deter- 
mining these  pensions  is  by  commuta- 
tion, 1 ,  think  you  cannot  get  off  with 
much  'less  unless  you  introduce  some 
new  principle.  I  have  been  against 
commutation.  Parliament  has  deter- 
mined that  some  pensions  shall  be 
perpetual,  and  Parliament  may  deter- 
mine that  some  shall  cease.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  unborn  have 
any  rights.  Those  living  have  certain 
rights,  and  probably  if  you  take  these 
rights  away  you  ought  to  give  compen- 
sation, but  Parliament  may  determine 
in  the  exercise  of  its  power  that  no  child 
shall  be  born  the  inheritor  of  these  spe- 
cial privileges.  I,  for  one,  think  if  we 
are  going  to  get  rid  of  perpetual  pensions, 
the  best  method  is  either  to  permit  the 
living  lineal  descendants  of  great  Ad- 
mirals and  Generals  who  in  the  past 
saved  the  country  and  assisted  to  make 
her  what  she  is  to  enjoy  these  pensions 
during  their  lives,  and  to  declare  that 
with  these  lives  the  pensions  shall  cease, 
or  to  pay  a  fair  price  down,  which  is 
27  years'  purchase.  The  first  would  be 
a  conservative  method  of  [)utting  an  end 
to  the  pensions ;  your  present  method 
of  making  them  perpetual  at  the  cost  of 
the  present  generation  I  object  to  very 
much.  I  do  not  see  why  the  present 
generation  should  pay  tho  whole  cost. 
Technically,  we  are  only  discussing  that 
portion  of  the  Minute  which  affects  the 
commutation  at  27  years'  purchase,  but 
Dr.  Clark 


I  fail  to  see  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  should  complain  of  these 
two  cases.  He  can  complain  of  the  other 
three  cases,  but,  technically,  they  do  not 
come  under  his  Motion,  because  27  years' 
purchase  is  not  the  offer  in  those  cases. 
The  first  and  typical  case  is  that  of  the 
Duke  of  St.  Albau's.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  re- 
presents the  view  of  the  Radical  Party 
in  this  matter  at  all  any  more  than  on 
other  points  he  does. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  sure  I  am 
very  glad. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  am  sorry  that  on  the 
last  occasion  when  this  question  came  up 
and  I  uttered  these  sentiments,  the  hon. 
^lember  was  not  present,  and  the 
report  did  not  correctly  represent  what 
occurred.  So  far  as  over  a  million  is 
concerned — becaus3  there  is  £600,000 
now  held  by  Trustees  for  the  Duke  of 
Richmond,  and  I  think  half  a  million 
more  for  the  Duke  of  Richmond — these 
gentlemen  hold  these  sums  because  the 
pensions  were  granted  to  heirs  male,  and, 
these  failing,  the  amounts  will  return 
to  the  Treasury 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  read  the  Report  he  will 
find  the  exact  opposite  to  what  he  is 
saying. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  am  talking  from  the 
results  of  several  Committees.  I  am  not 
referring  to  the  late  Committee,  but  to 
three  or  four  Committees,  and  the  con- 
ditions under  which  pensions  were  com- 
muted. I  may  be  corrected,  but  I  think 
that  is  the  case.  The  payment  to  the 
Duke  of  St.  Alban's  is  on  a  par 
with  these  pensions,  and  you  are  com- 
muting the  pension  which  was  to  be 
paid  to  him  perpetually  as  Master  of 
tho  Hawks.  Now,  I  do  not  see  that 
any  moral  crime  attaches  to  a  country  by 
resison  of  the  fact  that  a  particular  leader 
lias  committed  a  serious  social  offence, 
but  surely  it  is  much  more  serious  if 
you  put  upon  generation  after  generation 
payment  for  the  fruits  of  debauchery 
and  adultery.  I  do  not  think  it  shows  a 
high  tone  of  honour  in  a  nation  to  pay 
thousands  year  by  year  as  the  fruit  of 
debauchery  and  adultery.  Here  is  a 
perpetual  pension  paid  to  the  Duke  of 
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St;.  Alban's  simply  because  one  of  his 
female  ancestors  was  frail  and  adultery 
was  committed.  For  this  the  country 
has  been  put  to  perpetual  expense. 
Really  I  think  there  should  be  a  prose- 
cution of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Duke  for  making  and  receiving  pay- 
ments under  false  pretences.  The  pen- 
sion was  granted  for  keeping  and 
feeding  hawks,  but  the  hawks  do  not 
exist,  the  feeding  is  not  required,  and 
still  the  Treasury  permitted  the  man  to 
continue  to  draw  the  money  under  false 
pretences ;  and  now  you  are  doing  more 
— condoning  the  original  offence  and 
granting  19  years'  purchase.  Why, 
many  a  poor  man  under  such  circum- 
stances would  find  himself  in  Bow  Street 
Police  Court.  So  far  as  the  cases  of 
Lord  Exmouth  and  Lord  Rodney  are 
concerned,  there  is  much  to  be  said; 
but  the  other  three  cases  are  utterly  in- 
defensible. You  might  apply  the  principle 
applied  in  the  case  of  **  Adams  v. 
Dunseath,"  and  say  the  advantages 
having  been  enjoyed  so  long  should  con- 
tent the  recipients ;  but  it  seems  this, 
though  applied  to  tenants  whose  rights 
are  stolen,  is  not  recognised  in  these 
cases.  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  quite  right;  we  have  to 
go  beyond  the  point  touched  by  the 
Committee ;  it  is  time  we  should  abolish 
pensions  that  have  a  disgraceful  origin, 
and  we  are  not  upon  any  principle  of 
justice  bound  to  give  compensation 
where  no  services  have  been  rendered. 

(6,45.)  Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid)  :  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
made  a  point  of  the  Government  having 
made  better  terms  with  the  pensioners 
than  any  Government  before  them ;  but 
surely  if  the  pensioners  are  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  holders  of  such  privi- 
leges, they  should  have  equally  good 
terms.  Government  perpetual  annuities 
are  known  to  be  worth  considerably 
over  33  years'  purchase  ;  and  if 
the  Government  have  made  a  bargain 
for  27  years',  it  is  obvious  that 
the  recipients  believe  there  is  some- 
thing very  different  between  the  basis 
of  their  privileges  and  that  of  other 
annuities.  It  is  well-known  that  this 
property  is  becoming  more  insecure 
every  day,  these   pensions  are   getting 


worth  less,  because  public  opinion  is 
being  aroused  as  to  their  origin, 
and  nobody  has  done  more  to  arouse 
this  public  opinion  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  puts  us  in 
this  dilemma :  if  we  are  not  to  commute 
on  the  best  terms  we  can  get  from  the 
pensioners,  are  we  to  do  nothing,  or  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  pay  a  reduced  sum  ?  Of 
course,  we  should  prefer  a  Bill  to  pay  a 
very  much  reduced  sum.  We  cannot 
expect  that,  but  we  may  fairly  ask  the 
Government  to  wait.  We  know  what 
the  influence  of  public  opinion  has  been  ; 
let  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  give 
more  time,  and  we  will  develop  public 
opinion  a  little  further.  We  are  all 
supposed  to  be  guardians  of  the  public 
purse,  not  of  the  privileges  of  the  pen- 
sioners. I  say  if  we  only  wait  a  short 
time,  and  let  public  opinion  declare 
itself,  pensioners  will  be  glad  to  take  a 
sum  very  far  short  of  27  years'  purchase. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

(6.48.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
185  ;  Noes  152.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

POST  OFFICE  OFFICIALS. 
(7.1.)  Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.) :  I  desire  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  a  few  words  on 
behalf  of  the  dismissed  postmen  for 
whom  1  pleaded  a  few  months  ago* 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
has  been  obdurate  against  all  the  private 
representations  made  to  him,  and  1  am 
therefore  compelled  to  appeal  to  him  in 
public.  The  dismissed  postmen  may  be 
divided  into  three  classes.  The  first  are 
those  dismissed  because  they  refused  to 
discharge  their  ordinary  duties.  They 
refused  under  mitigating  and  extenuating 
circumstances,  I  think ;  but,  still,  they 
committed  a  grave  breach  of  discipline, 
and  I  do  not  to-night  say  anything  more 
about  that  part  of  the  case.  Then  there 
are  the  men  who  were  dismissed  simply 
for  attending  the  meetings  or  becoming 
members  of  the  Postmen's  Union.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  printed  statement  of 
the  reasons  for  which  postmen  have  been 
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dismissed.  In  that  paper  I  see  over  and 
over  again  statements  of  this  kind  : — 
*^  Dismissed  for  attending  a  meeting  in 
Hjde  Park  ;  *'  "  Dismissed  for  attending 
a  meeting  on  Clerkenwell  Green,"  and 
so  on.  I  desire  to  call  particular  atten- 
tion to  the  case  of  one  postman  of  long 
service  to  whom  a  number  of  questions 
were  addressed  by  the  officials.  The 
first  question  is  as  follows : — 

'*  You  are  called  upon  to  state  what  action 
or  part  you  took  in  the  recent  postmen's 
agitation.** 

Now,  I  can  hardly  conceive  anything 
more  inconsistent  with  fair  play  than  to 
ask  a  man  a  question  of  that  kind.  If 
you  have  any  complaint  against  your 
servants  surely  you  should  prefer  a 
specific  charge  against  them,  and  give 
them  the  opportunity  either  of  defending 
or  explaining,  or,  possibly,  of  apologising 
for  their  conduct.  Here  the  official 
appears  to  have  adopted  the  plan  of 
putting  fishing  questions  to  these  com- 
paratively illiterate  men  in  the  hope,  I 
suppose,  of  obtaining  from  them  en- 
tangling answers.  The  second  question 
was  to  the  following  efEect : — 

"  Why  did  'you  attend  the  Fawcett  Associa- 
tion meeting,  and  on  that  occasion  call  upon 
the  sorting  force  to  join  the  Postmen's  Union  ?'» 

The  answer  this  man  gave  was,  tha* 
permission  had  been  granted  to  the  mem' 
bers  of  the  Fawcett  Association  to  hold 
a  meeting  of  the  foreign  branch ;  that 
such  meeting  was  open  for  discussion  and 
debate  ;  that  being  in  favour  of  Unionism, 
he  decided  to  oppose  the  amendment 
that  all  sorters  should  join  the  Postmen's 
Union ;  and  he  drew  attention  to  the 
recent  statements  made  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Postmaster  General  in  the 
House  of  Commons  admitting  that  the 
servants  of  the  Post  Office  had  a  right  to 
combine  for  their  mutual  benefit,  and 
stating  that  in  no  case  had  any  servant 
been  punished  for  expressions  of  opinion 
at  officially  sanctioned  meetings.  The 
Postmaster  General  has  again  and  again 
informed  us  that  his  only  object  in 
requiring  th*  attendance  of  shorthand 
writers  at  postmen's  meetings  is  to  inform 
himself  of  the  grievances  of  the  men, 
but  I  point  out  here  the  use  which  has 
been  made  of  the  information  conveyed 
by  a  shorthand  writer.  Some  statement 
or  argument  made  by  one  of  the  men 
}fr.  Piclcn's'jill 


who  attended  is  made  a  charge  against 
that  man,  and  it  appears  to  have  been 
part  of  the  case  upon  which  he  has  been 
dismissed.  The  Postmaster  General  last 
Session  gave  an  undertaking  that  he  would 
carefully  investigate  each  individual  case. 
I  should  like  to  inform  the  House  what 
is  the  proportion  between  the  number  of 
reinstated  men  and  the  number  of  the 
men  originally  dismissed.  I  will  take 
the  case  of  the  Western  District  Office  in 
Vere  Street.  Fifteen  postmen  were  dis- 
missed from  that  office  for  attending 
meetings  or  joining  the  Union,  and  of 
these  two  only  have  been  reinstated.  I 
may  add  that  among  the  men  whose 
livelihood  has  been  taken  away  there 
were  many  who  were  teetotalers,  and  bore 
an  exceptionally  high  character.  It  is 
not  possible  for  the  Postmaster  General 
to  contend  that  the  severity  of  his  action 
has  been  forced  upon  him  by  his  sub- 
ordinates at  the  local  post  offices.  It  is 
not  the  case  that  the  local  postmasters 
have  reported  that  this  severe  treatment 
was  necessary  as  a  disciplinary  measure, 
and  that  unless  an  example  were  made 
they  could  not  be  responsible  for  the 
discharge  of  their  important  functions. 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  in  a  position  to 
say  that  the  local  postmasters  have  from 
the  very  first  held  out  to  these 
dismissed  men  the  hope  of  being  re- 
instated^ and  I  may  say  with  confidence 
that  no  one  is  more  surprised  than  they 
themselves  are  at  the  unparalleled 
severity  of  the  Postmaster  Greneral. 
Nay,  more — even  officials  at  the  Central 
Office  have  made  to  the  men  distinct 
pledges.  On  the  31st  of  July  a  deputa- 
tion waited  on  the  Postmaster  General 
for  the  purpose  of  laying  before  him  the 
grievances  of  the  postmen,  and  urging 
the  reinstatement  of  all  men  who  had 
been  dismissed.  The  deputation  saw  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  afterwards  they 
were  seen  by  the  Controller,  Mr.  Tombs, 
who  was  asked  by  a  man  named  Cox 
what  was  intended  to  be  done  in  the 
case  of  the  men  dismissed  for  merely- 
attending  meetings.  The  answer  given 
by  Mr.  Tombs  was  that  these  men 
would  be  reinstated.  Mr.  Cox  asked  for 
and  obtained  from  Mr.  Tombs  permission 
to  repeat  that  promise  to  the  men. 
So  that  if  that  statement  is  true — and  I 
have  every  reason  to  believe  it  is — ^there 
has  been  a  distinct  violation  of  a  pledge* 
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given  by  one  of  the  most  liighlj-placed 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  sub- 
ordinates. This  is  a  most  serious  issue. 
The  men  for  -whom  1  plead  have 
lost,  not  only  their  present  means  of 
livelihood,  but  also  their  prospective 
pensions,  which  are  merely  deferred  pay. 
And  that  for  what?  They  have  lost 
these  advantages  simply  because  they 
attended  meetings,  or  for  becoming 
members  of  the  Postmen's  Union. 
These  public  servants  are  between  the 
horns  of  a  dilemma.  The  Postmaster 
General  punishes  them  if  they  form  a 
Union  for  their  own  protection.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  punishes  them  'if  they  appeal 
for  the  intervention  of  this  House,  for  as 
recently  as  the  occasion  of  the  Lord 
Mayor's  banquet  he  went  rathq^  out  of 
his  way  to  lecture  hon.  Members  who 
ventured  to  interfere  on  their  behalf. 
So  that  public  servants  are  to  be  left 
absolutely  defenceless  against  the  heads 
of  Departments  or  Parliamentary  chiefs, 
who,  without  autocratic  power,  are  quite 
as  likely  to  act  tyrannically  or  offensively 
towards  those  they  employ  as  private 
bodies  are  under  similar  circum- 
stances. I  have  thought  it  right  to 
bring  this  matter  before  the  attention  of 
the  House.  I  hope  I  may  receive  sup- 
port from  both  sides;  -but  if  I  am 
disappointed,  then  I  can  only  appeal  to  a 
wider  tribunal,  and  I  shall  be  much 
surprised  if  the  public  outside  do  not 
resent  the  drastic  and  severe  treatment 
meted  out  to  a  most  deserving  and 
respected  body  of  public  oflScials. 

(7.13.)  The  POSTMASTER  GENE. 
RAL  (Mr.  Raises,  Cambridge  Univer- 
sity) :  I  have  to  thank  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  brevity  of  his  speech;  but,  in 
doing  so,  I  must  point  out  that,  until  I 
came  down  to  the  House  to-day,  I  did 
not  know  that  this  subject  was  to  be 
brought  forward,  and  consequently  I  am 
without  any  particular  data  to  enable  me 
to  answer  the  statements  which  have 
just  been  made.  I  can  only,  therefore, 
reply  to  them  in  their  general  aspect, 
and  I  think  I  can  satisfy  the  House 
that  those  statements  have  been  put 
forward  to  the  hon.  Member — I  will  not 
aay  by  him — in  a  very  exaggerated  form, 


and  with  a  good  deal  of  illustration  of  a 
not  very  accurate  kind.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  the  men  were  dismissed 
for  being  members  of  the  Postmen's 
Union,  for  attending  the  meetings  in 
Hyde  Park  and  on  Clerkenwell  Green, 
and  for  taking  part  in  the  agitation. 
As  I  say,  I  have  not  the  papers  at  this 
moment  in  my  hands,  but  I  think  I  am 
accurate  in  stating  that  no  man  was 
di^issed  for  being  a  member  of  the 
Union.  As  to  the  Hyde  Park  meeting, 
that  matter  was  discussed  fully  before 
the  House  rose  a  few  months  ago.  The 
postmen  were  warned  not  to  go  to  it,  and 
it  culminated  in  a  disgraceful  riot,  in 
which  two  superior  officers  of  the  Post 
Office  were  cruelly  handled  by  the  mob. 
The  men  suspended  for  attending  the 
meeting  had  in  every  case  an  opportunity 
of  recovering  their  situations  if  they 
would  make  an  apology  and  give  as- 
surances for  their  good  behaviour  in  the 
future  within  a  reasonable  time.  With 
regard  to  the  Clerkenwell  meeting  it  is 
possible  that  those  who  took  a  prominent 
part  in  that  desertion  of  duty  may  have 
suffered  for  instigating  the  revolt,  but  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  say  that  anybody 
was  dismissed  for  attending  that  meeting. 
As  to  questions  being  put  to  the  men 
with  reference  to  the  part  they  took  in 
the  agitation,  there  again  I  am  without 
material  to  enable  me  to  give  a  specific 
answer,  but  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  men  to  whom  any  such  questions 
were  put  were  already  dismissed  for 
deserting  their  duty,  and  that  if  such 
questions  were  put  it  was  done  with  the 
object  of  enabling  the  men  to  clear 
themselves  as  far  as  possible  from  the 
imputation  of  having  been  instigators  or 
ringleaders  of  the  revolt,  and  not  in 
order  that  they  might  condemn  them- 
selves. If  questions  were  put  at  all  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  ex- 
tenuating circumstances  on  behalf  of 
the  men.  The  hon.  Member  has  also 
referred  to  some  men  having  been  dis- 
missed for  taking  part  in  a  meeting  of 
the  Fawcett  Association.  I  am  very 
much  inclined  to  doubt  whether  any 
man  was  dismissed  for  merely  attending 
a  meeting  of  that  Association.  The  hon. 
Member  speaks  of  my  having  under- 
taken to  examine  into  each  case.  He 
must  be  already  aware  that  I  have  given 
to  each  case  all  the  attention  which  it  is 
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possible  for  me  to  give.  I  had  all 
the  peepers  relating  to  each  individual 
case  sent  to  me  for  consideration.  I 
read  through  every  letter,  and  care- 
fully studied  the  records  of  character 
in  the  case  of  every  man.  There 
were  several  men  who  made  no 
appeal  for  reinstatement,  and  the  cases 
of  those  men  were  allowed  to  go  by 
default ;  but  in  regard  to  all  the  other 
cases  I  gave  the  best  attention  •! 
could  to  every  representation  or  recom- 
mendation that  was  made  to  me 
in  their  behalf,  whether  by  persons 
outside  or  inside  the  Post  Office.  As 
to  only  two  of  the  15  men  dis- 
missed from  the  Western  District 
Office  having  been  reinstated,  1  think 
that  that  is  extremely  probable.  I  can- 
not now  give  the  reasons  for  the  action 
in  that  particular  instance,  but  I  can  say 
that  I  was  most  anxious  to  find  extenu- 
ating circumstances  in  every  case,  and 
that  whenever  such  circumstances  ex- 
isted, or  there  was  even  reasonable  ground 
for  supposing  the  existence  of  extenu- 
ating circumstances,  1  gave  the  offender 
the  benefit  of  them.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  local  postmasters  did  not  urge 
severity,  and  were  astonished  at  my 
decision.  Well,  as  to  any  communication 
by  the  local  postmasters  with  the  Post- 
master General,  and  the  statement  that 
they  were  astonished  at  my  decision,  I 
fail  to  see  how  the  hon.  Member  could 
become  aware  of  such  communications, 
because  they  would  be  strictly  con- 
fidential; and  I  am  unwilling  to  believe 
that  any  local  postmaster  would  commit 
such  a  serious  breach  of  duty  as  to 
divulge  them. 

Mr.  PICKBRSGILL:  I  founded  my 
allegation  on  the  statements  made  again 
and  again  by  the  local  postmasters, 
especially  the  postmaster  in  the  Eastern 
District  Office. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  unaware  of 
any  statement  having  been  made 
by  the  postmaster  of  the  Eastern 
District  Office  to  the  hon.  Member 
or  anyone  else.  I  can  only  say  I  am 
surprised  that  any  Postmaster  can 
have  committed  such  a  breach  of  duty 
as  to  have  entered  such  a  protest  as  that 
the  hon.  Member  speaks  of. 

Mr.  PICKBRSGILL :    It  was  not  a 
breach  of  duty  at  all. 
Mr»  Raikes 


Mb.  RAIKES^  I  can  only  say,  speak- 
ing from  recollection,  that  my  belief  is 
that  I  reinstated  far  more  than  I  dis- 
missed of  the  men  who  were  recom- 
mended to  me  for  reinstatement  by  the 
local  postmasters. 

Mr.  PICKBRSGILL:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  that  the  number 
reinstated  in  the  Eastern  District  of 
those  recommended  for  reinstatement  by 
the  local  postmaster  exceeded  the  num- 
ber dismissed  P 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to    make    that    statement.      The   hon. 
Member,    by    not     giving    me    timely 
notice  of   his    intention    to    raise    this 
subject,  has    precluded    me    from    the 
possibility  of  making  a  specific  statement 
to-night     I  am  not  speaking  of  one  dis- 
trict in  particular.     It  is  very  possible 
that  in  one  district  the  number  dismissed 
may  have  been  greater  than  the  number 
reinstated,   but  I   am  speaking  of  the 
whole  force.     It  is  quite  possible  that  in 
some   districts  I   reinstated   more  men 
than  in  others.      With  reference  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  respecting 
certain  communications  which  are  said 
to  have  passed  between  Mr.  Tombs,  the 
Controller,  and  a  Mr.  Cox — whose  name 
I  cannot  now  recall — it  is  quite  possible 
that  some  communication  did  take  place, 
and  that  some  statement  may  have  been 
made,  and  made  in  good  faith,  but  I  am 
persuaded  there  is  some  misapprehension  * 
in  the  matter,  for  I  feel  certain  that  the 
Controller  would  never  have  made  any 
such  unqualified  statement  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  alleged.      I   apologise   for 
detaining  the  House,  because  the  whole 
matter  was  threshed  out  on  the  Estimates 
in  July  last,  and  it  has  now  been  brought 
up  again  in  a  very  loose  manner, and  with- 
out any  particular  notice.     I  have  only 
further  to  repeat  what.  I  said  on  the 
previous    occasion,   namely,   to   express 
my  sincere  regret  that  I  cannot  with  the 
full  consideration  of  my  public  duty  go 
further  than  I  did  in  reinstating  these 
unfortunate  men.     I  think  a  great  noany 
of  them  are  very  much  to  be  pitied,  for 
they  no  doubt  acted  under  bad  guidance^ 
and  I  sincerely  commissorato  the  position 
in  which  they  are  placed.     But  my  duty 
is  first  to  the  Service  over  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  preside.     I  am  bound  to 
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maintaiii  dmcipline  and  order  in  that 
Service,  and  I  believe  that  that  discipline 
and  order  can  only  be  attained  and 
maintained  by  making  examples  of  those 
who  deserted  their  dnty  in  the  most 
conspicuoDS  manner  in  this  unfortunate 
aSair.  1  have  only  further  to  pay  that 
if  the  'hon.  Member  wishes  I  will  make 
inquiry  as  to  the  alleged  conversation  of 
Mr.  Cox  with  the  Controller,  this  being 
the  only  case  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
by  giving  names  has  enabled  me  to 
follow  np  the  statements  made. 

(7.26.)  Mr.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets* Stepney) :  1  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why  he  has  paid 
no  attention  to  the  Petition  I  presented 
to  him  from  57  dismissed  postmen  of  the 
East  End  of  London  who  had  been  in 
the  Service  for  terms  ranging  from  three 
to  thirty  years.  These  men,  unfortu- 
nately, acting  under  bad  advice,  went 
out  on  strike  for  a  few  hours.  These 
men  did  not  join  the  Postmen*8  Union, 
and  they  did  not  attend  any  meetings  in 
Hyde  Park,  and  yet,  because  they  stmck 
work  for  two  hours  only,  they  were  dis- 
charged and  thrown  helpless  on  the 
world.  As  I  say,  I  myself  presented  a 
Petition  in  their  behalf  to  the  Postmaster 
General,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  me  reason  to  believe  that  the  men 
would  be  reinstated  if  their  characters 
were  found  to  bear  investigation. 

Mb,  RAIKES  :  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  allow  me  to  say  that  1  never 
made  any  such  statement, 

Mu.  ISAACSON  :  I  will  read  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said.  He  said 
that — 

♦*  He  would  inquire  into  iDdividiial  cases,  and 
:f  he  found  that  their  characters  wore  satiefac- 
orj,  he  would  reinatate  th«m,  with  all  due 
tegurd  for  the  Puhlic  Service/* 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  Heai-,  hear. 

Mr.  ISAACSON-.  Well,  the  characters 
of  the  men  were  investigated,  and  were 
fonnd  to  be  satisfactory ;  yet  when  I 
again  wrote  to  the  Postmaster  Geneiiil  I 
received  a  reply  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declined  to  interfere  in  the 
matter.  The  promise  made  to  me  with 
regard  to  those  men  has  not,  therefore, 
been  carried  out.  I  believe  the  men  have 
been  very  harshly  treated,  especially 
when  it  is  considered  that  the  feeling  of 
insubordination  at  the  time  in  question 
would  never  have   arisen  if  a  proper 


thoi-onghly 
months     ago, 
allow  me   to 


system  had  been  adopted  at  the  Post 
Office  to  pnfc  a  stop  to  the  widespread 
discontent  that  existed.  I  do  now  trust 
that  the  Postmaster  General  will  go 
through  these  57  cases  again.  The  men 
deserve  well  of  the  Post  OflSce.  They 
have  been  diligent  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty — some  of  them  for  30  years, 
and  I  think  it  a  great  shame  that  they 
should  be  thrown  out  of  work  and  com- 
pelled—knowing no  other  business  than 
that  of  postmen — to  go  skulking  about 
London  to  earn  a  shilling  where  they  can. 
I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  will  look  into 
this  case,  and,  if  possible,  allow  further 
reinstatements  to  be  made.  As  it  is, 
not  a  single  reinstatement  has  been 
made,  although  the  characters  of  these 
men  will  bear  the  strictest  investigation. 
(7,30.)  Mr.  J,  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  The  Postmaster  General 
has  stated  that  this  question  was 
thrashed  out  a  few 
but  I  trust  he  will 
remind  him  of  the  posi- 
tion in  which  it  was  left  just  befor© 
the  House  rose  at  the  end  of  last  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  gave  us 
an  assurance  that  he  would  investigate 
the  whole  of  these  cases,  and  we  are 
now  in  the  position  of  knowing  that  the 
result  of  that  investigation  has  been 
very  unfortunate  indeed  for  the  poor 
postmen  who  had  been  d  ischarged.  He  haa 
said  to-night  that  he  was  hardly  prepared 
to  meet  the  question  thus  brought  on ;  but 
he  must  recollect  that  a  large  number  of 
men  who  have  devoted  many  years  to  the 
Public  Service  were  not  only  discharged 
from  the  Post  Office,  but,  having  been 
discharged,  they  have  thereby  suffered 
great  disadvantage  in  their  efforts  to 
obtain  other  employment.  Many  of 
them  have  come  to  me,  and  I  have 
advised  them  to  seek  other  employment ; 
but  they  have  said  that  the  fact  of  their 
having  been  discharged  from  the  Post 
Office  has  told  so  heavily  tigainst  them 
that,  had  they  lust  their  characters 
through  any  ideally  serious  dereliction  of 
duty,  they  could  not  have  been  placed  in 
a  worse  position.  Even  the  Postmaster 
General  must  admit  that  the  charge 
should  be  a  very  serious  one  that  would 
prevent  even  one  out  of  a  total  number 
of  57  men  from  being  reinstated,  I 
am    sure    the    right     hon.    Gentleman 
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can  hardly  deny  that  the  action  he 
has  taken  has  been  very  severe 
indeed.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  statements  of  many  of 
the  men,  and  as  far  as  I  could  get  evi- 
dence in  the  Cises  of  those  who  have 
been  in  the  Service  a  large  number  of 
years,  they  have  discharged  their  duties 
.well  and  faithfully  in  the  past,  as  is 
proved  by  the  fact  that  they  have  earned 
good  conduct  stripes,  one  of  these  men 
wearing  no  less  than  three  of  them, 
which  is  at  least  a  proof  that  for  a  long 
period  of  years  he  has  performed  his 
duties  thoroughly  in  the  judgment  of 
his  superiors.  This  being  the  case,  I 
think  we  have  good  cause  for  asking  the 
Postmaster  General  to  re-investigate,  at 
least,  some  of  these  cases.  I  will  take 
only  two  of  the  districts.  In  one  of 
them  there  were  57  men  discharged,  of 
whom  not  one  has  been  reinstated ;  and 
the  Postmaster  General  has  admitted  the 
allegation  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  as  to 
the  Eastern  District,  that  out  of  the  15 
men  who  were  dismissed  only  two  have 
been  reinstated.  My  hon.  Friend  spoke 
of  a  man  who  attended  the  first  Post 
Office  Association  meeting.  He  did  not 
say  the  man  was  discharged  for  attend- 
ing that  meeting  as  a  member  of  the 
Post  Office  Association,  because  the  man 
was  not  qualified  to  belong  to  that  Associa- 
tion; he  merely  attended  to  ask  the 
sorters  to  form  a  Union  of  their  own,  in 
which  they  might  be  allowed  to  associate 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  other  servants 
of  the  Post  Office.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
must  see  that  a  new  departure  is  wanted 
in  the  case  of  these  men — that  some 
very  broad  and  generous  line  must  be 
laid  down,  otherwise  this  question  will 
arise  again  as  soon  as  opportunity  is 
given  for  it.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  the  House  a  clear 
and  definite  statement  as  to  the  position 
these  men  are  to  occupy — whether  they 
are  to  be  allowed  to  organise  themselves 
for  their  own  benefit  and  protection  or 
not.  I  certainly  think  that  some  line 
with  regard  to  the  right  of  meeting 
on  the  part  of  these  men  ought  to  be 
laid  down.  I  will  not  press  the  question 
further  now ;  but  I  do  say  that  if,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admits,  many  of 
these  men  have  not  been  reinstated, 
Jir.  J.  Rowlands 


their  cases  ought  at  least  to  be  re-investi- 
gated. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  those  who  have  not  been  re* 
instated  are  to  be  pitied.  And  I  pat  it 
to  him  whether,  if  they  are  deserving  of 
his  pity,  they  shall  not  be  re-appointed  t 
They  now  stand  in  this  position :  In 
many  cases  they  have  sacrificed  not  only 
the  work  of  a  large  numbers  of  years, 
but  their  chance  of  pensions  has  also 
gone,  their  prospects  in  life  being  thus 
entirely  ruined.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  he  not  meet  these  men  in  a  more 
liberal  spirit  ? 

(7.37.)  Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  :  As  it  may  be  some  time 
before  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
reopening  this  matter  on  the  Estimates,  I 
think  it  desirable  to  offer  some  slight 
criticism  on  the  attitude  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  on  this  question. 
He  has  spoken  to-night  in  even  harsher 
terms  than  on  former  occasions  of  these 
men  being  leaders  in  the  revolt,  which 
clearly  shows  that,  however  much  he 
may  talk  of  his  most  anxious  desire  to 
consider  all  the  circumstances  and  temper 
JQstice  with  mercy  and  all  that  sort 
of  thing,  he  nevertheless  entertains  the 
same  strong  view  we  have  always  known 
him  to  hold  as  to  the  right  of  the  men  to 
form  a  Union.  I  will  not  trouble  the 
House  with  details,  but  I  must  say 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  quite  exact  in  speaking  of  the  loose 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  brought  this  matter  for- 
ward. The  hon.  Member  made  state- 
ments backed  up  by  verbatim  reports, 
and  those  statements,  together  with 
others  made  from  other  quarters  of  this 
House,  show  that  we  on  this  side  are 
even  better  informed  on  the  question 
under  discussion  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Without  going 
into  detail,  I  would  simply  ask  the 
House  in  a  broad  general  way  whether 
the  men  are  or  are  not  to  have  the  right 
which  is  accorded  to  all  other  working 
men  throughout  the  country,  of  com- 
bining for  their  mutual  interest  and 
protection  where  individually  tliey  are 
not  strong  enough  to  obtain  fair  play. 
On  this  important  question  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    has   deliberately   cast 
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down  his  gage,  and  declared  that  nothing 
shall  induce  him  to  respect  the  Union, 
or  the  right  of  the  men  to  form  a  Union, 
but  tihat,  on  the  contrary,  he  will  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  smash  any 
Union  of  those  under  his  control. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  up  the 
same  position  on  previous  occasions,  and 
has  re-asserted  it  in  rather  violent  lan- 
guage against  the  men  this  evening. 
That  is  the  present  position  of  this 
question,  and  it  is  a  position  which  I 
ask  the  House  not  to  endorse.  There 
are  one  or  two  points  which  I  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  upon  before  re- 
suming my  seat.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man defended  himself  on  the  point 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  insisted  upon  as  to  the 
questions  put  to  the  men  before  rein- 
statement. But  I  say  that  those  ques- 
tions were  put  merely  to  induce  the  men 
to  incriminate  themselves,  and  not  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  it,  to 
enable  them  to  clear  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  just  as  well 
ask  us  to  believe  th^t  it  is  a  principle  of 
law  or  equity  in  this  country  that  ques- 
tions should  be  put  to  a  prisoner  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  him  by  his  answers 
to  ofEer  extenuating  circumstances  or  to 
clear  himself  from  guilt. 

Mb.  RAJKBS  :  After  sentence. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  do  not  quite 
catch  the  purport  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  interruption,  but  it  is  surely 
a  principle  of  justice  in  this  country  that 
men  should  not  be  led  into  incriminating 
themselves  by  having  incriminating  ques- 
tions put  to  them.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  so  anxious  to  do 
everything  in  his  power  to  reinstate 
these  men  and  condone  their  offences  he 
would  not  had  done  anything  such  as  he 
must  have  seen  the  questions  he  put 
tended  to  do  to  make  the  men  incrimi- 
nate themselves.  Such  a  system  of 
dealing  with — if  you  like  to  call  them  so 
— refractory  servants  must  rather  be  to 
encourage  among  them  the  habit  of  lying 
in  order  to  shelter  themselves  from  con- 
sequences that  might  otherwise  result. 
I  will  not  combat  the  assertion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  will  give  him 
full  credit  for  sincerity  when  he  stated 
that  he  had  given  all  the  attention  pos- 
sible to  these  cases.  He  was  taking  the 
waters  on  the  Continent  when  the  cases 
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came  on,  and  1  hope  he  gave  every 
possible  consideration  to  them.  Never- 
theless, the  number  of  those  whom  he 
reinstated  was  lamentably  small  com- 
pared with  the  number  subjected  to 
punishment  Last  Session  he  asked  us 
to  believe  that  a  great  proportion  of  those 
who  went  out  on  strike  were  intimidated 
by  the  ringleaders  of  the  agitation.  I 
said  at  the  time  I  did  not  believe  there 
had  been  any  intimidation,  and  the  re- 
sult of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
investigation  now  shows  what  a  miser- 
ably small  amount  of  intimidation  there 
must  have  been  when  so  few  of  the  men 
have  been  reinstated,  because  I  conceive 
that  those  who  were  reinstated  were  not 
all  subjected  to  intimidation,  but  that 
he  also  took  into  account  other  extenu- 
ating circumstances  put  forward  by 
the  men.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
commented  severely  on  the  breach  of 
duty  committed  by  certain  postmasters 
who,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green  has  stated,  told  the  men  they 
were  astonished  that  so  few  had  been 
reinstated.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
possible  breach  of  duty  could  have  been 
committed  by  these  postmasters  who 
expressed  such  an  opinion  in  talking 
the  matter  over  with  the  men.  Had 
these  postmasters  come  to  myself  or  my 
friends  and  complained  of  what  had 
taken  place,  and  asked  us  to  take  it  up 
in  this  House,  there  might  have  been 
some  colour  for  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said ;  but,  an  it  is,  I 
consider  the  course  taken  by  the  Post- 
master General  has  been  inconsistent 
with  the  demands  of  justice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  complained  of  the 
inconvenience  of  discussing  this  question 
on  the  present  occasion,  when  the  notice 
has  been  so  short.  For  my  part,  I  feel 
the  inconvenience  quite  as  much  as  he 
does.  I  was  not  aware  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  intention  to  bring  it  forward  to- 
night ;  bub  we  are  discussing  it,  and  the 
discussion  is  not  wholly  irrelevant  or 
premature  because  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed at  some  length  last  Session. 
This  being  a  new  Session,  we  are 
entitled  to  bring  forward  old  griev- 
ances ;  if  not,  1  do  not  see  why  we 
should  keep  the  House  open  at  all.  I,  for 
for  one,  shall  take  every  opportunity  to 
protest  against  the  harsh,  high-handed, 
and  unjust,  if  not  wholly  unconstitu- 
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tional,  acts   for   which   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  is  responsible. 

(7.50.)  Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston)  :  I  have  no  desire  to  discuss 
this  matter  at  any  length  in  an  almost 
empty  House,  but  I  wish  to  join  ray 
friends  in  asking  the  Postmaster  General 
to  extand  a  little  mercy  to  these  poor 
men.  It  is  in  the  recollection  of 
hon.  Members  that  when  the  House 
prorogued  last  Session  we  received 
what  we  conceived  to  be  a  distinct 
pledge  from  the  Po&tmaster  General 
that  he  would  deal  as  tenderly  and 
mercifully  as  possible  with  the  postmen 
who  had,  unfortunately,  rushed  into  a 
contest  with  their  superiors.  I  then  took 
the  opportunity  of  stating  that,  as  far  as 
the  small  band  of  Members  with  whom 
I  usually  co-operate  in  this  House  was 
concerned,  we  were  in  no  way  responsible 
for  that  unfortunate  strike  ;  and  that  had 
the  men  followed  the  counsels  we  gave 
them,  that  strike  would  not  have  taken 
place.  We  promised  to  do  the  best  we 
could  to  ventilate  their  grievances  in 
this  House,  and,  if  possible,  get  justice 
done  to  them  without  their  resorting  to 
the  foolish  step  they  took.  Our  counsels 
were,  however,  overruled  by  some  evil 
genius,  and  we  know  the  unfortunate 
results  which  followed.  I  will  not  say 
that  the  Postmaster  General  violated  his 
pledges  to  us — I  will  be  mora  charitable, 
and  say  we  misunderstood  him  ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  we  hoped  he  would  restore  to 
their  places  nearly  all  the  men  who  had 
been  so  foolish  and  had  acted*  so  precipi- 
tately. I  once  more  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  exercise  a  little  more 
clemency  in  the  case  of  these  poor  men. 
Surely  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  triumphed  over  the  men  as  he  has 
done  he  can  afford  in  the  hour  of  victory 
to  give  a  little  more  consideration  to  those 
who  are  now  in  a  starving  condition, 
and  from  whom  comes  up  the  bitter  cry 
that  their  wives  andfamiliesare  so  in  need. 
1  hope  before  the  Estimates  come  under 
consideration  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  render  it  unnecessary  that  we 
should  again  raise  this  question,  and  that 
he  will  not,  after  these  men  have  suffered 
months  of  privation,  continue  conduct 
which  I  cannot  but  describe  as  cruel. 
These  men  acted  foolishly  I  admit,  but 
I  would  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  would  like  to  face  his 
Mr,  Conybeare 


family  suffering  from  privation,  or  be 
deprived  of  his  situation  merely  be- 
cause his  colleagues  considered  that  he 
had  been  insubordinate  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  smile  at  the  suggestion  ; 
but  if  he  saw  these  men  and  their  de- 
pendents wanting,  as  they  are,  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  I  think,  rather  than  smile, 
he  would  feel  grief,  and  be  moved  by  ifc 
to  generous  action.  In  what  I  have 
said  I  have  no  particular  interest  or  l^arty 
purpose  to  serve ;  1  simply  make  an 
appeal  in  behalf  of  suffering  fellow-men, 
and  bespeak  for  them  considerate  treat- 
ment even  at  this  the  eleventh  hour. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

POLLEN   FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  91.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.),  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
said  that  it  had  been  submitted  to  a 
representative  body  of  fishermen,  and 
he  thought  he  might  assure  the  Honae 
that  they  fully  approved  of  them. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MOTION, 


MIDWIVES  REGISTRATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fell  Pease,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  registration  of  Mid  wives,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Fell  Pease,  Sir  Frederick 
FitzWygram,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  Sir  Roper 
Lethbridge,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Rathbone, 
and  Mr.  Pritchard  Morgan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  133.] 


LAND  PURCHASE  ACTS  (IRELAND) 
(APPLICATIONS). 

Re  tarn  ordered — 

*<  Giving  particulars  of  the  eases  in  which  the 
Land  Commission  has  received  applications  from 
purchasers  of  their  holdings  under  the  Land 
Purchase  Acts,  1885  and  1888,  for  an  eztenmon 
of  the  time  of  purchase  or  an  abatement  in  the 
amount  of  instalments  due." — (Mr,  John  SUit,) 

House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock  till 
*  Monday  next. 
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Monday,  Ist  December,  1890. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 

Ili6  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  daj. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

QUESTIONS. 


UNEQUAL  PUNISHMENTS  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that 
one  Kamar-ud-din,  a  Mahomedan  resi- 
dent in  Calcutta,  struck  a  servant, 
ruptured  the  servant's  spleen,  and 
thereby  caused  his  death ;  that  on  the 
trial  at  Alipur  the  jury  found  the 
prisoner  guilty  of  simple  hurt  only ;  and 
that  the  Judge  inflicted  one  year's 
rigorous  imprisonment,  being  the  maxi- 
mum punishment  permitted  by  law ;  and 
whether  he  is  also  aware  that  Lance 
Corporal  Rigney,  at  Delhi,  in  like 
manner,  ruptured  the  spleen  of  a  servant, 
causing  death,  the  excuse  alleged  for  the 
assault  being  that  the  servant  was  not 
pulling  the  punkah  quickly  enough,  and 
that  the  Magistrate,  Mr.  Clifford,  fined 
the  accused  Bs.25  only;  and  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  direct  the 
Viceroy  to  make  inquiries  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  such  unequal 
punishments  were  inflicted  for  ap- 
parently identical  offences  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) :  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  the  two  cases  which 
form  the  subject  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  were  tried  in  different  Pro- 
vinces in  India,  and  the  differences  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  cases, 
which  appear  to  be  unknown  to  the  hon. 
Member,  might  very  well  account  for 
the  differences  of  punishment  awarded. 
The  inadequacy  of  a  sentence  may,  in 
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India^  form  ground  of  appeal.  The 
Secretaty  of  State  has  no  information 
on  the  cases,  and  does  not  see  any  reason 
for  instituting  an  inquiry. 


BMFLOTJ^S  ON  THE  BURMA  STATE 
RAILWAY. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  can  state  how  often  the  em- 
ployes on  the  Burma  State  Railway  are 
paid  ;  whether  some,  and  which,  classes 
of  railway  oflScials  are  paid  monthly, 
and  whether  some,  and  which,  classes  of 
railway  servants  are  paid  at  much  longer 
periods ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
poorer  employds  complain  of  the  hard- 
ship of  these  postponed  payments; 
whether  there  is  any  sufficient  reason  for 
not  making  such  payments  weekly  ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  take 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
the  questions  of  the  hon.  Member  relate 
to  matters  of  detail  in  connection 
with  the  management  of  an  Indian 
railway,  as  to  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  very  little  information,  and  the 
regulation  of  which  is  within  the  proper 
functions  of  the  Local  Government.  If 
any  of  the  employee  have  grounds  of 
complaint  their  proper  course  is  to  make 
representations  to  the  Local  Government. 
In  the  improbable  event  of  such  repre- 
sentations not  receiving  due  considera- 
tion they  can  appeal  to  the  Government 
of  India  and  ultimately  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  Secretary  of  State  can 
take  no  action  except  upon  Memorials 
and  information  transmitted  to  him 
through  the  Gt)vemment  of  India  in  the 
regular  and  proper  manner. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  take  such  means  as 
the  proceedings  of  this  House  may 
afford  me  during  this  Session  to  make  a 
full  statement  as  to  the  disgraceful 
character  of  the  condition  of  these  men, 
especially  as  I  understand  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  proposes  to  make  no 
inquiry  into  it. 

IRELAND— ADVANCES  UNDER 

LAND  ACTS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 

cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 

fche  Exchequer  what  sum  of  principal 

and   interest,   under    the    Purchase    of 
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Laud  (Ireland)  Acts,  1885  and  1888,  fell 
due  for  payment  on  Ist  November  last, 
and  how  ranch  of  thie  remains  unpaid ; 
and  what  arrears  now  exist  of  anj 
instalments  of  principal  and  interest 
falling  due  for  payment  before  Ist 
November,  18901 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE* 
LAND  (Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  My  right  lion.  Friend  has  asked  me 
to  reply  to  this  question.  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  sum  of 
principal  and  interest  under  the  Pur- 
chase of  Land  Acts,  1885  and  1888, 
which  fell  due  for  payment  on  November 
1  last  was  £109;094.  Of  tJiis  the  Com- 
missioners received  during  the  first  27 
days  of  November  £79,860,  leaving  in 
course  of  collection  £29.234,  The  instal- 
ments of  principal  and  interest  which 
fell  due  before  November  1,  1890, 
amounted  to  £409,698.  Of  this  the 
Commissioners  have  received  £408,276, 
leaving  in  course  of  collection  £1,422, 

Ma.  J,  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  when  the  Report  of  the  Land 
Commission  for  the  year  ending  August, 
1890,  will  be  distributed? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Report  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  for  the  year 
ending  2 Ist  of  August,  1890,  is  being 
laid  on  the  Table  to-day. 

Mb,  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
holdicgs  in  which  the  Land  Commission 
have  refused  to  make  advances  under 
**The  Land  Purchase  Act,  1885,'*  and 
the  amount  of  money  applied  for  ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  in  how  many  cases 
the  ground  of  refusal  was  that  the  terms 
agreed  upon  were  excessiv^e,  in  the  sense 
that  there  was  no  sufficient  security  for 
the  advance  of  money  by  the  State  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  up  to  the  3 Ist 
of  October  last  the  total  number  of  hold- 
ings on  which  the  Commissioners  refused 
to  make  the  advances  applied  for  was 
3,460,  the  total  amount  apphed  for 
in  such  cases  being  £1,448,364,  Ad- 
vances, however,  in  1,087  of  these 
cases  were  subsequently  sanctioned  for 
sums  amounting  to  £433,423,  the 
original  sum  applied  for  in  such  cases 
being  £517,988.  Of  the  3,460  cases 
Mr.  J.  E,  MUis 


refused,  about  2,500  were  refused  on  the 
ground  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
security  for  the  advance  apphed  for, 

THE  IRISH  LAND  BILL. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone.  S.)  : 
I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  of  which  I  have 
not  given  him  notice.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  two  Land  Bills  before  the 
House.  I  desire  to  know  whether  the 
two  Bills  are  to  be  discnKsed  at  the  same 
time,  and  whether  the  Second  Reading  of 
Bill  No,  2  will  follow  immediately  after 
that  of  Bill  No.  1  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  apprehend 
that  that  is  a  matter  for  the  Chair  to 
decide.  No  doubt  the  most  convenient 
course  would  b©  to  discuss  the  general 
proposals  of  the  Government  at  the  same 
time.  But  each  Bill  is  independent  of 
the  other,  and  can  be  considered  byj 
itself.  There  are  subsidiary  matte: 
contained  in  the  second  Bill  which  need 
not,  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  be  discussed 
in  connection  with  the  first  measure. 

Mr.    T.    W.    RUSSELL:    Does    tb 
right  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  take 
Second   Reading  of  both    Bills   before 
Christmas  t 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That,  Sir, 
my  hope. 


60UTH  KENSINQTON  MUSEUM. 

Mb,  WHITMORE  (Chelsea) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  is  the 
result  of  the  consideration  which  he  has 
given  to  the  claims  to  superannuation  of 
the  attendants  and  messengers  at  thi 
South  Kensington  Museum  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  im  TREA- 
SURY (Mr,  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  ;  I 
would  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  to  a  question  on 
this  subject  on  Augnst  22  of  last  year, 
in  which  I  stated  the  decision  of  the 
Treasury  that  these  messengers  and 
attendants  have  no  legal  claim  to  the 
benefits  of  the  Superannuation  Acta,  but 
that  I  would  see  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  meet  m  any  way  what  I 
might  describe  as  a  sentimental  feeling 
on  the  part  of  the  men  that  they  had  a 
claim  to  some  consideration.  In  fulfil* 
ment  of  the  pledgee  then  given  the 
Treasury   submitted   a   proposal   to  tho 
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oience  and  Art  Department,  Some 
DbJGctiona  have  been  raised  to  it  which  I 
fhskYe  carefully  considered,  and  the  Trea- 
anry  is  about  to  make  some  modifications 
which  I  hope  will  finally  settle  the 
matter. 

!l  POST  OFFICE  REGISTERED 

f  ADDRESSES. 

Mb.  BOtJLNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.) :  I 
hig  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  a  list  of  abbreviated  addresses 
Registered  at  the  Post  Office  can  be 
published  and  sold  to  the  pnblic  at  a 
I  cheap  rate  ? 
f»TflK  POSTMASTER  GEl^ERAL  (Mr. 
tUiXES,  Cambridge  Universify)  :  In 
^eply  to  mj  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
Uiat  the  firms  and  private  persons  in 
tendon  who  have  registered  abbreviated 
addresses  for  telegrams  have  been  con- 
sulted, and  that  so  many  of  them  have 
objected  altogether  to  the  publication  of 
their  addresses  that  I  shouid  not  be 
justified  in  adopting  ,  the  anggestion 
which  has  more  tlian  once  been  made 
to    me   that   an  official    list   should    be 


h      iftgned. 


THE    SAVINGS    BANK    DEPART- 
MENT. 
Mr,    BRADLAUGH  :  I   beg  to  ask 

the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  is 
aware  that  many  of  the  clerks  in  the 
Savings  Bank  Department  have,  daring 
the  past  three  jrears,  been  repeatedly 
employed  for  periods  of  10  and  11  hours 
per  day  ;  whether  he  has  received  any 
oommunication  on  the  subject  showing 
that  some  of  the  Post  Office  employh 
work  as  much  as  1 3  hours  per  day  ;  and 
whether  it  is  possible  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  such  additional  clerical  and 
other  assistance  as  shall  obviate  the 
necessity  of  working  such  long  hours  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKE8 :  The  extra  duty  de- 
volving on  the  clerks  in  the  Savings 
Bank  during  the  past  few  years,  between 
the  1st  of  Janiiary  and  the  30th  of  April, 
has  been  in  excess  of  the  amount  which 
is  desirable.  Some  time  ago  I  received 
»  communication  to  the  effect  that  this 
duty  was  excessive,  and  on  the  8th 
November  I  caused  a  communication  to 
be  made  to  the  staff,  intimating  that  I 
would  take  measures  to  diminish  the 
strain  during  the  period  in  question. 


ETHER  DRINKING  IN  IRELAND. 

De.  CAMERON  (Gksgow,  College): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  address  delivered  by 
Mr,  Ernest  Hart  on  ether  drinking  in 
Ireland,  whert?in  it  appears  that  large 
quantities  of  duty  free  methylated  ether 
is  retailed  as  a  beverage  and  cheap 
intoxicant  in  South  Derry  and  Tyrone, 
in  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
18  <k  19  Vic,  cap.  37;  and  whether 
he  will  take  steps  to  restrict  this  sale» 
and  thus  prevent  the  serious  evils  which 
arise  from  it  ? 

The  CKANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr,  GoscHEN,  St.  George^s, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  improper  use  of 
ether  in  certain  rural  districts  of  the 
North  of  Ireland  as  an  intoxicant  and 
the  serious  and  sometimes  fatal  results 
ensuing  from  this  practice  have  received 
the  careful  attention  of  Her  Majesty 'a 
Government,  wbo  consulted  the  Royal 
College  of  Physicians  in  Dublin  on  the 
matter.  In  accordance  with  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  college,  an  Order  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  was 
passed  on  Saturday  last  scheduling  sul* 
phnric  ether  as  a  poison,  and  it  can  now 
be  only  sold  by  qualified  chemists  and  aa 
a  poison.  It  is  hoped  that  this  measure 
will  effectually  stop  the  supply  of  ether 
to  the  public  as  an  intoxicant. 

THE  REVENUES  OP  THE  CHUBOH  OP 
ENGLAND. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  ;  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  in  completing  the 
Return  on  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  first  part  of  which  was 
issued  in  September  last,  it  will  be  possible, 
in  respect  to  Sections  1  and  2,  to  re-issue 
the  Retnrn  with  an  additional  column 
setting  forth  the  present  total  income 
from  all  sources  of  the  arch i episcopal  and 
episcopal  sees  and  the  cathedral  bodies  ; 
in  respect  to  Section  3,  whether  the 
**  gross  annual  income  "  there  given  in- 
cludes the  payments  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  out  of  their  Common 
Fund ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  explain  why  ; 
whether  the  revenues  of  each  parish  can 
be  given  separately,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Report  for  1835  of  the  Church  Inquiry 
Commission ;  and,  if  not,  can  he  explain 
why ;  and  whether  the  totals  will  \»fc 
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given  for  each  county,  and  the  gross 
total  for  ail  the  conDties  together,  and 
the  totals  under  each  source  of  income  ? 

thu  under  secretary  of  state 
fob  the  home  department  (mr. 

S^niAET  WORTLBY,  Sheffield,  Hallam) :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say — first,  that  it  would  be  misleading 
to  show  the  total  of  the  income  from  all 
sources  of  the  archiepiscopal  and  epis- 
copal sees,  and  the  cathedral  bodies 
under  Part  L  and  II.,  as  it  would  involve 
the  inclusion  of  the  incomes  derived  by 
certain  sees  and  chapttsrs  from  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  whereas  that 
{jortion  of  their  income  is  included  in 
the  sum  of  £950,000  referred  to  in  the 
note  at  the  foot  of  page  H  as  the  charge 
upon  the  gross  revenues  of  the  Eccle- 
aiaatical  Comuiissioners,  which  are  fully 
set  out  in  Part  IV.  The  sauie  objection 
applies  to  iuclusiou  in  Part  III.  of  the 
sums  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Coramis- 
sioners  to  benefices  by  way  of  grants  out 
of  the  Common  Fund,  as  these  also  form 
a  part  of  the  £950,000  above  referred 
to.  Secondly,  that  the  publication  of 
the  particulars  of  each  individual  bene- 
fice would  involve  an  expenditure  of 
time  itnd  labour  and  the  incurring  of 
cost  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  end 
which  would  be  gained.  The  Return 
ordered  was  limited  to  the  giving  of  the 
particulars  '*  in  counties  as  far  as  prac- 
ticable," and  this  has  been  done.  Thirdly, 
that  wheu  the  remainder  of  the  Rt-turn 
IB  presented,  if  thought  desirable  it  can 
be  printed  as  a  whole,  and  a  summary 
given. 

CHIEF  OONSTAIILE  OF  CARDIUAN- 

6  HIKE. 
Mr.  bo  wen  ROWLANDS  (Cardigan^ 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  with 
regard  to  his  refusal  to  sanction  the 
appointment  by  the  Joint  Standing  Com- 
mittee of  the  Cardiganshire  County 
Cc»uncil  of  the  late  Mr.  David  Evans^  of 
Aberystwith,  an  officer  of  long  standing 
and  tried  experience  in  the  police  force, 
and  a  man  highly  re8|iected  and  of  unim- 
peachable conduct,  to  the  office  of  chief 
constable  of  that  county,  for  the  sole 
reason  that  Mr.  Evans  was  a  sergeant  in 
the  same  force,  whether  the  freedom  of 
selection  by  stand iog  committees  in 
making  such  appointments  in  to  be 
limited  by  the  refusal  of  the  Home 
Mr.  Ficton 


Office  to  promote  officers  or  sergeants  in 
the  same  force  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fobthi 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Maitokws, 
Birminghftm,  E.)  :  The  Statute  requires 
the  appointment  to  be  subject  to  thi 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
Each  case  has  to  be  decided  by  him  on 
its  merits,  with  a  view  to  discipline  and 
efficiency  in  the  force,  and  upon  con- 
sideration of  the  reports  received  from 
the  inspector  of  constabulary  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  the  particular  candidate 
and  the  circumstances  of  the  particular 
case.  I  followed  this  course  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Evans.  It  must  be  a  very  ex- 
ceptional case  in  which  it  could  he 
expected  that  the  duties  of  chief  con- 
stable in  a  county  police  force  should  be 
adequately  discharged  by  a  person  pro- 
moted directly  to  that  office  from  the 
rank  of  sergeant  in  the  force. 

♦Mb.  B.  ROWI^NDS  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  what  the  meritA  of 
the  case  were  which  influenced  his 
decision  other  than  that  of  promoting  a 
sergeant  in  the  force  to  the  position  ol 
chief  constable.  Did  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman  in  his  letter  to  the  Cou&i 
Council  assign  any  other  reason  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  i  In  my  note  to  the 
County  Council  I  stated  that  Mr.  Evans 
was  a  person  entitled  to  the  greatest 
respect.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything 
oow  that  might  be  painful  to  that  gentl 
man's  friends.  I  only  assigned  oni 
reason,  and  I  thought  it  a  sufficient  odi 

♦Mr.  B.  ROWLANDS  :  May  I  ask 
there  was  anything  in  connexion  with 
Mr.  Evans  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  state  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  acted  to  the  best 
of  my  judgment,  and  I  decline  to  make 
it  a  personal  question. 


i 


TOBAGO. 

Mr.  PICTON  for  Mr.  Justik  M*Cartht 
(Londonderry)  :  I  beg  on  behalf  of  my 
hon.  Friend  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  whether  tl 
Colonial  Office  has  received  the  petitioi 
of  certain  dissatisfied  Litigants  froi 
Tobago,  complaining  of  the  judicii 
decisions  of  the  Chief  Justice,  Sir  John 
Gorrie  ;  can  he  explain  why  these  com- 
plaints, which  had  already  been  referred 
to  the  Privy  Council,  were  not  enter- 
tained ;  and  also  on  what  grounds  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
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intimated  to  the  GU>v©rnor  of  Trinidad, 
for  the  information  of  the  petitioners, 
that  should  they  have  any  precise  charges 
to  make  against  the  judicial  conduct  of 
Sir  John  Gorrie,  the  Governor  can  deal 
with  them  in  Executive  Council  :  and, 
whether  the  Governor  of  a  Colony  is  at 

iberty  to  try  and  to  decide  on  the  con- 
duet  of  the  Chief  Justice  acting  in  his 
judicial  capacity  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth) :  The  Secretary  of  State  received 
several  petitions  addressed  to  the 
Queen  in  Council  complaining  of  the 
nduct   of    the   Chief   Justice    in  con- 

ection  with  actions  before  the  Supreme 

urt  in  Tobago,     These  petitions  were 

ferred  to  the  President  of  the  Council, 

ho  considered  that  they  did  not  disclose 

luy  matter  at  present  appealable  to  the 

udicial  Committee  in  the  exercise  of  its 
ordinary  functions,  and  the  Petitioners 
were  so  informed.  The  SecreUiry  of 
State  also  received  a  petition  addressed 
to  himself  by  inhabitants  of  Tobago, 
complaining  of  the  judicial  conduct  of 
Sir  John  Gorrie,  and  asking  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  of  Judges 
to  inquire  into  their  complaints.  The 
Governor  was  directed  to  inform  these 
Petitioners  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
ex^nld  not  appoint  a  Commission  of 
Judges  to  inquire  into  the  action  of  the 
Chief  Justice,  and  that  if  they  had  any 
grievances  against  Sir  John  Gorrie,  apart 
from  his  decision b,  which  can  be  brought 
by  way  of  appeal  before  a  Higher  Court, 
they  should  represent  them  to  the 
Governor,  stating  their  complaints  in  a 
definite  and  precise  manner  so  that,  if 
necessary,  further  inquiry  might  be 
made  by  the  Governor  and  Executive 
Council.  For  the  reason  for  giving  that 
answer,  and  also  in  reply  to  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question,  I  may  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  a  Memorandum 
drawn  up  by  the  Lord  President,  and 
approved  by  the  Lords  of  the  Council, 
which  will  be  found  in  Parliamentary 
Paper  No.  139,  of  June,  1870,  from 
which  it  will  be  seen  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Privy  Council,  charges  of 
misconduct  against  a  Colonial  Judge  are 
most  conveniently  dealt  with  in  the  first 
instance  by  the  Governor  and  his  Execu- 
tive Council,  who  may  either  remove  a 
Judge  under  the  Act  22  Geo.  Ill,  o.  75, 
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subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Councih 
or  suspend  him  under  the  general  power 
to  suspend  Colonial  Officers  subject  to 
confirmation  or  disallowance  by  the 
Queen,  through  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  would,  except  in  some  very  special 
case,  advise  Her  Majesty  to  refer  the 
matter  to  the  Judicial  Committee. 

POHTITGAt  AND  THE  EAST  AFRICAN 
SLAVE  TRADE. 
Mr.      ALEXANDER     M^ARTHTJR 

(Leicester) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
received  information  from  the  Governor 
of  the  Cape  respecting  certain  natives 
of  Mozambique,  who  escaped  from  the  J^ei 
de  Portugal  which  called  at  Cape  Town 
in  August  on  its  passage  to  St.  Paul  de 
Loanda,  who  are  alleged  to  have  been 
part  of  a  cargo  of  slaves,  and  who  were 
liberated  by  order  of  the  Chief  Justice 
of  the  Colony ;  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  aware  that  a  regular 
traffic  in  East  African  Natives,  for  em- 
ployment on  the  West  Coast,  is  carried 
on  by  Portugue&e  vessels  calling  at  Cape 
Town  ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
a  continuance  of  this  ille^l  practice  T 

Bjlron  H.  de  worms  :  The  natives 
who  escaped  from  the  vessel  in  question 
were  not  liberated  by  order  of  the  Chief 
Justice,  the  Court  simply  abstaining 
from  making  an  order  for  their  return 
to  the  steamer.  They  were  stated  by 
the  Portuguese  authorities  to  be  military 
conscripts,  not  slaves.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  there  exists  such  a  traffic  as  that 
mentioned  in  the  second  portion  of  the 
question,  but  they  have  full  confidence 
that  the  Cape  Ministry  would  take  the 
necessary  legal  measures  to  check  it  if 
did  exist. 

GOLD  COAST- SLAVE  TRADE. 
Mr.  PICTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
yet  received  a  Report  from  the  Governor 
of  the  Gold  Coast,  with  regard  to  cases 
of  slave  dealing  in  that  Colony,  investi- 
gation of  which  was  promised  to  the 
Aborigines  Protection  Society  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  August  Inst ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  inform  the  House  «J&  V^  >^^ 
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steps  which  hare  been  taken  to  secure  a 
searching  inquiry  into  this  matter  1 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  The  letters  of 
the  Abori^es  Protection  Society  were 
sent  to  the  Governor  in  desputches, 
dated  the  27th  of  Augnst  and  the  1 7th 
of  September  last,  bnt  no  reply  has  yet 
been  received.  It  mnst  be  evident  that 
for  the  Governor  to  make  anch  a  search- 
ing inqniry  into  the  matter  as  is  desired 
must  take  some  little  time,  and  that  his 
Beport  cannot  therefore  be  ex|>ected 
immediately ;  and,  moreover,  he  has 
for  some  time  past  been  ranch  pressed 
with  work  owing  to  the  absence  and  ill- 
health  of  many  of  his  officers, 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Have  the  Government 
commnnicated  by  telegram  with  the 
Governor  of  the  Gold  Coast  1 

Baron  H,  db  WORKS :  The  Governor 
has  been  informed  of  the  circumstances. 

GOLD  OOAST— CASK  OF  AKOTO 
MAMLEY. 

Mr.  PICTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  hns 
received  information  as  to  the  death,  at 
Elmina,  of  Akoto  Mamley,  an  old  woman, 
who  was  sent  to  prison  without  trial  by 
order  of  the  Governor  of  the  Gold  Coast  j  if 
so,  whether  he  cian  acquaint  the  House 
with  the  date  and  circumstances  of  her 
death ;  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  call  for  a  copy  of  the 
medical  certificate,  or  Report  of  a 
coroner's  inquest  on  the  occurrence  ? 

Babos  H,  de  WORMS:  The  circum- 
stances under  which  Akoto  Mimley  was 
detained  at  Elmina  were  fully  stated  in 
my  replies  to  questions  put  to  me  in  this 
House  on  the  8th  and  11th  April,  1889, 
and  are  hardly  correctly  described  by 
the  hon.  Member.  The  Governor 
reported  on  the  4th  April  last  that 
Akoto  Mamley  had  died  on  the  28th 
March  of  acute  dysentery  in  the  Colonial 
Hospital  at  Elmina.  I  may  add  that 
the  other  two  Tavieve  prisoners,  Bella 
Kwabina  and  Napadseheh,  have  since 
been  released  and  sent  back  to  their 
own  country. 

Mb.  PICTON :  Was  this  woman  sent 
to  prison  by  order  of  the  Council  ? 

BiROE  H.  ns  WORMS ;  I  cannot  admit 
that  that  was  bo* 

Jfr,  Pieton 


ZONE  FARES  ON  AUSTBIAN 

RAHiWAYS.  

Mr.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Dulwich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AjfiEaira 
if  he  can  obtain  a  translation  of  tha 
documents  issued  by  the  Austrian  | 
Government  giving  explanatory  details 
of  the  Zone  system  of  fares  recently 
adopted  upon  the  railways  of  that 
Empire,  and  whether  he  will  lay  the 
same  upon  the  Table  1 

♦The      under      SECRETARY     Of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  , 
J.  Feegdsson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :    The , 
Zone  system  of  fares  on  railways  is  in| 
force  in  Hungary,  bnt  not  in  Austria;! 
and  as  yet  only  for  passengers  and  not 
for  merchandiee.     We  have  not  received 
any  documents  giving   explanatory  de- 
tails.     Her    Majesty's  Consul   General 
will  be  inatmcted  to  make  a  Report  on 
the  subject. 

IMPORTATION  OF  FOREICiK  CATTLE. 

Mr.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon)  \    I  beg  1 
to  ask  the   President  of  the  Board  of 
Agricultui-e   whether  his  attention  baa , 
been  drawn  to  the  report  that  recently,  1 
fnjm  one  ship,  in  crossing  the  Atlantic, ' 
some  300  head  of  cattle  were  lost ;    and 
whether   the   Government    are    taking 
steps  to  minimise  such  occurrences  ? 

•The   PRESIDENT    of  the  BOARD 
OF     AGRICULTURE     (Mr.     Chaplix, 
Lincolnshire,    Sleaford) :    My  attention^ 
has   been   called    to    the    losses  which* 
occurred  on  board  a  ship  which  arrived 
at   Newcastle    from   Montreal   on   No- 
vember   9th,    the    Linda    having 
during  the  voyage  379  cattle  out  of  554, 
after   great   snlEering   from   exhaustion 
and     suffocation.       Acting    under    thej 
powers  vested  in  the  Board  of  AgricuU 
ture   by  47   and    48  Victoria,  cap.    13, 
section   4,  I  have  directed  an  order  to 
be   issued  to   prohibit   the  carriage   of 
cattle  by  the  vessel  referred  to, 

Ms.  LENG  (Dundee):  1  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul* 
ture  whether  the  statement  made  in  the 
Annual  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  , 
culture  in  the  United  States  that 

**Nota  single  case  of  contagious  plearo^ 
pneumonia  hai  been  detected  &mon^  Americaii 
cattle  shipped  to  Great  Biitain  smoe  Maroli 
last,*^ 

ac3Cordfi  with    his    ofiBcial    informatioi] 
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And  whether  any  snoh  cases  have  been 
detected  on  the  landing  of  American 
cattle  since  American  Teterinarians  have 

en  appointed  to  inspect  American 
cattle  landed  at  British  ports  1 

*Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  only  Annnal 
Report  which  has  been  received  frona 
the  Secretary  of  the  Agricnltaral  De* 
partment  of  the  United  States  is  for 
|l889,  hnt  we  are  unable  to  find  any  state- 

ent  therein  such  as  that  which  appears 
the  hon,  Member^s  question.  I  am 
informed  that  no  ca^ea  of  contagious 
pleiiro- pneumonia  have  been  detected 
among  cattle  landed  from  the  United 
States  since  the  29th  of  March  last,  and 
therefore  none  since  the  arrival  in  this 
country  of  the  three  veterinarians  ap- 
|K)inted  by  the  United  States  authorities 
"to  visit  the  foreign  animals'  wharves  in 
Great  Bnt^n  where  American  cattle 
J   be   landed*       But    so   recently  as 

iptember  30th  a  Report  was  received 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Washington  reporting  the  re-appearance 
of  pi  euro-pneumonia  in  the  Stat«  of 
New  Jersey,  a  district  which  waa  sup- 
posed to  be  free  from  that  disease,  as  no 
cases  had  been  reported  therein  since 
January  20th  of  this  year. 

j  CYPRUS— REVENUE  AND  EXPENDI* 

I  TUBE, 

»  Mb.  LEVES0N-G0\VER  (Stoke-upon- 

Trent) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASairs  whether 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  directed  to  the  unsatis- 
factory account  of  the  revenue  and 
expenditure  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus 
contained  in  the  Report  of  Her  Majesty's 
High  Commissioner  for  1888-9  ;  whether 
they  have  observed  that  whilst  the 
revenue  of  the  year  amounted  to 
£149,362,  and  the  local  exjjenditure  to 
no  more  than  XI 09, 9 63 »  the  payments 
made  by  Her  Majesty *s  Treasury  to  the 
Porte  under  the  Convention  of  1878  was 
JB82J99,  and  the  Parliamentary  Grant 
given  in  aid  of  such  payments  was 
X55,000 ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
general  agricultural  and  commercial  de- 
pression prevailing  in  Cyprus  according 
to  the  Report,  and  of  the  continued 
I  non-fulfilment  by  the  Porte  of  its  en- 
Lgagement  under  the  Convention  of  1878 
■Ho  introduce  reforms  into, the  administra- 
^Bion  of  Armenia,  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
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devoting  such  tribute  money  to  the 
relief  of  the  inhabitants  of  Cyprus  until 
the  Porte  shall  have  fulElled  its  jmrt  of 
the  Convention  of  1878  by  establishing 
some  form  of  Government  in  Armenia 
under  which  the  lives  and  property  of 
Christians  may  be  secure  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  figures  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  question 
are  correct ;  but  the  Tribute  is  not 
actually  paid  to  the  Porte,  being  applied 
to  the  service  of  the  Turkish  loan  of 
1855,  which  was  guaranteed  by  Great 
Britain  and  France. 

CYPRUS- CRIMINAL  ADMIN  rSTRA- 
TION, 

Me.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether,  in 
accordance  with  the  promise  he  gave  on 
the  10th  of  June  last  in  reply  to  a 
question  addressed  htm  as  to  crime  in 
Cyprus,  he  has  made  inquiries  with 
regard  to  the  murder  of  an  advocate, 
named  Michaelides,  at  Kyrenia,  in  Feb- 
ruary last,  and  to  the  case  of  poisoning 
of  i^hissilaos Artemis,  another  lidvocate; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  these  two 
crimes  attracted  great  public  attention 
in  the  Island ;  whether,  in  respect  of  the 
first  case,  any  and  what  persons  were 
suspected  of  having  an  interest  in  the 
death  of  Michaelides ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  it  is  a  matter  of  notoriety  in 
the  Island  that  he  had  incurred  the 
displeasure  of  certain  persons  shortly 
before  he  was  murdered  ;  whether  it  is 
known  in  whose  company  he  was  before 
the  murder ;  whether  anyone  has  been 
apprehended  for  the  same,  and,  if  not, 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  trace  the 
perpetrator  of  the  crime  referred  to; 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  poisoning,  has 
any  report  been  obtained  from  the  dis- 
trict medical  officer  as  to  whether  he 
considered  that  Mr.  Artemis  waa 
poisoned  ;  whether  he  treated  him  as 
having  been  poisoned  ;  whether  he  made 
any  chemical  examination  of  the  vomit, 
and,  if  not^  what  prevented  him  from 
doing  BO  ;  whether  any  person  was  sus- 
pected of  this  poisoning ;  and,  whether, 
although  the  district  medical  officer 
directed  that  the  vomit  should  be  kept, 
it  was  thrown  away,  and,  if  so,  by 
whom  and  by  whose  direction  was  that 
done  ? 
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Barox  H,  de  WORMS:  Inquiry  hfvs 
been  made  as  prnmiiied.  A  Pleport  has 
been  furnished  bjrthe  Chief  Coramnndniiit 
of  Police,  which  the  hon.  Member  can 
see  if  he  will  be  good  enough  to  call  at 
the  Colonial  Officse. 

LIGHT  GOLD. 
Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whiteohapel) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  when  he  in- 
tends to  introduce  the  Bill  dealing  with 
the  light  gold  still  in  circulation  ;  and, 
whether  he  proposes  to  iiisue  one  pound 
notes  against  a  portion  of  the  gold  which 
may  be  demon itized  ? 

Mn,  GOSCHEN  :  A  Bill  dealing  with 
light  gold  has  long  since  been  in  print, 
and  I  should  have  asked  the  House  to 
deal  with  it  last  Session  if  there  hfid  been 
time,  but  I  have  not  yet  maiie  up  my 
mind  whether  I  should  introduce  it  in 
precisely  the  same  form.  I  have  ob- 
served that  many  people  seem  to  see  a 
special  relation  between  the  withdrawal 
of  light  gold  and  the  issue  of  XI  notes, 
yet  the  expediency  of  either  measure  is 
independent  of  the  other, 

THE  WEST  HIGHLANI>S  AND  ISLANDS 
COMMISSION. 
Db.M*DONALD  {R*i8s  and  Cromarty)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  B'irst  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  have 
considered  the  Report  of  the  Weat 
Highlands  and  Islands  Commission  ;  and 
how  soon  is  the  result  of  their  deli  be ra- 
tions  on  the  said  Report  likely  to  be 
made  known  to  the  House  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  thb  TEIEA. 
SHRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Ssrrrfl,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission is  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  a  statement  on  the 
subject  will  be  made  later  in  the  Session 
— a  statement  which,  I  hope,  will  not  be 
long  delayed. 

THE  IRISH  MAILS. 
Mr.  PIOTON  :  On  behalf  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr»  Justin  M'Carthy)  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  the  Postmaster  Genera!  of 
which  he  has  received  private  notice, 
namely,  why  a  special  train  was  not  sent 
down  to  Derry  to-day  with  the  late 
English  mails? 


Silt  J,  GORST :  I  have  been  requested 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  answer  th© 
question.  The  arrangement  for  the  use 
of  a  special  tniin,  under  certain  condi- 
tions, for  the  transmission  of  the  English 
mails  for  Belfast  was  a  provisional  ar- 
rangement and  limited  to  Belfast.  In 
the  event  of  it  being  adopted  perma- 
nently, the  question  of  making  it  ap- 
plicable to  Derry  will  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. 


HOURS  OF  ADULT  LABOUR, 

Address  for  — 

'^  Retara  showing  any  l&wa  or  Tegnlations 
affecting  the  Hoars  of  Adult  Labour  in  each  of 
the  Colon!  P8,  alflo  ah  owing  in  each  Colony  the 
houTfl  worked  per  day,  and  wages  paid  in 
varioua  industries,  ao  far  aj  the  same  can  be 
aecertained.^* — {Mr,  Bradlaugh.) 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS. 

Copy  ordered — 

**0f  Account  flhawing  the  Groea  Ainotmt 
reoeived  and  the  Gross  Amount  expended  in 
r^pect  of  the  Telegraph  Service  from  the  dato 
of  the  Transfer  of  the  Telegraphs  to  the  8tate 
to  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890  (in  continuatioii 
of  Parliamentary  Paper ,  No,  50,  of  Session 
18Q0);*— (iVr.  Jackmu.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  theTiable,  and  to  be  printed,  pf  o.  22.] 

QUEEN'S  SPEECH  (ANSWEK  TO 
ADDRESS). 

The  COMPTROLLER  of  raE  HOUSK- 
HOLD  (Lord  Arthur  Hill)  reported  to 
the  House,  That  Her  Majesty,  having 
been  attended  with  their  Address  of  the 
25th  day  of  November  lost,  was  pleased 
to  receive  the  same  very  graciously,  and 
to  give  the  following  Answer  : — 

I  have  received  with  much  satisf action  your 
loyal  aod  dutiful  Address. 

I  am  confident  that  tho  matters  which  I  have 
Tecommended  to  your  consideration  wilj  receivn 
your  earnest  attention ;  and  you  may  rely  on 
My  CO- operation  in  your  ©ndeavoui^  to  promote 
the  well-being  and  happinesM  of  My  people. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND) (ANDERSON'S  INSTHUTIOK, 
ELGIN). 

ANSWEB  TO   ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTROLLER  of  th« 
HOUSEHOLD  reported  to  the  Houae, 
That  their  Address  of  the  7th  day  ol 
August,  in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment,  relative   to  Educational  Endow 
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mente  (Scotlacd)  (Anderson's  Institti- 
tion,  Elgin),  had  boen  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  ;  and  that  Hur  Majesty  had 
been  pleased  to  receive  the  same  very 
gracionsly,  and  to  give  the  following 
Answer : — 

Gentlemen  of  the  Houae  of  Commons, 
I  have  received  your  Address  praying  that  I 
will  withhold  my  Consunt  from  that  part  of  the 
Scheme  of  the  Educational  Endow  meat  (Scot- 
land) CommiBsioners  for  the  administration  of 
the  Endowment  in  the  Burgh  and  County  of 
Elgin f  known  aa  the  Elgin  Institution  for  the 
Support  of  Old  Age  and  the  Education  of 
Youth,  which  oonsista  of  the  following  wordst 
vi«.:— **  for  girls **  and  *'  female"  in  the  third 
line  of  Section  29;  the  word  "  girl  "  in  the 
second  and  fifth  lines  of  Section  32  ;  and  the 
word  *^  girl  "  in  the  Erst  line  and  **  female  '* 
in  the  third  Line  of  Section  33  of  the  said 
Scheme,, 

I  hare  given  direotioas  for  these  words  to  be 
omitted  accordingly  in  compliance  with  your 
advice. 

OEDERS  or  THE  DAY. 


TITHE  REKT-CHARGE   HEOOVERY 

BILL.— (No.  no.) 

SECOND   READINQ, 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

•(3.58.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  or  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W,) :  Mr.  Depnty  Speaker, 
in  the  few  obfiervations  which  it  will  be 
my  duty  to  submit  to  the  Honae  I  shall 
not  address  myself  in  any  way  to  the 
Amendment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montgomeryshire  (Mr.  Rendel)  has 
placed  on  the  Paper.  The  hon.  Member 
asks  this  Honse  to  affirm — 

"  That  no  measure  dealing  with  tithe  rent> 
charge  will  be  aaUafactozy  to  the  people  of 
Wales  which  does  not  recognise  the  fact  that 
tithes  are  national  property,  to  be  devoted  to 
national  purposes,  and  that  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  Wales  ought  to  be  applied  in  accord- 
ance with  the  constitutionally- expressed  wishes 
of  the  people  of  the  Principality/' 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  agree  with  the  view 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends  that 
Parliament  has  any  right  to  deal  with 
tithe  rent-charge  as  national  property. 
But  I  decline  to  argue  that  question 
now,  with  every  respect  to  them  and 
with  a  complete  admission  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  Amendment  in  itseH, 
because  I  would  veoture  to  submit  to 


the  House  now,  as  I  submitted  last  year, 
that  this  is  not  a  Bill  which  in  any  way 
proposes  to  deal  with   the  appropriation 
of  tithe.      It  is  a  Bill  solely  intended 
and  purporting  to  secure  the  better  pay- 
ment of  tithe,  to  prevent  property  which, 
whether  it  belongs  to  the  tithe  owners, 
as  we  think,  or  to  the  nation,  as  hon. 
Membera  opposite  think,  is  a  valuable 
property,  from  being  lost  by  remaining 
in  the  pockets  either  of  the  owners  or 
occupiers  of  titheable  land  w^ho  have  no 
right  to  it.     Therefore,  Sir,  I  shall  con- 
fine myself  to  an  attempt  to  explain  to 
the  House  the   provisions   of   this   Bill 
and  the  difference  between  this  Bill  and 
that  which  it  was  my  lot  to   introduce 
last  Session.      In  the  first  place,  hon. 
Members  will  have  observed  that  this 
measure  contains    no    provision  for  re- 
demption.      In    1889    a    very   general 
desire  was   expressed  among  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  the  law 
relating   to    the    redemption   of   tithes 
should  be  amended,  and  last  Session  we 
inserted    in   our  Bill    certain   proposals 
with  a  view  to  facilitating  the  redemp- 
tion of  tithes,    I  am  bound  frankly  to 
admit  that  those  proposals  did  not  meet 
with   any   very  encouraging   reception, 
and  I    think  that,  generally   speaking, 
there  has  been  shown  since   they  were 
made  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  who  have  principally  taken  an 
interest  in  this  question  to  prefer  that 
there  should  be  some  inquiry,  both  into 
the  principle  of  the  law  of  redemption 
of  tithes   and  the   mode  in  which  that 
law  has  been  administered,  before  any 
fresh  legislation  is  proposed  on  the  sub- 
ject.    We  have,  therefore,  omitted  from 
this  Bill  any  provisions  as  to  the  redemp- 
tion of  tithes,  and  it  is  our  intention  to 
advise  the  appointment  of  a  small  and 
competent  Commission  which  shall  ex- 
amine into  the  matter,  and  which  wiU, 
I  hope,  without  any  undue  expenditure 
of  time,   make  such  a   Report   on   the 
subject  as  may  enable  Parliament  to  deal 
with  it    to  the  benefit  of  owners   and 
payers  of  tithes.     Therefore  this  Bill  is 
confined   simply  to  amending   the   law 
relating  to  the  recovery  of  tithes,  and 
in    the  first  and  second  clauses  of  the 
Bill     we    have    endeavoured    to    carry 
into  effect  the  proposition  that  the  owner 
of  titheable    land   should  be  prevented 
from    contracting    himself   out    of    his 
liabiUfy  to  pay  rent-charge,    and    that 
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the  law  should  be  altered  to  give  the 
tithe  owner  a  direct  remedy  against 
the  owner  of  the  land  instead  of  the 
tenant.  Lnst  Session  I  was  told  that  I 
was  treating  this  matter  as  if  it  were 
only  a  Welsh  matter.  There  is  no  doubt 
in  my  mind  that  the  urgency  of  this 
|ueatiou  mainly  arises  from  Uie  wide- 

^spread  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithes 
in  Wales,  and  to  the  scenes  of  disgrace- 
ful violence  by  which  that  resistance  has 
too  often  been  accompanied.  But  we  are 
epared  to  maintain  that  it  is  quite  as 
necessary  in  England  as  in  Wales  that 
the  owners  of  land  should  in  the  future 
be  prevented  from  making  their  temanta 
ies  to  a  transaction  with  which  they 
nothing  whatever  to  do,  and  that 
the  produce  and  stock  of  a  tenant  should 
be  safe  from  being  distrained  upon  for  a 
debt  due  by  the  landlord.  There  are  two 
important  changes  in  the  prooediire  pro- 
posed in  the  first  and  second  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  The  first  clause  proposes,  as 
the  Bill  of  last  year  proposed,  that  tithe 
rent-cbai*ge  should  be  payable  by  the 
owner  of  the  land,  notwithstanding  any 
contract  between  him  and  the  occupier 
of  the  land,  and  as  that  imposes  a  lia- 
bility on  the  owner,  it  goes  on  to  provide 
that  where  the  occupier  is  liable  under 
any  contract  made  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  to  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge, 
then  he  shall  cease  to  be  bound  by  that 
partof  thecontract ;  but  during  the  period 
he  shall,  unless  he  otherwise  agrees,  owe 

tto  the  owner  such  sum  as  the  owner 
to  pay  for  that  tithe  rent-charge, 
i  Session  the  Bill  proposed  that  the 

'sum  to  be  paid  by  the  occupier  should 
be  owed  as  rent,  and  that  therefore  it 
would  be  recoverable  in  the  same  way  as 
But,     This  Bill   proposes  that  it  shall 

^only  be  recovered  as  tithe  rent-charge  is 
recoverable — namely,  by  distraint  under 
the  Tithe  Act.  Therefore  I  think  it 
will  be  clear  to  the  House  that  in  this 
respect  the  tenant  is  in  no  way  placed 
in  a  worse  position  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  than  that  in  which  he  has  placed 
himself  by  voluntary  contract  on  his 
part,  and,  of  course,  it  will  be  in  his 
power — in  the  power  either  of  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  if  they  dislike  that 
position  to  terminate  the  contract  in 
the      ordinary      manner.        There      is 

^another  important  change  of  procedure 
the  second  clause,  which  deals  with 
the  recovery  of  tithe  rent  -  oharge. 
Mr  M.  Hicka  Beach 


Last  Session's  Bill  proposed  that  re- 
covery by  means  of  a  Receiver  should  be 
Bulistituted  for  distraint  under  the  Tithes 
Act.  That  was  objected  to  very  stronglyv 
because  it  was  contended  that  such  a 
procedure  would  be  very  oppressive  upon 
the  owners  who  were  also  the  occupiers 
of  the  land,  and  particularly  on  small 
freeholders.  Now,  the  Irish  Act,  under 
which  owners  of  land  there  were  made 
subject  to  the  payment  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  provided  a  mode  of  recovery 
which  wo  have  imitated  in  the  present 
Bill.  It  provided  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Receiver  by  the  Court  only  in  cases, 
where  land  was  let,  and  therefore  there 
was  some  rent  to  receive,  and  it  provided 
also  that  where  the  owner  was  the 
occupier  the  recovery  should  be  by  dis- 
traint. That  is  practically  our  proposal 
in  the  second  clause  of  this  Bill* 
Where  the  owner  is  also  the  occupier  w© 
propose  to  retain  the  power  of  distraint 
under  the  Tithe  Acts.  Some  Members 
may  ask  what  is  the  object  of  enforcing 
this  through  the  County  Court.  I 
will  endeavour  to  explain.  I  believe 
it  will  be  a  great  advantage  to  the 
tithepayer  because,  while  now  he  is 
liable  to  be  distrained  upon  at  the  will 
of  the  tithe  owner  by  any  agent  ap- 
pointed by  the  tithe  owner,  in  future 
be  can  only  be  distrained  upon  by  a 
qualified  officer,  after  being  heard  by  the 
County  Court,  which  will  decide,  after 
giving  him  full  advante^e  of  the  pro- 
visions  of  the  third  clause  of  the  Bill. 
It  will  also  be  an  advantage  to  the  tithe- 
owner,  because  the  direction  of  the 
Court  will  save  him  from  the  damages 
to  which  he  might  become  liable  if  he 
distrained  on  a  mere  tenant  under  the 
mistaken  belief  that  such  tenant  waa 
the  owner  of  the  land.  These  are  the 
main  alterations  in  the  procedure  pro- 
posed in  the  first  and  second  clauses  in 
the  Bill ;  and  now  I  come  to  the  third 
clause.  It  has  been  contended  very 
often  before,  and  I  daresay  it  will  be 
contended  again,  that  the  proposals  of 
this  Bill  amount  to  an  alteration  of  the 
Act  of  1836,  in  favour  of  the  tithe 
owner,  and  that  Parliament  ought  not  to 
take  this  step  without  making  some 
corresponding  alteration  in  favour  of  the 
tithepayer.  Well,  that  argument  ought 
not  to  be  carried  quite  so  far  as  it  has 
been,  because  it  is  absolutely  contrar 
dieted  by  the  simple  fact  that  on  no  leas 
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than  14  oocasiona  UBoe  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1836  that  Act  has  been 
amended  by  Parliament,  in  favonr  of 
one  side  or  the  other,  withont  taking 
any  corresponding  advantages  into  con- 
sideration at  all.  I  think  that  view  to 
which  I  have  referred  nnderlies  both  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon» 
Members  for  Snifolk  and  Essex.  The 
Member  for  Essex  goes  fnrther  than  the 
Member  for  Snffolk.  He  refers  in  his 
Amendment  to  appreciation  or  depre- 
ciation in  a  way  which  I  confesB  I  do 
not  understand.     He  proposes — 

**  That  it  is  desirable  that,  before  any  legi»- 
ktion  affectiD^  the  appreciation  or  depreciation 
of  titbe  rent-cbwge  is  presented  to  Parliament, 
an  inquiry  should  be  made,  either  by  Royal 
CommiBsioD  or  otherwiue,  into  the  working  of 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836,  nnder  the 
present  altered  and  UjafoTeseen  conditiona  of 
agriculture. '* 

Well,  if  the  effect  of  this  Bill  was  to 
depreciate  the  tithe  rent-charge,  I  can- 
not see  on  what  ground,  from  the  hon. 
Member's  point  of  view,  his  proposition 
could  be  sustained.  His  contention  is 
that  it  would  appreciate  the  value  of  the 
tithe  rent^harge  5  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  if  we  have  due  regard  to  the  great 
and  increasing  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  tithe  rent-charge  is  paid 
directly  by  the  owners  of  land  to  the 
tithe  owner,  and  also  to  the  fact  that 
there  will  be  cases,  if  this  Bill  becomes 
law,  in  which  it  will  be  inconvenient  to 
the  tithe  owner  rather  than  to  his 
advantage — if  we  have  due  regard  to 
these  facta  I  do  not  believe  that  such 
calculations  as  have  been  made  of  the 
great  appreciation  of  tithe  rent-charge 
wlxich  the  Bill  will  produce  will  be  found 
to  have  any  real  foundation  whatever. 
I  believe  that  any  appreciation  of  tithe 
which  may  be  the  result  of  this  Bill 
will  be  amply  met  by  the  proposals 
which  are  contained  in  the  third  clause. 
But  what  do  the  hon.  Members  really 
want  ?  What  I  think  they  really  want 
is  contained  in  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Suffolk  (Mr,  F.  Stevenson), 
who  proposes 

**Tlxat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoasei  no 
meaBare  dealing  with  the  mode  of  levying  tithe 
rent-oharge  will  he  Batxsfactoty  which  fails  to 
make  proviBion  for  an  equitable  reTision  of 
tithei  in  accordance  with  the  altered  oondittona 
of  agrtcultuTe." 

That  is  their  view ;  they  aak  that  tithe 
rentrcharge  should  be  lowered  where  the 


value  of  the  land  out  of  which  it  issues 
has  decreased  since  1836  ;  but  when  the 
matter  was  discussed  in  the  House  last 
Session,  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton)  and,  1  think,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
also,  pointed  out  that  the  matter  could 
not  stop  there,  and  that,  in  fact,  whoever 
may  be  the  person  who  stands  in  the 
position  of  the  tithe  owner,  whether  the 
existing  tithe  owner  or  the  nation  at 
large,  in  common  justice  we  could  not 
require  him  to  have  his  good  bargain 
under  the  Tithe  Act  of  1836  set  aside, 
and  his  bad  bargain  under  that  Act 
enforced,  and  that,  therefore,  equitable 
revision  would  mean  that  where  the 
tithe  was  too  high  it  should  be  lowered, 
and  that  it  should  be  raised  where  it  was 
too  low.  I,  however,  venture  to  submit 
that  it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  for 
any  Commission  to  recommend,  or  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  adopt,  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that,  because  to  do  so  would  be 
to  reverse  the  great  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1836,  w^hich  was  universally  accepted 
at  that  time,  and  which,  I  believe,  would 
be  universally  accepted  at  the  present 
day — namely,  the  abolition  of  the  growing 
tithe.  For  more  than  50  years  the 
owners  of  titheable  land  have  been 
rendering  their  land  more  productive  by 
expending  large  sums  upon  its  improve- 
ment on  the  faith  of  the  principle  so 
embodied  in  the  Act  of  1836  that 
growing  tithe  should  be  al>o!ished,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  how  it  is  possible 
now  to  turn  round  upon  those  men  and 
say,  "We  have  lowered  the  tithe  in 
certain  cases  owing  to  the  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  land,  but  we  intend  to 
raise  the  amount  of  the  tithe  charged 
upon  your  land  because  owing  to  your 
expenditure  it  has  increased  in  value." 
A  policy  such  as  that  would  be  an 
impossible  one,  and  therefore  I  con- 
sider that  the  so-called  equitable  pro- 
posal put  forward  by  the  hon»  Members 
for  Essex  and  Suffolk  would  not  be 
entertained  by  the  House  of  Commons 
for  a  moment.  What  I  think,  however, 
can  bo  done  is  to  meet  reasonably  these 
hard  cases  which  are  due  to  the 
temporary  depression  of  agriculture.  I 
call  that  depression  temporary  because 
it  is  the  opinion  of  those  who  are  most 
experienced  in  such  matters  that  the 
present  depression  ia  by  no  means  likely 
to  be  of  a  permanent  character.      The 
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principle  npon  which  we  have  atr 
tempted  to  deal  with  these  hard  cases 
is  that  the  tithe  rent-charge  ahotdd 
never  be  permitted  to  exceed  the  net 
profits  of  the  land,  J  tliink  that  to 
apply  that  principle  boldly  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner,  I 
think  that  it  is  generally  felt  that  it 
wonld  be  impossible  for  ns  to  apply 
fairly  the  principle  I  have  jnst  indicated 
without  the  intervention  of  some  karal 
tribunal  accustomed  to  the  practice  of  local 

^valuation, because,  where  land  is  not  let,  it 

li?ould  be  difficult  to  arrive  fairly  at  the 
net  value  of  it  in  any  particular  year 
it  bout  ascertaining  the  rent  that  it  might 
reasonably  be  expected  to  let  for.  Tht? re- 
fore  it  was  that  last  year  I  proposed  that 
the  net  profit  should  be  a  special  rate- 
able value  fixed  by  the  Assessment 
ommittee  of  the  Union  in  which  the 
lands  are  situated,  and  that  the  tithe 
rent-charge  should  never  exceed  the 
amount  so  fixed,  the  result  of  which 
would  have  been  that  an  allowance 
varying  with  local  circmnstanceB  of 
from  10  to  15  per  cent.,  being  the  dif- 
ference between  the  gross  estimated 
rental  and  tlie  rateable  value,  would 
have  been  made  in  all  cases  to  the 
owner  of  land  for  repairs  and  other 
expenses,  ihe  remaining  balance  being 

,  taken  as  the  net,  profit  of  the  land«  I 
onfess  that  last  year  I  found  some  little 

'  difficulty  in  explaining  that  proposal, 
even  to  Members  of  this  House,  but 
that^  I  have  no  donbt,  was  my  own  fault. 
I  feel,  however,  pretty  certain  that,  owing 
to  the  peculiar  nature  of  our  rating  laws, 
it  would  be  very  difficult  indeed  to  frame 
that  proposal  in  such  a  shape  as  to  be  iu- 
telUgibltj  to  the  Assessment  Committees, 
who  would  have  to  administer  the  law, 
and,  therefore,  this  year  we  have  de- 
parted fi*om  that  proposal,  and  have 
substituted  for  it  that  which  is  embodied 
in  the  third  clause  in  the  Bill,  namely, 
that  the  assessment  of  the  land  under 
Schedule  B  of  the  Income  Tax  shall  bo 
taken  as  the  grosa  annual  profit  of  the 
land.  Of  course,  that  amount  would  be 
merely  the  basis  for  the  calculation  of  the 
net  profits,  because  it  would  be  necessary 
to  make  certain  deductions  from  it  in 
order  to  arrive  at  the  net  profits  of  the 
land*     What  those  deductions  should  be 

^ifl  a  matter  for  future  discussion,  but 
re  propose  that  they  shall  be  taken  as 
one-third.  Therefore,  in  no  case  would 
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the  tithe  rent-charge  exceed  two-thirds 
of  the  amount  at  which  the  land  wa« 
assessed  under  Schedule  B  of  the  Income 
Tax.  I  btiUeve  that  that  proposal  is  more 
favourable  to  the  tithe  rent-charge  payer 
than  that  which  was  contained  in  the 
Bill  of  last  Session*  1  believe  that  it 
will  in  all  cases  allow  not  merely  for 
repairs  and  maintenance  and  manage- 
ment of  the  property,  but  that  it  will 
also  leave  some  beneficial  interest  to 
the  payer  of  the  tithe  rent-charge.  I 
must  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  neither 
those  who  originally  gave  the  tithes 
nor  those  who  framed  the  Act  of  1836 
intended  that  the  titlie  rent -charge 
should  deprive  the  owner  of  the  land 
of  all  interest  in  his  property.  Our 
proposals  could  not  result  in  permanent 
loss  to  the  tithe  owner,  because  if 
through  them  tlie  amount  of  the  tithe 
were  to  be  reduced  in  any  case  owing 
to  the  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
land,  and  the  value  of  the  land  were 
to  increase  subsequently,  the  Surveyor 
of  Taxes  would,  undoubtedly,  raise  the 
assessment  of  the  land  under  Schedule  B 
of  the  Income  Tax,  and  thus  the  tithe 
rent-charge  would  be  raised  automatic 
cally.  There  are  provisions  in  the 
clause  which  will  prevent  it  from  being 
unfairly  applied  against  the  tithe- 
owner,  where  there  has  been  a  special 
apportionment  of  tithe  rent  charge  on  a 
certain  portion  only  of  the  land  of  a 
parish,  or  where  land  is  intentionally 
kept  in  an  unprofitable  condition  for 
building  purposes.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  any- 
thing about  the  other  clauses  in  the 
Bill,  but  I  venture  to  contend  that  by 
the  proposals  in  the  third  clause  we 
have  done  something  to  meet  the  desire 
that  this  Bill  should  contain  an  alteration 
in  the  law  favouring  the  tithepayer  a^ 
well  as  the  tithe-owner.  We  were  twitted 
last  Session,  and  I  daresay  that  we  shall 
be  twitted  again  this  year,  with  changing 
our  proposals  in  this  matter.  I  can 
only  say  that  I  am  not  in  the  leaat 
asliamed  of  having  altered  proposals 
relating  to  the  details  of  legal  pro- 
oedure  in  a  matter  which  is  about  as 
complicated  and  technical  as  any  which 
the  House  could  be  called  upon  to  deal 
with,  but  I  should  be  a&hamed  if  I  had 
neglected  to  avail  myself  to  the  full  of 
the  criticisms  and  the  suggestions  which 
can  be  drawn  not  merely  from  the  dift- 
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cusaiona  of  last  Session,  bnt  from  the 
Araeudments  which  were  then  placed 
upon  the  Papei*.  We  hare  endeavoured 
ae  far  as  is  legitimatolj  mnsiatent  with 
the  principles  of  our  Bill  to  meet  those 
criticisms  and  suggestions,  and  we  shall 
continue  to  follow  that  course  with  regard 
to  any  suggestions  that  may  be  twaAg  m 
the  coarse  of  the  Debate  on  this  Bill,  and 
which  appear  to  spring  not  from  a  mere 
desire  to  delay  and  to  obstruct  legislation, 
but  from  a  real  anxiety  to  secure,  with 
fairness  to  both  sides,  an  amendment  of 
the  law  which  aU  parties  profess  to 
desire  in  itself,  and  which,  in  my  bumble 
opinion,  has  been  too  long  delayed.  I 
beg  to  more  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/*— (iS'tV  M,  Hicks  Beach,) 

(4.28.)  Mr.  HERBERT  GARDNER 
(Essex,  Saffron  Waldenj,  in  whose  name 
the  following  Amendment  stood  upon  the 
Paper : — 

^*  That,  io  the  opitdoa  of  this  Mouse,  it  is 
deeirftble  that,  before  any  legislatioQ  affecting 
tho  appreciation  or  depredation  of  tithe  reut- 
charge  ie  presented  to  Parliament  an  inquiry 
should  be  made,  either  by  Royal  Commission  or 
otherwise,  into  the  working  of  the  Tithe  Com- 
mutatioD  Act  of  1836,  under  the  present  altered 
and  unforeseen  (M^nditions  of  agriculture/' 

SEbid  :  I  am  glad  to  notice  that  the  argn- 
ments  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  have 
not  been  addressed  to  the  criticism  of 
kis  Bill,  and  I  think  that  both  he  and 
the  Government  have  great  canae  to  be 
thankful  at  the  position  of  the  question , 
because  I  notice  that  in  the  present 
measure  the  Government  have  retreated 
from  all  the  propositions  which  they 
have  brought  forward  in  all  their  pre- 
vious measures,  such  propositions  involv- 
ing not  merely  matters  of  legal  proce- 
dure, but  vital  principles.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  in  reality  turned  a 
complete  political  somersault,  and  have 
brought  in  an  entirely  different  measure. 
In  the  Bill  brought  in  in  1888  the  onus  of 
the  tithe  was  absolutely  placed  upon  the 
occupier.  I  ask  the  House  whether  these 
are  mere  questions  of  procedure  ?  There- 
fore, I  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Government  are  open  to  the  criticisms 
I  have  ventured  to  ofier.  Well,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  an  im- 
portant statement  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 


the  Bill.     He   has  stated  that  he  shall 
ask  the  House  to  assist  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission   to  consider  the 
redemption   of  tithe.      Now,   that  is  a 
subject  on   which  many  hon.  Members 
hold  different  views  ;  but  speaking  from 
the  point  of  view  from  which  I  regard 
it,   from   which   my    own    constituents 
regai'd  it,  and,  I  may  say,  from  which 
the    tithepayers    of     the    Eastern    and 
Southern  Counties  resrard  it,  I  say  that 
we  should  not  welcome  any  Commission 
for  the  Redemption  of  Tithes  if  it  wer©^ 
not  also  charged  with  the  establishing 
what  we  consider  a  fair  tithe  would  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
drag  the  red  herring  of  growing  tithe 
across  the  path  of  those  gentlemen  who 
are  opposed  to  the  view  which  those  in 
the  Ktistem  Counties  take  on  this  subject, 
but  I  hope  the  House  will  permit  me  to^ 
point  out  that  in  the  Amendment  which' 
stands  in  my  name  I  have  merely  asked  the 
Government  for  an  inquiry  with  a  view 
of  seeing  whether  it  is   necessary  that 
any   revision  of  the   tithe  should  takoj 
place.  Neither  am  I  in  any  way  opposedi 
to  legislation  on  the  subject.     On  tho 
contrary,  I  hold  that  legislation  may  be 
necessary  and  salutary  in  regard  to  this 
highly  difficult  and  important  question. 
Just  as  our   predecessors  in  183G  were 
able  to  carry  through  their  exceedingly 
difficult,  techniciil,  and  much   misunder- 
stood Act,  BO,  in  the  present  Parliament, 
if  some   reasonable    and    well-digested 
measure  wei*e  approached  in  a  moderate 
and  conciliatory  spirit  by  both  sides  of 
the  House,  it  would  be  possible  to  legis- 
late on  this  subject  in  the  right  direction. 
But  whatever    may    be    said    by    Her ' 
Majesty's  Qovemmeut^  I  am  certain  that! 
this  measure  can  only  be  regarded  as  a  J 
very  small  measure,  and,  also,  aa  a  moBtl 
incomplete    measure.       It    professes  ta[ 
deal,  in  some  way,  with  the  interests  audi 
grievances  not  only  of  the  tithe  owners, 
but  also  of  the  tithe  bearers.     With  re- 
gard to  the  tithe  bearers,  as  far  as  I  can 
see,  this  Bill  only  touches  the  fringe  of 
the   question,   and   when    its    contents 
come   to   b©  known   in    those  countiea 
which  are  most  concerned  in  the  matter, 
it  will  be  unanimously  rejected  by  them . 
as  useless   and   unsatisfactory.      When ' 
there  are  two  or  three  parties  to  a  dis- 
pute such  as  is  raised  between  the  titho 
owners  and  tithe  payers,  legislation  to 
be  permanent  must  not  be  conceived  in 
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&  one-sided  Bpirit.  If  legiBlatiTe  action 
.is  to  be  satisfactory  it  will  most  probably 
Ice  the  form  of  a  compfomise,  but  it 
*  mast  be  a  fair  compromise,  in  which  both 
parties  will  be  able  to  shake  hands,  and 
the  result  will  be  of  a  soothing  character. 
But  this  Bill  is  not  a  sedatiye ;  it  is 
rather  an  irritant ;  and,  in  my  opinion, 
small  as  is  its  scope,  it  will  Iiave  the 
effect  of  arousing  and  exciting  the 
attention  of  the  tithe  payers*  and  in- 
ducing them  seriously  to  consider  their 
ievances  ;  and,  when  the  Governinent 
aye  thus  aroused  and  excited  the  tithe 
fpayers'  attention,  the  Bill  they  have  in- 
Itroduced  will  leave  them  with  the  im- 
pression that  they  are,  in  reality,  worse 
off  than  they  were  before.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  anyone  even  on  the  Benches 
opposite  will  dispute  that  this  question 
is  a  most  highly  complicated  and 
diflBcult  one.  The  Prime  Minister 
certainly  admitted  this  when  I,  and 
others,  waited  upon  him  as  a  de- 
putation at  the  Foreign  Office  at 
the  oonunencement  of  his  term  of 
office.  He  also  admitted  that  tliis  was 
his  opinion  when  he  introduced  his  Bill 
IB  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  has  ^ain 
made  the  same  admission,  both  in  the 
Press  and  on  the  platform.  Bat  there 
is  another  and  a  very  significant  circum- 
stance which  may  be  regarded  as  c<in- 
elusive  of  the  fact  that  the  Government 
look  upon  the  question  before  us  as  one 
of  an  exceedingly  difficult  and  compli- 
cated character,  and  that  is  the  fact  that, 
^although  we  are  now  entering  on  the 
fifth  Session  of  the  present  Parliament, 
during  which  they  have  held  office  for 
four  years,  and  although  this  question  is 
admitted  by  them  to  be  of  the  highest 
importance,  Session  after  Session  has 
been  allowed  to  pass,  and  yet,  up  to  the 
present  moment,  although  possessed  of  a 
large  and  overwhelming  majority,  Her 
[Majesty's  Government  have  been  unable 
|to  induce  Parliament  to  accept  one  of  the 
iieasures  they  have  brought  in  dealing 
with  this  question.  1  think  I  stand 
upon  strong  ground  when  I  say  that  this 
is  so  difficult  and  technical  a  subject 
that  the  Government  have  not  been  ablo 
up  to  the  present  time  to  find  a  solution 
of  the  problem  it  presents.  If  Her 
Majesty*8  Government  in  the  hey-day 
of  their  youth  and  strength  have  not 
been  able  to  pass  a  simple  measure  on 
the  subject,  how  can  they  hope  to  b« 
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more  auocesfiful  in  coming  to  us  at  a 
period  when  Parliament  has  long  passed 
middle>age,  and  asking  us  in  an  ex* 
ceptional  Session  to  accept  such  a  pro- 
posal as  that  which  they  have  now 
brought  forward  1  I  think  the  HouB© 
may  well  pause  before  it  accepts,  under 
such  circumstances,  a  measure  which 
the  Government  have  hitherto  been 
unable  to  pass.  If  the  Government, 
with  the  best  intentions  in  the  world, 
have  not  been  able  to  deal  successfully 
with  this  question,  the  reason  is  obvious 
and  simple — it  is  be^sause  it  is  idle  to 
tinker  with  a  great  question  of  this  sort. 
If  they  re-open  the  settlement  of  1836, 
as  they  do  by  this  Bill,  and  as  they  have 
done  by  every  Bill  they  have  brought  in 
on  the  subject,  in  the  past,  they  must  do 
it  in  a  broad  and  statesmanlike  manner, 
and  not  approach  it  in  a  small  tinkering 
spirit  such  as  that  in  which  they 
approach  it  now.  Having  said  so  much, 
I  will  venture  to  offer  a  few  criticisma 
on  the  measure  as  it  stands.  To  my 
mind  it  is  almost  as  unsatisfactory  as 
was  the  previous  measure ;  although 
no  doubt  the  Government,  bearing  in 
mind  the  criticisms  passed  on  their 
previous  attempts  at  legislation  on 
this  subject,  have  to  some  extent 
modified  their  previous  proposals,  still, 
the  present  Bill  does  not  in  any 
material  degree  differ  frt>m their  previous 
effort.  True,  it  changes  the  incidence  of 
the  burden  of  the  tithe  from  the  occupier 
to  the  landowner,  but,  so  far  as  the  tithe 
jmyer  is  concerned,  it  contains  nothing 
that  will  make  it  more  acceptable  to 
him.  The  object  of  the  present  proposal 
is  apparently  to  make  the  landowner 
directly  responsible  for  the  payment  of 
the  tithe  rent-charge.  Personally,  I  have 
no  objection  to  that ;  hut  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  those  who 
have  assisted  him  in  bringing  in  this 
Bill,  consulted  the  occupiers,  and,  if  se, 
what  was  it  the  occupiers  said  ?  Did 
the  demand  for  the  change  of  incidence 
come  from  the  occupiers  in  the  eastern 
or  southern  counties  1  I  venture  to  say 
**  No,"  The  demand  has  iu  reality  come 
from  the  tithe  owners,  who  wished  to 
appreciate  their  tithes  by  obtaining 
greater  facilities  for  their  collection. 
The  farmers  say  that  if,  as  is  the  case  in 
your  present  Bill,  you  put  the  charge  on 
the    landlord)   the    landlord  will   most 
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certainly,  when  hd  has  the  opporfcnnity, 
add  the  amount  on  to  the  rent,  so  that 
the  occupiers  will  Dot  be  one  penny  the 
better  for  the  change.  Indeed,  the 
farmers  pnt  this  forward  as  a  C4:>ntention 
against  the  Bill ;  they  aay  that,  during 
periods  of  agricultnral  distress,  when  the 
tithe  has  been  unduly  oppressive,  they 
have  hitherto  been  able  to  ^o  to  the 
tithe  owner  and  appeal  to  his  generosity 
for  some  concession  in  regard  to  the 
tithe,  and  that  in  many  oases,  for  in- 
stance, as  I  bear,  in  the  County  of 
Hampshire,  Lord  Winchester  and  several 
other  lay  impropriators  have  rednood  the 
tithe  by  a  large  percentage-  Bnt  what 
do  you  do  by  this  Bill  ?  You  put  the 
landowner  in  front  as  the  tithe 
payer,  and  thus  you  make  it  im- 
possible for  the  occupier  to  appeal 
to  the  generosity  of  the  tithe  owner. 
I  must  also  say  that  in  places  where  at 
the  present  moment  the  tenants  aie  on 
the  most  amicable  terms  with  the  land- 
owners this  Bill  would  bnng  about  a 
state  of  things  very  undesirable  to  both 
parties.  We  are  told  that  it  is  only  the 
landowner  who  is  to  pay  the  tithe.  The 
landowner  in  the  opinion  of  some  of 
my  hon.  Friends,  is  a  millionaire,  or  at 
$ijxj  rate  one  of  that  class  of  whom  it  is 
said,  "They  toil  not,  neither  do  they 
spin  ;*'  but  I  would  point  out  that  this 
meaeui*e  will  affect  a  large  number  of 
landowners  who  possess  very  small  areas 
of  landed  property,  namely,  all  those 
coming  within  the  yeomanry  class.  I 
do  not  desire  to  weary  the  House  by 
going  into  statistics,  but  I  saw  in  a 
return  for  the  year  1873  that  in  the 
county  of  Kent,  which  is  a  county  that 
at  the  present  moment  is  one  of  the 
heaviest^ tithed  parts  of  the  kingdom » 
there  are  only  382  landowners  who  hold 
more  than  500  acres  each,  wliile  there 
are  7,000  who  hold  land  varying  in 
extent  from  one  to  five  hundred  acres. 
These  are  the  men  you  are  going  to 
make  responsible  for  the  payment  of  the 
tithe.  If  you  were  dealing  only  with 
weal  thy  landowners  there  might  not  be  so 
much  objection  to  the  proposal ;  but 
how  will  this  Bill  compare  with  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836?  In 
this  measure  you  insert  a  clause  making 
the  tithe  recoverable  in  the  County 
Court,  See  what  effect  this  will  have, 
and  what  a  difference  it  will  make  in  the 
case  of  the  small  yeomen  with  regard  to 


the  question  of  costs  !  tJnder  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  of  1836  the  whole 
preliminary  expense  in  a  case  of  legal 
procedure  for  tithe  consists  of  half-a- 
crown  for  a  statutory  notice.  By  this 
Bill  you  transfer  the  procedure  to  the 
County  Court,  and  I  will  venture  to  say 
that,  in  a  disputed  case  wberei  say, 
j£20  is  sued  for,  and  witnesses  have  to 
be  called,  the  cost  will  amount  to  some- 
thing like  i£10,  or  50  per  cent,  of  the 
whole  amount  at  issue.  Now,  let  me 
come  to  the  famous  clause  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  put  forward  as 
such  a  tempting  sop  to  the  tithepoyer.  I 
refer  to  the  clause  wliich  deals  with  the 
question  of  the  remission  of  the  tithe 
rent-charge.  No  one  who  has  studied 
the  question  can  help  seeing  that  this 
two- thirds  average  is  far  too  high,  and 
that  it  will  not  touch  one -fiftieth  part  of 
the  cases  of  distress.  I  have  not  before 
me  the  statistics  which  are  doubtless  in 
the  possession  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but,  without  having  seen 
them,  I  have  no  hesitation  m  saying 
that  this  clause  will  not  toucli  100  cases 
of  distress  out  of  the  whole  number. 
At  what  cost  are  we  going  to  purchase 
this  small  concession  to  the  tithe  payer  ? 
Why,  by  declaring  by  a  solemn  vote  of 
the  House  that  two- thirds  of  the  annual 
value  of  the  land  is  in  our  opinion  a  fair, 
just,  and  non -excessive  tithe.  In  this 
matter  I  think  I  shall  have  the  sympathy 
of  my  agricultural  colleague  the  Member 
for  Maldon.  The  hon.  Member  has 
attended  many  meetings  of  tithe  payers, 
but  I  ask  him  wliat  sympathy  he  could 
expect  to  meet  ^vith  from  them  if  he 
gave  his  vote  in  Parliament  in  support 
of  the  proposition  that  two- thirds 
of  the  annua!  value  of  the  land  is  a  fair 
and  just  and  equitable  tithe  ?  Now,  I 
should  like  to  put  before  the  House 
some  reasons  why  there  should  be  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  before  legislation, 
as  the  foirest  way  of  approaching  the 
question.  In  the  first  place,  all  on  this 
side  of  the  House  hold  that  tithe  is  the 
property  of  the  nation,  and  that  Parlia- 
ment,  as  guardians  of  the  public  purse, 
whether  they  be  in  favour  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  or  of  Disestablishment,  are 
bound  to  see  that  that  national  property 
is  neither  lost,  destroyed,  nor  endan- 
gered.    1  know  that  if  you  leave  such  a 
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cause  of  friction  among  many  of  the 
tithe  payers  of  the  counties  of  England, 
you  will  come  within  very  near  diBiance 
of  an  agitation  lor  the  abolition  of  tithe. 
This  is  said  to  be  a  purely  landlords* 
question^  but,  if  that  is  the  case,  then  I 
must  say  that  the  farmers  show  a  most 
loyal,  and  I  would  even  say  a  quixotic, 
interest  in  the  landlords*  afEairs.  But 
they  hold  that  it  is  not  a  landlords' 
question.  They  hold,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  the  land  of  this  country  is  the  raw 
material  on  which  they  work,  and  that  if 
you  put  an  excessive  charge  on  that  raw 
material  you  must  in  jure  the  manufacture. 
The  fear  of  an  agitation  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  tithes  was  one  of  the  great 
reasons  for  the  passage  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  of  1836.  It  was  the 
fear  of  its  utter  loss  to  the  nation  and 
t()  the  Church  which  induced  men  so 
different  in  politics  ae  Mr.  Hume  and  Sir 
Robt^rt  Peel  to  vote  for  the  Bill  on  that 
occasion.  Sir,  there  is  the  question  of 
the  septennial  averages.  By  the  test  of 
1836  the  tithe  is  calculated  on  the 
average  value  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats 
for  the  seven  years  preceding  that  in 
which  the  tithe  is  paid*  The  result  is 
that  the  farmer  may  be  called  upon  in 
his  first  year  of  the  tenancy,  though 
that  year  is  one  of  a  disastrous  nature 
to  agriculture,  to  pay  tithe  based  on  the 
average  prices  realised  in  the  seven  pro- 
ceding  and  prosperous  years.  It  is 
admitted  by  all  parties  that  the 
subject  of  the  septennial  averages  is 
one  which  might  well  be  inquired 
into.  Many  hold  that  the  return 
of  the  averages,  made  by  official 
inspectors,  is  a  fallacious  return.  It  is 
held  that  they  are  made  upon  small 
samples  of  the  best  qualities  of  wheat, 
barley,  and  oats,  and  therefore  the  prices 
fixed  are  fallacious.  I  *am  not  support- 
ing this  argnment  myself »  but  this 
argument  is  undoubtedly  true— that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Tithe  Commu- 
tation Act  that  the  tithe  in  future  should 
fluctuate  with  the  price  of  cereals,  as  it 
had  done  in  the  past.  That  intention  is 
b<:»rne  out  by  a  remark  of  Lord  Lans- 
downe  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords,  where  he 
said  that  it  was  necessary  in  equity  that 
the  payment  of  the  tithe  should  fluctuate 
with  the  value  of  produce.  But  let  us 
suppose  that  the  three  cereals  were 
ohosen  as  the  standard  because  in  the 
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opinion  of  the  statesmen  of  that  day  they  i 
were  less  fluctuating  than  other 
articles  or  money  would  be.  They 
supposed  gold  would  not  appreciate  but 
rather  depreciate  in  the  coming  year. 
They  had  many  reasons  for  supposing 
that  com  would  remain  more  or 
less  stable  in  value.  The  direct 
contrary  has  come  about*  Since  the  I 
Act  of  1836  gold  hae  appreciated  and 
corn  has  fluctuated.  If  this  be  true,  no 
sound  financier  would  in  the  present 
day  take  three  cereals  as  the  stable 
standard  of  value.  If  that  intention  | 
be  true,  as  to  the  vital  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1836,  you  certainly  have 
a  reason  why,  at  any  rate,  there  should 
be  some  inquiry  into  the  subject.  The 
Act  of  1836  has  not  carried  out  the 
intentions  of  its  original  framers.  Lord  I 
John  Russell,  in  intriiducing  it,  said  it 
was  a  plan  which  in  future  years  would 
leave  persons  at  liberty  to  cultivate  their  J 
land  without  any  apprehension  of  the  aug- 
mentation of  tithe.  Every  one  connected  1 
with  agriculture  knows  that  the  value  of  ' 
tithe,  measured  by  the  value  of  produce, 
hiia  already  augmented  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that  in  some  ca^os  the  land  has  been 
driven  out  of  cultivation,  while  in  many 
cases  the  titliepayfr  has  been  unable  to 
cultivate  his  land  at  a  profit.  Yet  by . 
this  very  Bill  you  wish  us  to  admit  that ' 
two-thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  the 
land  is  the  just  and  equitable  value  of 
tithe.  Those  who  framed  the  Act  of 
1836  would  have  laughed  such  a  sugges- 
tion to  scorn.  I  think  I  have  made  out  j 
some  case  in  regard  to  tlie  matter*  At ' 
the  same  time,  if  I  moved  my  Amend- 
ment in  a  direct  form  it  would  limit  dis- 
cussion, which  I  have  no  wish  t<:»  do.  I 
do  not  wish  for  a  moment  to  press  any- 
thing more  than  I  have  stated  in  my 
speech.  Dull  and  wearisome  as  this 
subject  may  be,  it  is  one  which  affects  a 
vast  property  of  ^060,000,000  belonging 
to  the  nation,  and  it  also  affects  wliat  waa 
formerly  the  principal,  but  now  is, 
unfortuniitely,  a  decayed,  industry 
of  this  country  —  agriculture.  It 
is  for  the  House  to  decide  whether 
my  arguments  are  of  value,  and  worthy 
consideration.  It  is  for  the  House  to 
decide  moreover  whether,  by  accepting 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  they 
win  reopen  a  great  question  affecting  a 
great  National  property  and  a  vast  National 
interest.      Lnaving  a  partially  futile  and 
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icomplete  proposal^  they  will  proceed, 

venture  to  think,  on  the   broader  and 

fer  lines  of  inqniry  before  legislation 

■^ — ^the  lines  which,  in  my  humble  jndp^- 

TU^Tit,  are  sanctioned  by  every  precedent 

of  moderation,  equity,  arid  justice. 

*(4.48.)   Mr.  a  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Mai- 

on) :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  I  agree  with 

me  of  the  reniarks  of  the  hon.  Member 

Por  Saffron  Walden,  but  I  fancy  there  are 

ot  many  hon.  Members  opposite  who  go 

ith  him  in  the  recommendation  that  the 

tithe  should  be  lowered.    What  we  have 

jto  consider  from, the  tithepayer's  point  of 

iew  is  whether  it  would  be  better  that 

;hi8  Bill  should  he  read  a  second  time, 

hufl  certainly  affording  some  measure  of 

lief  to  the  tithepayer,  or  would  it  be 

etter  to  say  "  No  "  to  the  Second  Head- 

ng    of    the    Bill,    and    trust    to    hon, 

embers  opposite  going  further  for  the 

lief  of  the  tithepayer  than  the  present 

overnment  proposes  to  go.     The  hon* 

'ember  for  Saffron  Walden  baa  told  us 

,bat  the  farmers  of  the  Eastern  Counties 

isap prove  of  the  proposals  contained  in 

;his  Bill  to  transfer  the  onus  of  paying 

fbe    tithe   to    tl^e   landlord.     Where   he 

t    his     information     from    I    cannot 

lagine. 

Mb.  GARDNER:  That  I  understood 
be  the  decision  come  to  by  the  Essex 
hamber  of  Agriculture. 
♦Mb.  GRAY  :  1  am  very  glad  to  obtain 
'at  information.  But  if  the  hon. 
Member  thinks  that  that  Chamber  always 
expresses  the  opinions  of  the  farmers  of 
the  Eastern  Counties,  I  beg  him  not  to 
be  thus  mi.sled  I  have  every  respect 
for  the  Essex  Chamber,  belonging  to  it 
as  1  do,  but  it  sometimes  gives  expression 
to  opinions  which  are  not  entertained 
by  any  large  proportion,  or  eveu  by 
a  majority,  of  the  farmers  of  East 
Anglia.  Again  I  ask  the  hon* 
ember  how  it  is,  if  it  is  so 
unfair  from  a  tenant-farmer's  point  of 
view  to  transfer  the  onus  of  tithe- 
paying  from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord, 
bow  is  it  that  Members  of  the  Opposi* 
tion  voted  with  me  when  I  brought 
this  question  to  an  issue  a  Session  or 
eo  ago.  Evidently,  at  that  time  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  cbsapprove  of  that 
which  he  says  the  farmers  of  East 
Anglia  to-day  disapprove  of.  I  am 
fully  as  anxious  as  my  hon.  Friend 
that  those  very  hard  cases  to  which  I 
have  often  alluded,  in  which  the  tithe 
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has  become  a  more  valuable  property 
than  the  landlord's  beneficiary  rent, 
should  receive  attention.  I  hope  to 
have  something  to  say  on  that  mat- 
ter in  Committee  ;  indeed,  1  think  the 
very  drafting  of  this  Bill  challenges 
a  discussion  on  that  point.  But  where 
should  we  be  if  we  refused  to  jjaas  this 
Bill  and  awaited  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mission  such  as  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses. In  the  first  place,  we  should 
have  to  wait  for  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  and  all  that  time  the  vexed 
question  would  remain  unsettled  in 
Wales,  and  the  tithepayers  in  Eafit 
Anglia  would  liave  no  relief  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent f>f  the  B^)ard  of  Trade  in  his  speech, 
which,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  so, 
was  the  best  on  the  tithe  question  I  have 
ever  beard  in  this  hoQse,  said  there 
had  been  tithe  legislation  thirteen  or 
fourteen  times  since  the  passing  of  tb«* 
Commutation  Act,  and  on  each  occasion 
the  tithepayers*  interest  had  been 
ignored,  I  took  it  he  adduced  that  as  b 
reason  why  in  the  future  their  interest 
should  be  considered. 

*Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  My  hon. 
Friend  misunderstood  me.  I  said  that, 
in  some  cases  the  advantage  of  the 
tithe-owner,  and  in  otliers  that  of  the 
tithe-payer,  had  alone  been  affected. 

*Mr.  GRAY:  I  certainly  did  misunder 
stand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  am 
glad  we  have  some  precedents  for  con- 
sidering the  tithe jmyers'  interest.  Th< 
hon.  Member  for  Saffron  Walden  asked 
how  the  tenant-farmer  would  he  bene- 
fitted by  transferring  the  payment  of  the 
tithe  to  the  landlord.  As  matters  stand, 
there  are  many  difficult  questions  in 
connection  with  the  collection  of  the 
tithe,  such  as  the  taking  of  the  corn 
averages,  and  it  is  obvious  that  if  the 
tenant-farmer  is  relieved  of  the  payment 
of  the  tithe  he  will  also  be  relieved  of 
his  anxiety  in  regard  to  the  settlement 
of  these  difficult  questions.  In  my 
opinion,  the  changes  which  have  been 
made  in  the  Bill  are  good  in  every  re- 
spect ;  but  it  is  hardly  fair  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Saffron  Walden 
to  claim  these  changes  as  the  result  of 
action  taken  by  himself  or  his  Party. 
There  are  many  hon  Mem  lie  rs  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  Hoiise  who  have 
acted  most  cordially  with  myself  in  mak- 
ing our  views  understood  by  the  Govern- 
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menfc.  And  thoBe  Hon.  Members  may 
certainly  congratulate  tliemselves  on 
Laving  made  some  impression  on  the 
Governnient,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
yeoman  fiarmer  wOl  be  in  the  least 
decree  injured  by  the  present  proposala ; 
but  I  did  see  a  danger  to  the  yeoman 
farmer  in  the  last  Tithe  Bill.  In  most 
cases  the  preBeiit  Bill  will  leave  liim 
much  in  the  samt*  position,  hut  there 
will  be  far  more  cases  of  relief  afforded 
than  is  supposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  man  farming"  his  own 
land  who  on  his  assessment  can  show 
that  his  tithe  will  be  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  annual  value  will  obtain 
the  same  relief  as  the  large  landlord  will 
obtain.  As  to  the  relief  clause,  I  most 
earnestly  hope  that,  before  the  Com- 
mittee stage  is  reached^  the  Government 
will  once  ngain  consider  some  of  the 
suggestions  made  by  their  own  sup- 
porters, and  especially  I  hope  that  they 
will  reconsider  the  possibility  of  altering, 
with  fairness  to  both  parties,  the  p:>iiit 
at  which  relief  can  be  obtained  from  two- 
thirds  to  one-half.  The  question  is  not 
merely  one  of  the  remission  of  the  tithe 
rent-charge  when  it  exceeds  two- thirds  of 
the  annual  value  of  the  land.  The 
asi^esBment  is  based  upon  what  may 
fairly  be  called  two  rents—  the  rent  paid 
to  the  landlord,  and  the  rent  paid  to  the 
tithe  owner.  So  the  Bill  really  provides 
that  remission  shall  be  given  only  when 
the  tithe  exceeds  two-thirds  of  itself^ 
plu»  the  rent  to  the  landlurd.  Such  a 
provision  very  greatly  limits  the  scope  of 
the  relief  afforded  by  the  Bill ;  and  many 
hard  cases  will  obtain  not  a  shade  or 
shallow  of  relief.  For  instance,  let  the 
House  consider  the  caae  of  the  farm  upon 
which  successive  landlords  have  spent 
immense  sums  of  money »  and  which  now 
pays  a  rent  of  ^s.  an  acre  to  the  laiullord 
and  a  tithe  rent-charge  of  5s.  an  acre. 
At  the  time  when  the  tithe  was  adjuated, 
in  1830,  thaf  farm  was  perhaps  paying  a 
landlord's  rent  of  25s.  or  308 .  an  acre,  while 
it  paid  a  tithe  of  only  6d.  or  8d.  an  acre 
more  than  it  d^^es  at  present.  In  this 
case  no  relief  will  be  afforded  by  the  Bill. 
As  this  question  is  being  opened  up  I 
hope  that  the  Government  will  go  fur- 
ther than  they  at  present  propose  to  do. 
If  they  cannot  at  once  accept  my  sugges- 
tion as  to  the  change  from  the  two-thirds 
to  one-half,  let  them  at  least  leave  it  an 
open  question  to  be  decided  by  the 
Mr,  Gray 


House.  I  should  like  to  see  wliat  the 
hon.  Member  for  Saffron  Walden  vdll  do 
if  such  an  Amendment  has  a  fair  chanct* 
of  being  carried  by  the  House.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  will  say  about  it,  because  I 
am  aware  that  there  are  many  hon- 
Mem  lie  rs  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  maintain  that  there  should  be  no 
relief  whatever  given  to  the  tithepayers 
as  long  as  there  is  a  single  penny  coming 
from  the  land.  When  I  bring  forward 
jny  Amendmetnt  in  Committee  I  hope  that 
the  Government  mil  allow  it  to  have  a 
fair  chance,  and  that  they  will  not  ap- 
point the  Government  Whips  to  tell 
against  me.  I  think  on  the  whole  that 
the  tithepayers  of  East  Anglia  will  con- 
sider that  a  spirit  of  compromise  ha- 
been  ahown  in  this  BiU ;  and,  although 
it  cannot  be  looked  upon  as  a  final 
measure  to  settle  the  entire  vexed  ques 
tion,  at  any  rate  it  is  a  Bill  which  ha^ 
considered  the  interests  of  both  parties 
concerned  in  the  question.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question  must  ctime  under  some  schemc- 
of  redemption,  but  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  not  quite  ready  to  pass  such  a 
measure  as  I  should  consider  fair  to  the 
tithepayers.  A  good  deal  more  infor- 
mation is  needed  before  Parliament  is^ 
really  able  to  settle  what  a  fair  scheme 
of  redemption  would  be.  That  is  the 
reason  why  I  waa  so  anxious  to  get  the 
redemption  clauses  cut  out  of  the  las! 
Bill.  That  has  now  been  done,  and  wr 
have  the  promise  of  the  appointment  of 
a  Commission  to  consider  the  possibility 
of  redeeming  the  tithe — a  promise  worth 
a  hundred  such  visionary  offers  as  have 
bi?en  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  hope  the  Bill  will  be  read  a  second 
time,  although  I  shsll  do  everything  in 
my  power  to  press  upon  the  Government 
in  Committee  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment substituting  a  half  instead  of  two- 
thirds  as  the  point  at  which  relief  is  to 
be  fnrtii  coming. 

(5.20)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I 
congratulate  the  Government  on  having*- 
brought  in  a  Bill  infinitely  superior  t<» 
any  before  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
As  they  have  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  last  spoke,  the  weak  poiut 
of  the  Bill  is  the  stage  at  which  the 
relief  is  to  be  granted.  The  hon. 
Member  desires  to  make  it  at  one -half 
instead    of    two-thirds.       Some    of     us 
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would  deaire  to  see  it  lower  Rtill,  Init 
at  any  rate  by  this  Clause  the  Govern- 
ment have  laid  themselves  open  to  very 
BerioTis  attacks.  So  far  a3  the  Bill 
removes  the  payment  from  the  occupier 
t(3  the  owner,  I  think  tliat  it  only 
carries  out  what  was  originally  intended 
hj  the  Act  of  1836.  Lord  Grey,  as  the 
last  survivor  of  those  who  took  an 
active  part  in  the  negotiations  of  that 
year,  explained  in  the  Nineteenth 
Centu)^  last  year  that  thi.s  was  mi- 
doubtedly  the  intention  of  the  measure. 
I  think  that  on  the  whole  the  present 
Bill  carries  out  that  intention  very  satis- 
factorily. I  am  pleased,  therefore,  to 
observe  subsection  3  in  Clause  1 ,  whieli 
removes  some  of  the  objections  felt  by 
many  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  as  to  the  rigour  with  which  tithe 
was  to  be  exacted  from  the  iJccupior. 
I  understand  that  that  portion  of  the 
rent  which  is  paid  by  way  of  tithe, 
througli  the  landlord,  is  only  to  he 
exacted  by  the  same  means  as  arc  now 
used  for  its  recovery,  and  that  the 
distress,  if  any,  is  only  to  be  on  the 
produce  of  the  land.  That  bein^^  so  I 
should  have  the  greatest  pleasure  in 
voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  But  I  believe  that  an  Amendment 
will  be  moved  on  a  matter  of  principle 
by  an  hon.  Member  on  my  own  side  of 
the  House,  and  if  this  is  done  I  shall  be 
br»und  by  my  convictions  to  ^^ive  that 
Amendment  my  best  support  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  hardship 
which  is  inflicted  on  landowners,  and  it 
is  evident  that  these  pleas  ad  tniserieor- 
diam  will  be  used  as  a  lever  whereby  to 
reduce  the  provision  of  two -thirds  to  a 
half,  or  even  less.  I  think  that  those 
pleas  are  altogether  unfounded  in  justice, 
Hon.  Members  argue  as  though  tithe 
were  an  additional  charge  on  top  of 
rent.  It  is  nothing  of  the  kind.  Tithe 
is  a  portion  of  the  rent  taken  away  from 
the  landlord  for  purposes  at  present 
ecclesiastical,  but  I  ventnre  to  predict 
that  soon  it  will  be  applied  to.  secular 
purposes.  It  sbonkl  bt^  set  apart  for 
national  and  public  purposes,  and  I  hold 
that  hon.  Members  will  be  utterly 
untrue  to  tlieir  trust  as  defenders 
of  the  public  interest  if  they 
give  their  consent  to  allow  it  to 
be  diminished  to  any  extent  whatever. 
If  it  be  said  that  the  land  cannot  bear 
the  burden,  then  I  say,  let  the  laud  be 


surrendered.  We  hear  a  good  deal 
urged  about  the  excessive  amount  of  the 
tithe,  but  the  cases  referred  to  are 
exceptional.  Wlien  the  Commissioners 
fixed  the  amount  of  the  tithe,  as  Lord 
Grey  shows,  they  did  not  estimate  what 
was  the  valne  of  one- tenth  of  the  gross 
produce  of  the  best  cultivated  land  ;  they 
took  the  parish  as  a  whole,  they  asct?r- 
tained  the  avera^i^e  amount  of  tithe 
yielded  by  the  parish  for  the  previous 
seven  years,  and  apportioned  the  amount 
over  thu  land  in  the  parish.  I  say  it  is 
not  fair  to  take  extreme  cases  as  instances 
of  the  way  in  which  the  system  works. 
It  was  agreed  in  1836  that  the  arrange- 
ment then  come  to  should  be  a  final 
settlement,  and  1  contend  that  we  have 
now  no  rigjit  to  vary  it.  So  strongly  do 
I  feel  tins  tliat  in  Committee  1  shall 
oppose  Clause  3.  I  know  that  the 
armngeraent  therein  proposed  is  not  in- 
tended to  be  permanent,  bat  it  will  put 
money  into  tho  landlord's  pocket,  and  it 
is  unsatisfactory  because  it*  is  a  surrender 
of  the  nntion's  rie^hts. 

•(5.26.)  Mr.  W.  J.  BEADEL  (Essex, 
Chelmsford)  :  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
Government  have  opened  up  a  very 
wide  question,  especially  if,  as  the  hon. 
Member  wlio  \i\si  spoke  suggests,  in  case 
tlie  land  cannot  bear  the  tithe,  it  is  t<»  he 
suTTcndcred,  and  pay  no  rent  in  the 
landlord  at  all.  Now,  the  Tithe  Cora- 
mutatitm  Act  of  1836  was  passed  for 
the  purpose  of  making  that  whick  | 
was  an  uncertainty  into  a  fixed 
charge,  subject  only  to  septetuiial 
averages,  and  tithes  have  since  bttn 
considered  to  be  just  as  much  a  fixed 
charge  on  property  as  if  a  rent-charge 
bad  been  left  subject  to  the  septennial 
prices  of  Consols.  The  tithe  owner 
therefore  felt  that  he  had  a  certain  sum 
fixed,  so  to  speak,  for  ever,  subject  im]y 
to  the  septennial  averages  of  wheat, 
barley,  and  oats.  Hon.  Members  who  i 
have  studied  this  question  know  that,  so 
far  as  two  of  those  cereals  are  concerned, 
the  average  is  very  nearly  the  same  as 
in  1836.  The  whole  of  the  depreeiation 
in  the  value  of  tithe  is  owinp:  to  the  fact 
that  the  average  price  of  wheat  has  been 
so  mattrially  reduced.  Hon.  Meml>era 
are  not  prepared  to  do  that  which  is  to 
the  interest  of  the  country,  namely,  see 
whether  we  cannot  approximate  the 
price  of  wheat  somewhat  nearer  to  that 
at  which  it  stood  in  183i>,  If  we  cotdd 
N  2 
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do  that,  there  would  b?  no  necessity  to 
bring  in  a  Tithe  Bill  and  there  would 
not  be  that  terrible  depreciation  in  tbe 
value  of  land  which  exists  now,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  desperate  condition  of  the 
tenant  farmers,  still  more  the  bimentable 
position  of  the  at^rricultnral  labourers, 
whose  wages  are  kept  down  because  the 
land  will  not  allow  a  fair  return  in  be 
paid  them  for  their  lab<jur.  I  would 
support  a  Bill  which  takes  awaj  from 
a  tenant  the  payment  of  the  rent- 
charge.  For  a  great  many  years  I  have 
been  professionally  concerned  in  landed 
matters,  I  have  always  ftflt  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  was  a  charge  upon  the 
land,  and  where  I  have  acted  for  lar^j-e 
estates,  I  have  always  |iaid  it  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  instead  of  permitting  it 
to  be  collected  from  the  tenant.  Where 
the  tithe  was  the  support  of  the  rector  or 
vicar  I  did  not  think  any  man  occiipytng 
the  position  of  spiritual  pastor  of  a 
parish,  ought  to  be  obliged  to  dun  Iiis 
parishioners  in  order  to  get  his  daily 
bread ;  therefore,  any  measure  which 
will  transfer  the  tithe  from  the  tithe* 
payor,  and  make  it  a  charge  absolutely 

00  land,  meets  with  my  hearty  approval 

1  also  think  the  chiinge  ^jf  recovery  from 
distress  to  the  County  Court  is  right  in 
principle-  There  is  nothing  so  severe  as 
the  law  of  distress  if  exercised  to  its 
fullest  extent.  But  not  only  that ;  if 
the  tithe  is  a  charge  on  the  land,  and  a 
distress  is  issued  on  the  tenant's  gix>ds, 
you  are  virtually  distraiuing  the  goods 
of  another.  Therefore,  for  these  reasons 
I  shall  support  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill. 

♦(5.32.)  Mb,  R  S.  STEVENSON  (Saf- 
folk^  Eye) :  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
long,  as  the  reasons  wliich  make  a  revision 
of  tithe  necessant^  have  been  explained 
very  fully  by  mj  lioii.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Siilron  Walden  (Mr.  H.  Ghirdner), 
aud  as  it  will  l>e  impossible,  under  the 
rules  of  the  House,  for  me  to  move  the 
Amendment  I  have  placed  on  the  Paper,  I 
think  it  would  be  better  to  reserve  what 
I  have  to  say  upon  the  Amendment 
until  a  later  stage,  I  think  lion.  Mem- 
bers must  have  been  struck  with  the 
change  in  the  attitude  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Mai  don  Division  of 
Essex  (Mr,  Gray).  Two  Sessions  ago  the 
bon.  Mimber  t<xik  the  initiative  iu 
moving  an  Amendment  to  the  Tithe 
Bill,  and  in  the  Division  which  took 
J/n   W,  J.  BeMdd 


place    the    Government    majority    waa 
reduced  to  four.     Last  Session  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  iu  favour  of  the  Instruc- 
tion T  moved  on    going  in   Committea 
in   favour  of   an    equitable    revision    of 
tithe  ;  but  he  vote*!  against  the  Instruc- 
tion,     Now,    however,  he   proposes   to  \ 
support  the  Bill  as  a  whole.     He   has 
put  down  one  or  two  minor  Amendments 
which    he    intends    to    move    in   Com- 
mittee.     For   instance,    he   proposes    to 
reduce   what  is  described   as   the   two- 
tliirds  of  the  annual   value   to   one-half. 
The  qnestion  which   naturally   suggests  j 
itself  is  whether  a  change  has  come  over  1 
the  hon.  Member,  or  over  the  measure  of] 
the   Government,       It  seems  to  me  the  I 
change  is  nither  with  the  hon.  Member  \ 
than  with  the  measure.     It  is  true  there  ^ 
i,s  nothing  in  this  Bill  about  redemption, 
but  the  other  portions  of   the    measure  | 
very  much  resemble  those  of  the  measure 
of  last  year.     There   is   novelty   in   the 
proposal  that  under  certain  circumstances 
when  the  tithe  exceeds  two-thirds  of  the 
annual  value  tlie  tithe  sliould  be  reduced 
hv  the  amount  by  which  it  exceeds  two- 1 
thinls  of  the  annual  value.  In  last  year's 
Bill  there  was  that  somewhat  objection* 
able  special    rateable   value    clause,  but  J 
the   prtJpoHfil  the  Government  now  make 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  at  all  satis- 
factory lis   compaied  with   the    amend- 1 
ment  which    the    Attorney  General  pro- 
posed in  the  raeaaure  of  the  year  before 
last,    which    was  to  the  effect  that  the 
Court,  on  being  satisfied  by  evidence  of 
it>s  justice,  should  make  such  order  for] 
the  remission  of  part  of  the  sum  claimed  ] 
as   should   prevent  the  total  sum  of  t!ie 
tifhe   reut-rharge    from    exceeding  the 
annual  sum  or  what  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  ease  might  reasonably  be  taken  to 
be  the  net  profit  of  the   land.     That  pro- 
posal   appears  to  be  very  mil  eh  fairer  to  [ 
the  tithepayer  than  the  propositi  of  this 
year.     The  President   of   the  Board  of 
Trade  referred  to  the  Commission  which 
he    proposes  should  be  appointed  to  deal 
with  the  i]uestion  of  redemption,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon  described  that 
Commission  as  a  bird  in  the  hand.     Is  it 
intended  that  the  Commission  shall  deal 
simply   and  solely  with  the  subject  of  J 
redemption*  because,  if  so,  I  entirely  fail  | 
to  see    how    it  can   benefit  either   the| 
tenant-farmers,  or  the  yeomen  farmers, 
or  the  rest  of  the  agricultural  community-^ 
as  far  as  their  immediate  needs  are  con- 
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cerned.  But  if  the  Commifision  is  to  deal 

with  other  subjects  in  ftdditiou  to  that 
of  titlie  redemption,  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  hear  si  little  more 
on  the  subject  that  what  was  stated 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Debate. 
Will  the  qneetiou  of  corn  averages 
come  within  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
mission ? 

♦Sift   M.  HICKS   BEACH  :    I  simply 
referred  to  redemption. 

♦Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON :  Then  I  think 
the     bird  is   a    very    insignificant    one. 
What  has  been  urged  again  and  again  on 
this    side,    and    I    think    also   by   hon. 
Members    who   sit    behind    the  present 
Ministry,    is    that   one    of   the    greatest 
grievances  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion is  the  grievance  surrounding  corn 
averages.     Is  that  question  going  to  be 
dealt  with  at  all  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment,  either   by   reference   ti>   the 
Commission  or  in  any  other  form,  becaiise, 
if  ii<^>t,   we  have  a  right  to  do  our  best 
to  incorporate  provisions  in  that  direction 
in  the  present  measure.     There  are  very 
grave   and  serious  questions   oonnected 
with  the  matter  of  corn  averages.     For 
example,  that  which  is  set  down  as  the 
average  price  of  corn   \&  not  the  actual 
price  which   the  farmer  gets   for  corn, 
because    regard     is     not    paid    to    the 
numerous    sales    and    re-sales    of  corn 
which  take  place,  or  to  the  fact  that  the 
farmera  only  sell   their  best   corn.     We 
have   been  twitted  by  the  President  of  ' 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  also  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  with 
a  desire  to  reduce  the  tithe  as  a  whole, 
to  impair  the  corpus  of  the  tithe*    There 
is    no   desire     to   impaii*  the  corpjut   of 
tithe,    but   there  is  a  sincere  desire  to 
minimise  as  far  as  possible  the  grievances 
that  are  common  to  so  many  agricultural 
classes.     I  believe  there  is  the  sti-ongest 
flesii'e  in  every  ciuarter  of  the  House  to 
preserve,  as  regards  the  principle  of  it, 
what   is   at   the   present   time   national 
property     devoted     to     Church     nsts, 
and     what     may,     under     a     different 
set  of  circumstances,  be    national    pro- 
perty   devoted    to   other   than    Church 
uses.     It  seems  to  me  to  be  somewhat 
shortsighted  on  the    part  of  those  who 
advocate  the  maintenance  of  the  tithe  at 
its  existing  figure  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  Church  revenues,  and  also  on  the 
part  of  those  who  advocate  the  mainten- 
ance of   tithe    at   its   present  figure  on 


behalf  of  those  upon  whom  the  tithe  may 
eventually  be  bestowed  to  resist  the  pro- 
l>osed    amendment.       If    the    property 
is  national  property    surely   that    is  no 
reason  why  certain  people  who  have  to 
pay   tithe   should    be    unjustly  treated. 
The  contrary  view  must  be   the  correct 
one*     If  the  grievances  are  removed  the 
property   as   a  whole  will  be  rendered 
more  secure  in  the  long  run.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  referred  to 
what   he   called    the  extreme    views    of 
certain   tithe  payers.      I    think   lie   said 
there  were  certain  persons  who  declared 
that  tithe  was  merely  one  tenth   part  of 
the  prairie  value.     I  do  not  suppose  that 
there   is   any    hon.    Member    who    will 
countenance   that    view,  but   so   far  aw 
principle    is   cftncerned    there   is  a  good 
dtal  to  be  said  for  that  view.    Tithe  is  thi- 
tenth  part  of  that  which  is  th^  gift  of 
nature,  and  no  doubt  in  its  nrigination  it 
was  intended  that  one-tenth  part  of  what 
was  the  gift  of  nature  should  be  bestowed 
as  an  act  of   gnititude.     That   was,    of 
course,  in  a  day  when  agrienltnre  was 
not  based  to  the  extent  to  which  it  is 
now  on   the    widespread   application    of 
capitaK     In  the  duyB  before  the  intro- 
dnction  of  agricultural   machinery  and  J 
artificial  manures,  and  manures  based  on  ' 
the   use  of  artificial  food,  there  was  in 
principle   a   good   deal    k)    be  urged  in 
favour  of    that   extreme  view.     We,  of 
course,    take    a    totally    different    view^. 
We  take  up  our  position  on  fclie  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  of   1836»  Imt   we  say 
that  that  Act   did  not  contemplate  the 
new   conilitions   of   agriculture  ;    it  did 
not  take  into  account  the   necessity   for 
making  a  different  use  of  the  system  of 
CO m  a ve rage s .     Th at  ay st e m  w a  s  in  f c^ rce 
at   the    time,    and   was  arlopted   by  the 
framers  of  the  Act.     We  have  been  able 
during  tlie  last  50  years  to  see  what  the 
operation  of  the  Act  has  been,  and  surely 
in  fMCe  of  the  depression  of  agriculture  i 
and  of  the  great  injury  done  to  a  great 
class  in  the  community,  it  is  high  time 
we  should  adopt    some  more    stringent 
method    of    dealing     with     this    great 
Tiational  question.     Reference  has  been 
made    to    what    was    the     opinion     of 
Joseph   Hume  in  1836.     Joseph  Hume 
expressed  the  view  that  the  Tithe  Com- 
niniatitm  Act  was  rather  in   favour  of 
the  tithe  owner  than  of  the  tithepayer. 
I  should  like  before  I  sit  down  to  refer 
t-(j    one    matter   m    which   it   would  be 
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desirable  to  obtain  one  or  two  words  of 
explanation*  I  want  to  know  what  is 
the  method  of  application  to  the  County 
Court.  Aa  I  read  Clause  3  no  remission 
can  be  granted  to  a  tenant  unless  pro- 
ceed i  tigs  have  been  previously  taken  in 
the  County  Court.  No  automatic  pro- 
cedure  is  [jrovided  by  the  clause.  There 
is  also  another  point  on  which  some 
explanation  appears  to  be  desirable. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  told  us  that  there  is  no 
personal  liability  involved  in  the  Bill, 
but  I  should  like  the  Attorney  Gene  ml 
to  aay  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
construe  Sub-section  3,  Clause  2,  into  an 
,nd mission  of  jjersonal  liability.  As  it 
will  not  be  possible  for  mo  to  move  my 
Amendment,  injisniut'h  as  no  Division  can 
take  place  upon  it,  I  shall  content  myself 
with  tiiking  such  steps  later  on  as  may 
tend  in  tlie  direction  the  hon.  Member 
for  Saffron  Walden  (Mr.  H.  Gardner) 
has  alluded  to.  The  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
redemption  would  perhaps  postpone  the 
settlement  of  the  matter  till  a  very  dis- 
tant period.  The  Commission  would 
take  a  long  time  in  reporting,  and  even 
after  it  had  reported  there  would  still 
he  the  question  of  corn  averages  to  be 
dealt  with.  I  do  not  feel  prepared 
under  the  circumstances  I  have  alluded 
to,  to  give  the  Bill  the  support  which 
under  other  cirtmmstances  I  should  be 
only  too  glad  to  afford  to  it* 
♦(5.53.)  SmW.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.):  I  think  no  one  who  has  con- 
sidered the  difficulties  of  the  tithe  ques- 
tion will  refuse  to  admit  that  any  Go- 
vernment attempting  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  tins  complicated  nature 
must  have  a  vast  number  of  opinions 
expressed  and  many  uf  them  adverse  to 
their  proposals,  but  I  believe  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  made  a  fair 
and  honest  endeavour,  after  considering 
the  opinions  expressed  in  all  parts  of  the 
House,  to  secure  the  settlement  of  an 
important  part  of  this  very  difficult 
question.  As  to  the  remarks  of  my 
}jon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Chelmsford 
(Mr.  W.  J,  Beadel),  we  must  not  forget 
that  the  tithe  was  originally  one- tenth 
of  the  produce  of  the  hmd,  1  feel  cer- 
tain my  hon.  Friend  will  not  deny  tlmt 
if  the  old  system  had  been  maintained  till 
tlie  present  day,  there  are  large  tracts  of 
country  in  Kn^dand  which   would  have 


really  paid  little  or  no  tithe  at  all.  In 
1835,  when  the  Poor  Law  Act  was  passed, 
the  burden  was  something  like  10s,,  lis., 
or  128.  in  the  £A.  Since  that  Act  came 
into  force,  however,  it  has  sunk  t<i  some- 
thing like  2b,  6d.  or  2s.,  or  even  less  in 
the  if\.  The  tithe  owner  got  the  full 
benefit  of  the  reduction,  as  the  calcula- 
tion on  the  enormously  higher  chai^fes 
for  the  seven  preceding  years  was  made. 
In  1845  came  Free  Trade,  which 
is  admitted  by  a  large  proportion  of 
Members  of  this  House  to  have  been  a 
great  benefit  and  a  great  blessing  to  the 
country.  The  price  of  wheat  has,  how- 
ever, gone  down  immensely.  I  think 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
Picton)  were  a  large  land-owner  he 
would  take  a  very  different  view  of  tlie 
question  from  that  which  he  has  stated. 
I  appeal  to  him  as  a  fair  man,  and  I 
venture  to  say  if  he  considers  the  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  fairness  and 
justice,  he  will  not  lie  in  favour  of  exact- 
ing the  Isist  farthing  from  the  owners  of 
a  certain  class  of  land  which  is  hardly 
capable  of  paying  anything.  Those  who 
are  conversant  with  the  way  in  which  the 
commutation  took  place,  will  know  how 
muc)i  fairer  it  was  to  some  imrishes 
than  to  others,  not  from  the  fault  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  from  the  fault  of 
the  people  themselves.  I  know  a  pariah 
where  the  clergyman  of  that  day  wa«  a 
remarkably  shrewd  and  intelligent  man, 
and  he  took  down  the  exact  amount  of 
tithe  he  collected  from  each  farm,  so 
tliat  when  the  Commutation  Act  came 
into  force  be  was  able  to  show  that  bo 
much  had  been  collected  from  the  various 
farms.  The  tenants  had  not  taken  the 
trouble  to  put  into  writing  what 
had  been  taken  from  the  farms,  and 
naturally  the  clergyman  got  the  best 
of  the  bargain,  and  obtained  more  tithe 
than  ihe  land  had  a  right  to  bear. 
I  merely  mention  this  as  an  absolute 
fact,  although  I  am  not  urging  the  re- 
opening of  the  whole  of  this  very  grave 
question.  But  I  wish  to  |K)int  out  it  is 
necessary  to  deal  leniently  with  certain 
classes  of  poor  land  that  under  no 
circumstances  are  able  to  pay  a  heavy 
tithe.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Pie  ton)  has  taken  one  view,  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wulverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Forstor) 
took  another  view.  In  the  debate  which 
took  place  in  the  early  jmrt  of  this  year 
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he  [Pointed  out  as  clearly   ae  any  mftn 
<kmld  from  the   falliiig-off  shown   in   fche 
Returna   of    the    value   of    agricultural 
land   that    this  land    lias   very   lai^ely 
depreciated  from  its  value  a  few  years 
ago.       Wlien   tithe    was    12  per  cent, 
above   par,    tenant-farmers  and    others 
paid   the  charge.      I  do   not  say  they 
paid    it    with    alacrity,   but   they   paid 
it   because    they   were   making  a  good 
profit  out  of  the  land  and  were  able  to 
pay  the  full  tithe.     But  now  that  tithe 
is  23  per  cent,   below   par^ — not  as  ray 
hou.    Friend    the   Member    for   Shrop- 
shire     said     that     it     baa     fallen     35 
pir  cent,    below — he  takes  the  figures 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  whereas 
he  shotild  hare  taken  tlie  fall  from   par, 
Kow^  I  say,  when  tithe  is  23  per  cent, 
bjlow,  people  are   less  able  to  pay  tithe 
tlian  when    it  was    12    per  c^nt.  above 
par.      I   am   sorry  I  did   not  hear  the 
earlier  part  of   the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach). 
No  man  understtinda  the  subject  better 
than    he    does,   and  few   have   suffered 
more  than  be  has  from   the  bad  times. 
In  that  part  of  his  able  speech  I  did  hear, 
lie  did  give  us  some  hope  that  in  regard 
to  a  certain  quacttty  of  land  that  does 
not  pay  its  way^is  not  able  to  pay  tithe 
on  its  produce — -the  Government  are  pre- 
pared to  consider   the   posit iLin  of  this 
class   of    land.        My    hon.    Friend    the 
Member   for   Maldon  (Mr.  C.  W".  Gray) 
has  stated  that  he  intends  in   this  con- 
nexion   to    suhatitnte    "one-half*'    for 
**  two-thii'^s/'  and  I  venture  to  hope  my 
right  hon.  Friend    will    give   this   pro- 
posal a  fair  and    candid    considei-ation 
I   echo   what  the  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  F.  Stevenson)  said. 
I  hope  there  will  be  no  mistake  about  the 
question  of  personal   liability.     I    have 
asked  the  question  before,  and  my  hon. 
and     learned      Friend      the     Attorney 
General  gave  me  that  assurance  which 
I    believe  he  will    agJiin   gsy^    to  the 
hon.    Member,    that   there    is    to     he 
no  personal  Habifity.     That  was  a  ques- 
tion settled  by   the   Act  of  1836,  and   I 
feel  sure  that  my  right  lion.  Friend  will 
not  depart  from  that  settlement.     There 
is  one  otherqueBtioii — ^thatof  redemption, 
1  may  say  this  much,  that,  while  I  agree 
to  a  certain  extent  that  in  certain  in- 
stances  re-valuiition  might  be  neces-sary, 
yet  the  question  is  such  a  large  and  such 
a  grave  ane  that  you  cannot  expect  Her 


Majesty's  Government  now  io  enter  into 
it.  With  regaixi  to  redem^jtion  it  is 
different.  I  will  venture  to  say  there  is 
no  man  having  the  welfare  of  the 
English  agriculturist  at  heart  who  does 
not  believe  that  e%"ery  burden  that  can 
be  taken  of  the  land  should  be  removed. 
The  way  to  that  is  by  a  fair,  reasonable 
ftnd  just  scheme  of  redemption  between 
tithe  owner  and  tithepayer.  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with 
that  liberality  for  which  we  have  tu  thank 
him  as  applied  to  local  rates,  will  find  h 
in  his  heart  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  in  dealing  with  this  question  to 
be  a  little  more  liberal  than  the  projxjsals 
suggested  last  year.  It  is  a  question 
undoubtedly  of  paramount  importance — 
it  is  the  only  way  to  settle  this  grave 
and  complex  question.  I  will  only 
venture  to  say  in  conclusion  that  I  am 
sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  litis  again 
taken  tnis  Bill  in  hand  with  the  full  in- 
tention of  jmshing  it  through,  and  I  am 
equally  sure  he  will  give  fair  considera- 
tion t-?  all  fair  and  reasonable  suggestions 
made  in  Cijmmittee,  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment, having  for  the  fifth  time  brought 
a  Tithe  Bill  forward,  will  not  be  satisfied 
until  it  is  passed  with  such  Amend- 
ments as  may  be  found  necessary.  It 
would  be  discreditable  to  the  Govern- 
ment if  this  should  not  be  so,  it  is 
demanded  in  the  interests  of  tithe  ownera 
and  tit  he  payers.  Though  I  do  not  care 
very  much  for  some  parts  of  the  Bill, 
yet  I  believe  it  will  effect  a  necessary 
settlement  in  some  parts  of  the  country, 
and  J  heartily  support  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

*(6,8.)  Mb.  STUART  RENDEL 
(Montgomeryshire) :  I  rise  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  ^  have  given 
notice,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Amendment  commands  the  support 
of  sometiiing  like  seven-eighths  of  the 
Welsh  Ritpresentatives.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  treated  this  particular 
Amendment  as  having  only  an  indirect 
bearing  on  the  Bill  before  the  House,  but 
1  think  the  House  will  admit  it  has  a 
direct  bearing  on  it  from  the  Welsh  point 
of  view.  And  as  the  Bill  is  essentially 
a  Welsh  Bill,  and  is  most  distinctly 
aimed  at  Wales,  I  hope  the  House  will 
extend  some  forbearance  to  Welsli  Mem- 
bers wIjo  desire  to  state  their  case  against 
the  Bill.  One  must  begin  by  making  a 
hackneyed  statement  and  reminding  the 
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House  that  the  Welsh  are  easentiallj  a 
law  -  abiding  jK'ople.  How  is  it  that 
tlie  Welsh  people,  who  have  proved  a 
law-abiding  people  for  so  long,  are  the 
cause  of  this  exceptional  measure  fitand 
iag  m  the  forefront  of  the  Government 
programme,  and  being  brouw-htfigfiin  and 
again  before  tlie  House?  Have  fchere 
been  any  fticts  of  suflGicient  sulidity  to 
show  that  upon  this  question  of  tithe 
tlie  Welsh  people,  vB^ho  by  the  tradition 
of  centuries  claim  the  character  of  a 
law-abiding  people,  to-day  furnish  the 
necessity  and  argument  for  this  Bill? 
If  the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
moment,  I  would  remind  hon.  Members 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put 
the  ease  for  the  Bill  on  the  re- 
sistance to  tho  payment  of  tithe  and 
scenes  of  disjgraceful  violence  in  the 
Principality.  Well,  if  these  scenes  luive 
occurred  in  rare  cases  over  a  very  con- 
siderable period  of  time,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  any  disorder  among  a  few 
irresponsible  persons  has  been  met 
by  the  force  tlie  law  has  at  its  com- 
mand, and  I  do  not  believe  that  it 
is  possible  to  show  from  any  but  a 
partisan  view  any  necessity  for  this 
measure  from  this  cause,  and  this  will 
be  clear  the  moment  the  Government 
take  measures  to  procure  independent 
and  judicial  evidence.  The  Government 
will  find  then  that  the  ease  is  against 
them.  I  appeal  to  the  Attorney  General, 
through  whom,  at  a  very  early  stage,  an 
eminent,  able  magistrate,  Sir  John 
Bridge,  was  sent  into  Wales  in  connec- 
tion with  these  matters.  It  will  be 
mthin  the  recollection  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  Report  uf 
Sir  John  Bridge  was  of  the  most  re- 
assuring charatjter.  Thirty-one  unfortn- 
nate  men  had  been  committed  for  trial  for 
a  breach  of  the  peace,  and  he  advised  the 
Crown  not  to  presn  the  charge  against 
three-fourths  of  these,  and  the  rem.' under 
were  let  o€  with  a  trivial  fine  of  half-a- 
cpown.  Then  I  may  mention  a  still 
more  eminent  judicial  authority — Mr. 
Justice  Field — and  I  would  cite  his 
testimony,  as  it  appears  in  the  report 
of  his  charge  to  tlie  Grand  Jury  at 
the  Assii&ag  in  North  Wales,  in  the 
summer  of  1 889.  It  is  a  toug  way  back, 
but  there  has  l)een  no  disturbance  since 
worth  mucli  notice,  Mr,  Justice  Field 
said  he  was  glad  to  find  that  there  was 
almost  »  total  absence  of  crime  in  the 


country,  and  he  was  happy  to  see  that 
by  a  mixture  of  firmness,  conciliation, 
and  good  sense,  the  majority  of  those 
who  had  refused  to  pay  tithe  had  coma  ( 
round  to  payment,  and  that  only 
small  remnant  indeed  refused  obstinately 
to  obey  the  law.  Though  the  tithe , 
miglit  be  in  some  cases  a  heavy  burden, ' 
it  must  be  met  by  representations  to  the 
Legislature  and  the  Executive,  Then 
the  Judge  went  on  to  express  I 
approval  of  the  course  taken  in  Mont- 
gomeryshire and  followed  in  other 
counties.  This  is  independent,  jndicial, 
and  impartial  evidence,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  met  by  something  more  than 
partisan  evidence  on  the  other  side. 
How  is  it  that  these  disturbances  arose 
at  the  outset  ?  They  began  at  the  lowest 
water-mark  of  agricultural  depression,  | 
and  among  a  set  of  farmers  who  had 
been  diligently  taught  that  tithes  were 
among  the  other  burdens  on  the  land 
which  the  Government  of  the  farmers'  | 
friends  proposed  to  lighten.  They  really 
believed  that  the  tithes  were  as  liable  tj 
reasonable  abatement  in  bad  times  as  rent. 
I  think  Mr.  Justice  Field's  words  gave 
support  for  that  belief.  They  asked 
for  an  abatement  from  such  bodies  as 
Christchurch  College  and  from  the  Kccle-  i 
siustical  Commissioners,  and  this  request  ' 
the  Commissioners  and  the  Christchurch 
College  Authorities  thought  it  their  duty 
to  resist.  Can  we  wonder  that  feeling 
should  have  run  high  in  sucli  a  case  as 
that  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  T 
Their  position  is  this :  they  draw  large 
sums  in  tithe  from  the  Principality,  and  j 
they  are  also  large  land  owners  ;  they 
took  credit  for  the  fact  that  as  land 
owners  they  were  making  an  abatement 
of  12i  per  cent,  on  the  rent,  but  they 
refused  any  abatement  on  the  tithe  on  the 
ground  that  they  gave  more  tithe  to 
Wales  than  they  took  from  the  Princi- 
pality. Now,  a  very  little  consideration 
will  show  that  this  was  adding  insult  to 
injury,  because  the  extra  tithe  so  given 
was  a  subsidy  to  a  Church  Establish- 
ment not  supported  by  the  people,  not 
in  sympathy  with  the  people,  and  there- 
fore the  Welsh  people  had  all  the 
stronger  inducement  to  make  their  law- 
ful protest  against  the  payment  of  this 
particular  tithe,  which  they  did.  This 
it  is  that  constitutes  the  case  for  the  Bill 
— ^this  opposition  in  these  particular 
cases,  opposition  of  an  exceptional  origin. 
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of  a  yery  scattered  character,  wMch 
after  all  has  shown  no  aymptoros  of 
rising  to  a  serious  point,  and  might 
Qow  be  treated  as  practically  obso- 
lete. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
regards  the  Amendment  which  the 
Welsh  Members  were  desirona  of  sub- 
mitting to  the  House  as  not  germane  to 
the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  the  question 
whether  tithe  is  national  property,  does 
not  arise  out  of  anything  in  the  Bill,  I 
can  hardly  understand  how  that  can  be 
maintained,  because  it  would  seem 
that  unless  tithe  be  regarded  as 
public  property,  this  Bill  would  be  an 
extremely  bold  and  audacious  interfe- 
rence with  private  property,  I  can 
hardly  understand  under  what  constitu- 
tional title  except  that  of  tithe  being 
national  property  it  is  competent  for 
Parliament  to  I'emit  a  portion  of  the 
tithe,  i\&  proposed  in  the  third  clause. 
I  should  liave  thought  all  the  many 
dealings  with  tithe  by  Parliament — I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  men- 
tioned there  had  been  1 4  such  dealings 
— I  should  have  thought  these  were  all 
bofied  on  the  admitted  fact  that  tithe  is 
national  property,  and  I  could  hardly 
have  supposed  any  other  contention 
could  be  urged.  The  dealings,  too, 
have  been,  it  appears,  genemlly  or 
nniversally  in  the  interest  of  tithe 
owners.  Well,  such  one-sided  legisla- 
lation  which  even  goes  to  the  extent  of 
of  extinguishing  a  portion  of  the  tithe 
could  certainly  only  be  founded  on  the 
principle  that  tithe  is  admitted  to  be 
national  property.  Talk  of  remission  of 
the  titlie  !  Surely  that  is  a  very  strong 
step  to  take  on  the  part  of  those  who 
have  been  using  such  hard  words  to 
Welshmen  on  the  subject.  We  have 
been  told  we  are  sacrilegious  robbers, 
that  we  are  attacking  the  Ark  of  God 
in  this  matter  :  all  the  bitterness  of  the 
odium  iheologicum  has  been  directed 
against  us,  I  make  bold  to  say  there 
are  no  better  friends  to  the  property  in 
tithe  in  the  House  of  Commons  than  the 
Welsh  members  who  now  object  to  this 
BilL  They  are  genuine  friends  to  property 
in  tithe  ;  and  iif  it  is  supposed  that  this 
is  an  attempt  to  foist  in  indirectly  a 
diaestabiishment  debate  on  the  House,  I 
can  assure  the  Government  that  the 
view  of  Welshmen  is  that  we  should 
proceed     to     disestablishment    not    by 


way  of  disendowment,  but  to  disen- 
dowment  by  way  of  disestablishment. 
Whatever  be  the  fate  of  the  Motion,  we 
shall  not  be  deterred  from  taking  the 
course  we  pursued  when  a  Bill  of  thi& 
nature — I  admit  a  much  more  objection- 
able Bill — was  before  the  House  last 
Sesaion.  We  shall  move  a  preamble  to 
the  Bill*  We  believe  that  the  essential 
foundation  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  is 
that  it  is  national  property,  and  that 
this  property  is  at  the  disposjil  of 
Parliament.  Having  established  that 
principle,  we  shall  not  rest  contented 
until  we  have  realised  our  hopes  an  ~~ 
developed  the  constitutional  position  \ 
Wales  and  her  claims  on  this  property 
We  maintain  you  must  first  give  us  an 
equitable  position  in  the  application  of 
tithe  before  you  attempt  to  tighten  the 
grip  and  to  police  the  property,  before 
you  deeply  wound  the  feelings  of  a 
religious  people  with  a  measure  of  this 
coercive  kind.  Welshmen  believe  this  a 
most  mischievous  measure^  and  we  do 
not  believe  it  will  in  any  degree  remove 
any  of  the  difficulties  Avith  which  the 
CO  I  lection  of  tithe  is  now  accompanied,. 
We  are  satisfied  it  will  aggravate  the 
religious  position,  and  increase  the  social 
schism  in  the  Principality,  You  are 
making  the  W^elsh  clergy  more  than  ever 
the  exclusive  chaplains  of  the  squires, 
driving  them  into  a  mischievous  chiss 
association  with  the  English-speaking 
and  the  larger  landowners^  as  opposed 
to  the  people,  and  this  cjiunot  help  for^ 
ward  the  interests  of  religious  or  social 
progress.  We  think  you  are  running  a 
risk  in  another  dii'cction.  There  are, 
happily  in  Wales  a  very  large  number  of 
freehold  occupiers,  yeomen,  the  strength 
and  bfickbone  of  the  population,  a 
part  of  the  population  which  all  friend 
to  the  Principality  desii*e  to  encourage 
and  protect.  Their  interests  will  suffer 
most  under  this  Bill.  But  besides  taking 
a  part  tliat  will  go  far  to  increase  our 
religious  and  social  difficulties,  we  " 
that  you  are  extending  those  difficulties 
to  the  agrarian  condition  of  Wales,  and 
Wales  is  primarily  an  agricultural 
country.  Statesmen  should  observe  thi^ 
beginning  of  danger,  this  new  source  of 
trouble  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
With  these  views  I  press  my  Amend- 
ment, and  hope  a  Division  will  be 
taken. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leavf*  out  from  thu  word  '  That,* Ho  the  end 
of  the  UuestioDf  m  order  to  add  the  words  **  no 
mettBurti  dealing  with  Tithe  Kent- Charge  will 
be  eatififfltftury  to  the  people  of  Wttl«8  which 
doea  not  rpcognifl*?  th*j  fact  tbut  Tithes  nre 
Nutional  properly,  to  bo  devotod  to  National 
piirpoaes,  Hud  that  the  Tithe  reut-charge  jq 
Walea  ouj^ht  to  be  applied  in  accordance  with 
the  constituliooally  expreawed  wishes  of  the 
^rtjople     of     the    Pritieipality,  •*  —  (.!/>.     Stmrt 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed^  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

♦(6/27,)  Mr,  a  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  K) :  In  seconding  the 
Amendment  I  will  first  say  that  I  think 
the  Gtjvernment  would  have  acted  mor«j 
wisely  and  fairly  if  they  had  allowed 
more  time  to  intervene  before  the  Second 
lieading  stage.  It  was  not  in  aocordance 
with  the  nsnal  practice  that  thi*  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  said  not  a  word  on  in- 
troducing the  Bill,  and  the  Bill  only 
i-eached  us  last  Friday,  so  tliat  tliero  has 
been  no  opportunity  of  consulting  our 
Kjoustituents  or  inviting  an  expression  of 
popubr  opinion.  Of  course  if  the 
Bill  were  the  old  Bill  reintroduced  I 
i^ould  understand  this  proceeding,  but 
the  Bill  from  beginning  to  end  is 
a  new  Bill,  Under  the  circumstancea 
1  can  undei'stand  that  my  hon.  Friends 
who  represent  English  aii^ricuUnml  con- 
stituencies regard  the  Bill  as  a  crude  and 
unsatisfactory  measure.  But  I  approiich 
the  Bill  simply  as  a  Welsh  Member  and 
from  a  Welsh  standprdnt,  for  it  was 
mlmitted  by  the  right  hnn.  Gentleman 
thui  the  origin  of  the  Bill  was  due  to 
*the  scenes  in  Wales.  It  ia,  in  fact,  a  Bill 
to  set  the  Welsh  Church  on  its  legs  by 
^jetting  Welsh  bindlords  and  tenants 
by  the  ears.  Nov\%  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Bill  will  be  more  efiectual  for 
glutting  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales 
nn  its  legs,  Ijecause  it  makes  the  land- 
lords ciil lectors  of  tithes  for  the  clergy. 
1  am  not,  however,  going  into  a 
liisostablishnient  Debate,  whicb  more 
properly  l)elongs  to  the  Moiion  my 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
intends  to  bring  forward;  but^  as  Member 
for  the  county  whiL'h  has  been  specially 
attacked — Denbighshire — ^I  must  enter 
my  protest  iigain.yt  the  calumnies  uttered 
against  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^1/r,  *Siutirt  Mendel 


says  the  Bill  has  been  rendered  neces- 
sary by  certain  deplorable  acts  of  violence 
in  Wales,  and  it  is  said  that  this  is  the 
only  justification  for  the  Bill?  Now,  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  behind 
me  til  at  id  I  these  stories  have  been 
either  gnjssly  exaggerated  or  are  en- 
tirely without  foundation.  The  Welsh 
pecjple  are  justly  proud  of  the  immunity 
of  their  country  from  crime,  and  I  will 
call  the  attention  uf  the  House  to  what 
was  recently  said  by  Mr.  Justice  Vaughan 
Williams  with  regard  to  the  small 
amount  of  crime  in  Wales.  Ke  remarked 
ujxm  the  fjict  that  at  three  assizt^s  in 
Welsh  Countiea  there  was  only  one 
prisoner  for  trial — a  circumstance  to 
which  I  should  think  it  w(juld 
be  very  hard  to  find  a  parallel 
in  England.  Moreover,  the  annals 
of  crime  in  Wales  show  that 
the  amount  of  crime  there  in  projxirtiou 
to  the  population  is  one-half  what  it  is  in 
England,  and  that  the  greater  part  of  that 
crime  is  really  imported  from  other  c<iun- 
triea,  and  yet  in  S[iite  of  all  this  we  find 
these  gross  attacks  made  on  the  char,tcter 
of  the  people.  We  find  them  charged  with 
the  basest  and  meanest  conduct,  and 
there  is  no  epithet  too  strong  for  the 
English  Press  tt>  apply  to  them.  I  will 
give  an  instance  to  sliow  how  baselesj* 
are  their  charges.  Tht'  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph  three  months  ago  brought  a  most 
offensive  charge  against  certain  leading 
membei*8  of  the  impLirtant  body  of 
Welsh  Calvinistic  Methodists.  He 
wtis  reported  to  have  said  that 
at  some  tithe  distraints  a  mock 
celebi*atiou  oi  H*>ly  Communion  was 
actually  carried  out  by  a  dt^acon  of 
that  body.  The  Bishop  afterwards 
corrected  this,  and  said  that  it  had  t>eeii 
done  in  the  presence,  at  id  appirentlj 
with  the  sanction,  of  a  deacon  of  that 
Church,  but,  though  challenged  by 
Major  Godfrey.  Chief  Cimstable  of 
Montgomeryshire,  and  myself,  and  many 
others,  to  give  names  and  dates,  he  baa 
never  done  so.  If  charges  of  this  kind 
are  to  be  made  they  ought  to  be  proved ; 
if  not  true,  it  is  disgmceful  that  they 
should  be  made.  Witli  regard  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  Papi-r,  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  second,  it  exactly  defines 
the  position  of  the  Welsh  people  with  re- 
gard to  tithe.  It  begins  by  saying  that 
tithes  are  natui-al  property.  I  should 
have    thought    that    tliat    is    almost   a 
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trnifim.  Now,  I  am  going  to  qnote  wliat 
ixy  ray  mind  is  one  of  the  hiLrhest,  if  not 
I  he  liighest,  authority  in  th*?  House  on 
this  subject.  The  words  I  am  about  to 
read  were  spoken  by  the  ris^ht  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  the  Debate  on  the  Irish  Church  Bill. 
On  Marc^h  23rd,  1869,  he  said^ 

*"  It  wrts  for  the  nation  that  the  property 
was  given.  It  is  true  it  was  given  to  cor- 
porationB.  Yes:  but  why?  Not  that  they 
might  enjoy  it  as  pri^att)  property,  but  that 
they  might  hold  it  on  coodiMon  of  duty.  They 
were  only  convenient  aymbolH — convenient 
media  for  its  conveyance  from  generation  to 
generation.  The  real  meaning,  acope,  and 
object  was  that  through  them  it  ahould  he 
applied  for  all  time  to  tlae  benefit  of  the  entire 
population  of  the  kingdoiu,  and  thi^  was  a 
natutal  and  intelligent  arrangement  when  the 
entire  nation  was  of  one  faith.  In  proportion 
as  Dissent  and  difference  of  opinion  creep  into 
the  country,  the  foundation  of  the  religious 
EstablislimeDt  so  endowed  comes  to  be  by 
degreea  more  or  less  weakened  and  impaired, 
partly  in  proportion  as  the  number  of  Die  sent  ere 
is  strongs  partly  in  proportion  as  they  are 
disposed^  or  not  disposed,  to  acquiesce  in  the 
eontiniiaoce  of  the  Etitahlishmfent.'* 

Now,  I  ask,  how  are  you  going  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  Nonconformists  in  the 
Principality  are,  or  are  not,  diBpJSfd  to 
acquiesce  in  the  existence  of  the  Estab- 
lialiment?  I  say  there  is  only  one  test  — 
namely,  that  adopted  by  the  ris^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothinn 
three  or  four  mouths  ngo^  in  speaking  on 
the  question  of  Scotch  Discs tablisJiment 
He  said — 

**  My  point  is  this — not  only  that  the  opinion 
of  the  Constitutional  R^^preafintatives  of  Scot- 
land is  in  favour  of  Diststablishmenti  but  that 
it  is  increasingly  in  favour  of  it — that  there  is 
a  regular  and  steady  movement  in  IScotland^  the 
evidence  of  which  cannot  be  miataken,  all  tend- 
ing in  the  same  direction.'* 

What  was  tlmt  evidence  ?  Why,  in 
1886  there  were  24  Scotch  Representa- 
tives in  favour  of  the  Diaestablishment 
of  the  Church  in  Scotland  and  16  against ; 
in  1888  there  were  40  for  it  and  20 
against  it»  and  in  1889  the  numbers  were 
38  to  18^  or,  roughly  speaking,  two  to 
one.  What  is  the  case  in  regard  to 
Disestablishment  in  Wales  ?  People  say 
the  cause  of  Welsh  Disestablishment  is 
not  progressing,  and  I  should  like  to 
apply  the  test  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to 
the  question  whether  this  is  true  or 
not.  I  am  old  enough  to  remember 
when  Mr.  Watkin  Williams  brought  for- 
ward his  Motion  for  Disestablishment  20 


years  ago.  Only  five  Welsh  Members 
were  then  found  to  support  the  Motion, 
whilst  13  voted  against  it,  and  li  did  not 
put  in  an  appearance.  In  1886  the 
numbers  were  24  to  4,  and  what  is  the 
case  now  ?  Why,  we  have  27  Welsh 
M^eml^ers  out  of  30 — 9  out  of  10 — jdedged 
to  support  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Pf'iend  near  me.  Apply  another  test, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Meml^er  for  Mid  Lothian  applied  to  the 
case  of  Scotland.  Speaking  of  the  bye- 
elections,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  since  the  General  Klcc- 
tion  there  had  been  14  bye-elections  in 
Scotland,  and  that,  of  the  Members 
elected,  11  had  been  for  Disestablishment 
and  3  against.  In  Wales  wo  liave  have 
had  six  bye-electious,  and  in  every  case 
the  Member  returned  has  been  favour- 
able to  Disestablishment.  Can  there  be 
any  doubt,  then,  as  to  what  is  the  "  con- 
stitutionally expressed  opinion"  of  the 
people  of  Wales  ?  To  go  back  for  a 
moment  to  the  position  of  the 
Welsh  people,  I  would  say  it 
is  not  surprising  to  find  them  doing  just 
what  the  Quakers  did  in  the  case  of  the 
church  rates. some  30  years  ago,  and  say- 
ing, when  asked  for  tithe,  "You  must 
come  and  take  it  if  you  can."  I  maintain 
that  they  are  not  only  morally  but  legally 
justified  in  taking  up  that  position  ;  of 
course,  I  am  not  sjieaking  of  cases  of 
violence,  which  everybtxly  deplores,  Mr. 
Justice  Wills,  in  a  charge  to  a  grand 
jury  at  Beaumaris  on  the  22  nd 
February,  1888,  said — 

**  If  the  people  said  they  were  unwilling  to 
pay  for  what  they  did  not  like,  and  that  they 
simply  submitted  to  distraints  to  show  their 
protest  against  the  law,  t hoy  would  be  perfectly 
justified  in  doing  so.  As  long  as  they  did  that 
nothing-  could  be  said  against  th^m.  This  was 
the  course  which  had  been  systematically 
carried  out  by  law  teachers.** 

I  think  that  course  a  very  natural  one 
for  tlie  Welsh  farmers  to  pursue,  so  long 
as  thoy  find  that  Parliament  turns  a 
deaf  ear  to  their  appeals.  I  see  the  right 
hot).  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  taking  note."^.  I  admit,  of 
course,  that  all  violence  is  illegal,  but  1 
leave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
answer  this  extract  from  the  charge  o|^ 
Mr,  Justice  Wills,  which  I  have  just  laid 
before  the  House.  In  the  county  of 
Montgomery,  thanks  in  a  great  measure 
to  the  tact  and  judgment  of  the  Chief 
Constable   (Major   Godfrey),   there    l\aa 
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been  no  viulence.  Unfortunately  fcliat 
lias  not  been  the  case  in  the  county 
I  represent,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  whatever  disturbances  have  oc- 
curred have  been  largely  due  to  the  way 
in  which  tlic  tithe  has  been  collected, 
I  have  Siiid  again  and  agaiji,  and  have 
]>een  much -abused  for  it,  that  the  send- 
ing down  of  a  regiment  of  huiisars  nomi- 
niilly  to  protect  the  tithe  collectors  was 
a  great  mistake.  But  I  will  not  say 
more  on  the  subject,  as  I  l>elieve  the 
luattcr  ia  being  considered  by  the 
County  Council  of  Denbighshire,  and 
is,  so  to  speak,  sub  judice.  As  to 
whether  the  Cliurch  in  Wales  should 
lie  diaestublished  or  not,  I  may  say 
that  I  have  here  the  opinion  of  atiother 
great  leader.  This  is  what  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  R<jssendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  the  then 
Leader  of  the  LlberiU  Party,  said — 

**  When  Scotch  opinion,  even  Scotch  Libflral 
opinion,  ia  fully  formed  on  the  BTibject,  then 
the  Liberal  Purty  as  u  whole  will  be  prepared 
te  deul  with  the  question  on  its  merits^  and 
without  referonce  to  any  other  qiieation/* 

The  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  fur  Mid  Lothian,  sap- 
ported  as  it  is  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Rosaendale, 
expresses  the  views  of  the  whole  of  the 
Liberal  aide  of  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion. As  1  say,  I  regret  that  violence 
hiis  occnrred  in  Denbighshire,  but  will 
this  Bill  remedy  the  evil  I  I  believe 
tliat,  so  far  from  remedying  it,  it  will 
only  increase  the  irritation.  From  the 
second  clause  of  the  Bill  it  will  be  seen 
that  before  any  step  can  be  tstken  by  the 
tithe  owner  for  the  purpose  of  recover- 
ing hi.s  tithe  he  will  liave  to  go  to  the 
County  Conrt,  There  will,  in  my  opinion, 
be  demonstrations  when  the  tithe  owner 
brings  his  case  before  the  Court  in  ortier 
to  obtain  his  tithe  ;  for  if  there  is  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  the 
Welsh  farmer  has  a  horror  of  it  is  the 
County  Court,  and  if  there  is  one  thing 
more  than  another  that  is  likely  to 
embitter  the  relations  between  a  Welsh 
parishioner  and  his  vicar,  it  will  be  the 
tliought  that  the  vicar  can  drag  the 
pvrishioner  before  the  County  Court  to 
compid  the  payment  of  tithe.  It  is  said 
tliat  it  will  not  be  the  parson  who  will 
have  recourse  to  the  County  Court,  That 
may  be  so  technically,  Imt  in  the  end 
the  roHult  will  be  the  same.  When  the 
J/n  G\  Oaborne  Moraan 


tithe  owner  has  got  his  judgment  or 
oi^der  there  are  two  processes  provided 
by  the  BilL  If  the  owner  is  also  the 
occupier,  an  oflicer  of  the  Court,  who,  I 
eup|>ose,  will  be  the  bailiff,  is  to  have  the 
powers  for  the  i^covery  of  the  sum  that 
are  conferred  by  the  Tithe  Acts  on  the 
owner  of  the  tithe  I'cnt-charge  for  the 
recovery  of  arrears  of  the  rent-charge. 
Thus  he  will  be  placed  in  exactly  the 
same  position  which  he  occupies  at 
present,  except  that  the  order  will  be 
carried  out  by  an  officer  of  the  Courts 
What  is  gained  by  having  a  double 
judicial  process,  except  that  there  will 
be  two  opportunities  for  the  display  of 
hostility  to  the  imrson? — for  there  i8» 
first  of  all,  the  process  t)f  obtaining  judg- 
ment,  and  then  there  is  the  placing  of 
the  tithepayer  in  the  position  he  at 
present  occupies  in  the  matter  of  re- 
covery. Coming  down  to  the  House  just 
now  I  was  asked  by  a  friend,  **  ^fon 
are  not  going  to  oppose  tliis  Bill  f* 
I  replied  that  I  intended  t<j  opp<_>se  it, 
whereupon  he  said  **  Why  do  that  ?  It 
will  serve  to  create  even  stronger  ilL 
feeling  against  the  clergy,  and  in  that  way 
will  precipitate  disestablishment.'*  In  the 
case  where  the  owner  is  not  the  tithe- 
payer  you  will  have  a  receiver  and  that 
mil  add  enormously  to  the  cost  of  re- 
covery. It  is  said  that  this  measure 
transfers  the  liability  from  the  occupier, 
who  is  generally  a  Nonconformist,  to  the 
owner,  who  is  generally  a  Churchman,  and 
that  it  will  be  found  more  easy  to  get  the 
tithe  from  the  owner  than  the  occupier. 
That  leaves  out  of  sight  the  fact  that  an 
enormously  increasing  number  of  people 
in  Wales  arc  both  owners  and  occupiers. 
There  is  an  immense  number  of  small 
occupying  owners  in  Wales,  and  these 
are  the  men  of  whom  you  have  to  think 
in  regard  to  this  Bill.  But  I  do  not  lind 
any  very  great  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Churchmen,  who  are  ovv^ners,  to  contri- 
bute to  the  maintenance  of  their  own 
clergy.  It  is  shown  in  a  pamphlet,  which 
I  liold  in  my  hand»  that  in  1879  in  the 
dioceses  of  Bangor,  St.  Asaph  anil 
LI  Jill  da  ff,  the  sum  received  in  tithes 
amounted  to  over  £101,000,  wliilst  the 
voluntary  offerings  amounted  to  t»nly 
£4,738 — so  that  for  every  £1  an  incum- 
bent received  from  the  tithe  he  obtained 
something  like  lOd.  from  his  own  con- 
gregation. No  doubt  large  sums  were 
contributed  by  these  congregations  for 
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other  purpost'S^  bnt  the  fact  that  volun- 
tary tifterings  should  have  aunk  so  low  at 
n  time  when  the  clergy  were  in  the  diT^est 
need,  and  when  the  Bishop  of  St,  Asaph 
was  making  ati  appeal  to  the  Entrhfih 
to  support  them,  shows  that  Welsh 
laymen  do  not  set  a  very  high  value 
upon  the  maintenance  of  their  clergy. 
A  great  Conservative  Congress  was 
held  at  Khjl  last  year,  and  an  address 
was  delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
O.  Hamilton).  The  meeting  was  pre- 
ceded by  a  conference,  at  which  one 
gentleman  said  that — 

**  In  Wales  Conaervativea  and  Lilierak  were 
united,  not  in  an  objectioD  to  the  payment  of 
tithps,  hilt  in  ati  objeotion  to  paying'  them  to 
the  present  recipients/' 

I  niay  say  that  this  is  really  the  whole 
cf  the  Bill.  After  about  four  years' 
incubation  this  is  the  Bill  that  is 
bronght  forth  by  the  Conservative 
Party.  We  on  this  side  are  willing  to 
wait.  We  know  that  Welsh  Disestablish- 
ment has  now  been  adopted  as  a  plank  in 
the  platform  of  the  great  Liberal  Party, 
But  what  are  we  to  say  of  a  Govern- 
ment which  J  after  five  attempts  to  deal 
with  the  qiiestion,  produces  a  measure 
of  which  the  very  best  that  can  be  said 
is  that  it  combines  the  maximum  of 
irritation  with  the  minmum  of  effi- 
ciency 1 
•(6.56.)  CoLOTTCL  C0ENWALLI8 
WEST  (Denbigh,  W.)  i  I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  my  right  hon.  Friend  through 
the  rather  discursive  speech  he  has  just 
addressed  to  the  House.  I  ara  rather 
inclined  to  make  no  reference  whatever 
to  the  question  of  the  Disestablishment 
tif  the  Welsh  Church,  not  because  I  do 
not  realise  the  fact  that  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  Widish  people  are  in  favour 
of  Diaesta,blishmcnt,  but  bwause  I 
cannot  see  how  it  is  possible  to  import 
into  a  Bill  of  this  character  any  such 
large  question  tvs  tliut  of  Disestablish- 
ment. This  Bill  is  required,  to  a 
-considerable  extent,  to  put  an  end 
to  a  condition  of  things  which  has 
brought  diserace  on  the  Principality. 
Where  my  right  hon.  Friends  were 
during  the  months  of  August  and  Sep- 
teirber  this  year  I  do  not  know.  All  I 
can  say  is  that  I  was  residing  in  Wales, 
and  that  within  a  very  few  miles 
of  my  house  serious  disturbances  took 
place.     I  was  not  actually  present,  but 


saw  the  magistrates  on  their  return  from 
otie  of  the  distraint  sales»  and  had  an 
opportunity  of  hearing  from  their  own 
lips  eiactl}^  what  took  place.  They 
were  honourable  gentlemen,  and  men 
who  were  not  likely  to  exaggerate,  and 
they  led  me  to  believe  that  which  I  now 
most  distinctly  state,  namely,  that  unless 
the  military  had  accompanied  them  to 
the  distraint  sale  there  would  have  been 
not  only  a  serious  riot  but  bloodshed.  It 
is  no  use  rainimising  facts.  The  fact  is 
that  the  Welsh  people  have  been  stirred  up 
by  a  society  called  the  Anti-tithe  League 
until  they  consider  it  obligatory  to 
assemble  in  large  numl3ers  in  order  to 
assist  the  farmers  in  their  pratest  against 
the  paj-ment  of  tithes  If  they  had 
simply  protested  and  acted  in  a  peace- 
able way  as  the  Quakers  did  I  should 
have  nothing  to  say  to  it.  They  have 
their  own  conscientious^  religious  views, 
and  I  think  they  would  have  been  justi- 
fied from  their  own  point  <»f  view. 
But  when  'the  Ant i  tithe  League  in- 
sifcsted  on  large  crowds  assembling  to 
the  di.s tress  of  every  right-minded  man 
in  the  neighbcmrhood,  it  is  really  ridi- 
culous t<i  tell  us  it  was  wrong  to  summon 
the  military  or  to  take  such  steps  as 
were  necessary  for  the  aid  of  the  civil 
power.  I  know  what  great  difficulty 
there  is  in  convincing  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends  that  the  Welsh  people — law- 
abiding  avS  they  are — could  have  been  in 
such  a  state  of  excitement  as  to 
warrant  the  calling  out  of  troops, 
I  can  only  say  that  I  believe  the  Chief 
Constable,  upon  whom  we  have  heard 
animadversions  this  evening,  is  a  man 
of  discretion  and  judgment,  and  tha( 
what  he  did  in  advising  the  magistrates^ 
to  summon  the  military  was  no  more 
than  his  duty,  and  what  he  was  Ixiund  to 
do.  Wiien  that  officer  is  compared  with 
another  Chief  Const^ible  in  a  different 
part  of  the  Principality  it  musf  lie 
remembered  that  the  Chief  Constal>le  in 
Denbighshire  is  in  a  very  different 
position.  Mr.  Gee  is  at  the  present 
moment  actually  sitting  on  on  Inquiry 
instituted  xii  the  instigation  of  the  Joint 
Police  Committee  under  a  protest  from 
the  minority  ;  hut,  at  any  rate,  there  is  an 
inquiry  going  on  which  is  of  a  most 
unsatisfactory  character.  The  Chairman, 
the  Treasurer,  the  President,  and  severjil 
members  of  the  An ti- tithe  LeaL'ue  are 
now  actually  conducting  an  inquiry  into 
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the  necessity  of  cijllur^  out  the  military 
SDme  four  or  fivt?  moaths  ag'o,  and 
they  will,  probably,  report  thiit  there 
was  no  occasion  for  the  course  then 
adopted.  From  all  I  hare  seen  in  the 
Preaa  and  heard  about  the  matter,  I  think 
it  will  be  clearly  shown  that  ihere  was 
<»cca8ion  for  the  step  thus  taken,  and 
that  the  justices  were  not  in  the  wrong 
in  having  called  out  the  military. 
Indeed,  I  think  they  did  the  best  thing 
they  could  have  done  when,  acting  under 
the  adv^ice  of  the  Chief  Constable,  they 
summoned  a  troop  of  hussars,  whose 
presence  enabled  them  tj  ensure  the 
collection  of  tithea  in  a  peaceable  way, 
I  am  a  landowner  myself,  and  1  have 
friends  in  the  same  position  who  have 
told  me  what  I  believe  to  be  the  case, 
namely,  that  the  Welsh  tenant-furmers 
will  be  only  too  thankful  when  this 
question  has  been  set  at  rest  by  directing 
payment  of  the  tithes  by  the  landlords 
instead  of  as  at  present  by  the  occupiers. 
I,  therefore,  look  upon  this  Bill  as  a 
means  of  preventing  in  the  future  the 
sort  of  friction  which  htis  taken  place  in 
the  poet,  consequent  to  a  certain  extent 
on  the  conscientious  convictions,  and  to  a 
certain  extent  also  on  the  great  ignor 
ance,  of  the  tenant-farmers  as  to  the 
payment  of  tithes,  I  do  sincerely  think 
there  are  many  who  believed  that  by 
protesting  in  the  way  they  did  against 
the  payment  of  tithes,  that  payment 
would  altogether  cease.  When  they 
discovered  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
everybody  to  make  the  payment  still 
more  secure,  and  that  they  would  have 
to  pay  under  any  circumstances,  things 
quieted  down,  so  that  at  the  present 
moment,  in  the  greater  part  of  the 
Principality,  the  tithe  is  being  collected 
with  comparative  ease.  Although  this  is 
undoubtedly  the  fact,  it  is,  at  the  same 
time,  perfectly  true  that  within  the  last 
four  months  t  lie  re  have  been  very  serious 
disturbances  in  the  Principality  arising 
out  of  this  question.  With  rei^ard  to 
the  Rill  before  the  Honse»  I  must  con- 
fess that  personally  I  am  disappointed 
that  it  has  not  been  found  possible  to 
persevere  with  the  Redemption  Clauses 
of  the  old  Bill,  bec^iuse  1  believe  they 
would  have  effected  one  of  the  most 
valuable  changes  that  could  be  brought 
about,  inasmuch  as  there  are,  at  the 
present  moment  in  Wales,  a  large 
number  of  freeholders  whom  this  Bill 
Colof^el  CortiwalHs  West 


will  not  tcmeh-  It  would,  I  think,  be 
a  must  desii*able  thing,  in  order  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  trouble  we  have  lately  been 
in,  that  a  measure  of  tithe  redemption 
should  be  introduced.  I  may  aa  well 
add  that,  not  only  has  there  been  great 
indisposition  as  to  the  payment  of  tithen 
to  the  ecclesiastical  owners,  but  also  a 
very  strong  indisposition  to  pay  tithe  at 
all,  either  to  schools,  charities,  or  to  any 
other  institution.  And  it  is  the  opinion 
of  almost  everybody  connected  with  the 
schools  and  charities  in  Wales  that,  if  the 
tithe  agitation  had  gone  on  for  any  great 
length  of  time,  the  probability  is  that 
the  property  in  tithes  in  Wales  would 
have  entirely  lapsed  and  been  lost  to  the 
people.  We  look  forward,  at  least  some 
of  us  look  forward — for  I  do  not  aay 
that  individually  I  should  care  to  see  the 
whole  of  the  tithes  diverted  from  the  uses 
to  which  they  are  now  put — but  at  any 
rate  there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  the 
Principality  in  favour  of  using  the  tithep 
for  some  really  national  purpose.  When- 
ever that  time  does  come,  we  shall  have- 
the  property  intact,  whereas,  if  thia  kind 
of  agitation  does  go  on  a  little  longer. 
my  firm  conviction  is,  notwithstanding 
what  has  been  said  byotherhon.  Members, 
that  this  property  in  tithes  would  be- 
seriously  jeopardized,  if  not  lost  altogether  ^ 
80  far  as  the  Principality  is  concerned, 

•(7,21.)  Mr,  ABEL  THOMAS  (Carmar- 
then,  E.) :  I  cannot  endorse  the  views  of 
the  hon.  MembtT  who  has  just  sat  down, 
and  should  lie  sorry  to  think  that  the 
views  he  has  enunciated  were  in  any 
way  a  reflection  of  the  views  held  by  my 
constituents  or  the  people  of  that  part  of 
Wales  from  which  I  come,  I  am  glad 
to  be  able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  An ti- tithe  League,  as  far  as 
South  Wales  ia  concerned,  lias  practically 
not  had  very  much  life  in  the  matter  of 
the  collection  of  tithes.  It  has  never 
interfered  with  the  collection  of  tithes  in 
any  way,  and  I  challenge  any  hon. 
Member  to  show  a  single  instance  in 
which  there  has  been  any  commotion 
arising  out  of  the  collection  of  tithes 
where  the  Anti-Tithe  League  have  inter- 
fered. The  only  reason  why  there  haft 
been  any  commotion  at  all  in  regard  to 
the  collection  of  tithe  is  that  among  the 
Welsh  people  there  is,  and  always  has. 
been,  a  wide-spread  feeling  of  dissatis- 
faction at  being  compelled  to  pay  titbe 
for  the  support  of  a  Church  the  doctrines 
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of  wJiicli   they  do  not  approve.     It  1ms 
been  snid  by  the  lion.  Member  who  h»a 
just     spoken     that     the     collection     of 
tithe   in  Wales   has   now  become  easy, 
and    if    he    be    right,    as    I    sincerely 
hope   he   is,    and    if    the    Government 
accept    his     view    of    the     c^se,    then 
I  say  the  whole  groundwork  on  which 
this  Bill  is  based  is  completely  cut  away. 
It  seems  Ik  me  that  tlie  main  reason  for 
bringing  forward  this  Bill    during    the 
present   Session  is   the   discontent  tliat 
exists    in  the  Principality,  and  nothing 
else.     It    has   been    introduced   because 
of  the  riotous  proceedings  that  have  taken 
place  in  Wales  where  the  tithe  has  been 
oompulflorily  collected,  and  I  fcrast  that 
the  hoe.  Meml>er  who  lias  just  odd reased 
us  will  concur  with  nearly  the  whole  of 
the   Members   for    the   Principality    in 
voting  against  the  Government  on  this 
measure*     I  am  not  going  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  iov  Montgomeryshire  (Mr. 
S.  Rendel)  in  the  reasons  he  has  assigned 
for  believing    the  tithe   to   be    national 
property.     It    seems    to    me   that   after 
what  he  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
East  Denbighsliire  (Mr,  G.  0.  Morgan) 
has  said,  our  opinions  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have   been  fully  ventilated.     We 
have  also  had  the  opinion  of  the  Member 
for  West  Denbighshire  (Mr.  C.  West)  in 
our  favour,  l:>ecause  he  believes  that  the 
tithe    is    the    pro[terty   of    the    nation. 
Assuming  that  that  is  the  case,  I  really 
cannot   see    how    the    Gnveniment    can 
possibly   do   anything   except   bring   in 
such  a  Bill  as  is  suggested  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  my   hon.   Friend  {Mr.  Rendel), 
recognising    the    fact    that    the    tithes 
belong  to  the  nation*     If  the  tithes  be 
national  propertj',  it  should  most  certainly 
be  used  for  national  purposes,  and  it  may 
be   that  it  is,  to  .some  extent,  being  used 
for  national  [inrposes  in  England.     That, 
however,  does  not  concern  my  argument 
to-night.     It   is    very   certain    that    the 
tithe  is  not  being  used  at  the   present 
moment  ft>r  national  purposes  in  Wales. 
The    Church    of    England    is    not    the 
National  Cliurch  in   Wales  at  any  rate, 
and  I  think  I  am   far  below  the  mark 
when    1    say   that   notwithstanding    all 
the  taunts  which  have  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  relative  numbers  of  Non- 
conformists and  Chun3hmen  in  the  Prie- 
cipality,  there  cfin  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  there  are  at  least    three  Noncon- 
formist.^ to  every  Churchman.     I  do  not 


think  anyone  will  be  prepared  to  chal- 
letige  this  statement,  namely,  that  three 
out  of  every  four  persons  in  Wales  art* 
Nonconformists,   and    not   Churchmen. 
[CHe8  of  **  No  !  "  mid  »'  More  ! "]     I  am 
satisfied   with  the  three  to  one,  and  I 
will  go    a  step   further.      The    way  in 
which    even    so    large    a    number     of 
Churchmen  is  got  at  is  by  taking  the 
towns  into  con sidenit ion.     The  strength 
of  the  Church  in  Wales  is    not  in  the 
country    districts,    but    in    the    towns, 
!  Wlierever  you  go  into  the  Welsh  speak- 
ing districts  of  the  Princiimlity,  you  will  ^ 
find  the   strength  of   the  Church  Party 
lies  in  the  towns,  and  that  in  the  rural 
di-stricts  the  Church  is  nowhere  in  point 
of  numbers.     The  reason  I  mention  this 
is   because    tithe    is    not    paid    in    the 
towns,    whereas   it    is    exacted  in   the 
country.      This    measure   is  one  which 
will  affect  not  the  people   living  in  the 
towns,  but  those  residing  in  the  country, 
and  I  submit  that  in  the  rural  districts 
of  Wales  there  are  cIo.se  upon  six  tithe- 
payers  attending  Chapel  to  one  attending 
Church.      If    the    tithe    be     intended 
for    national    purposes,    it    should    be 
devoted  to  the  good  of  the  six  rather 
than  for  the  benefit  of  the  one,  say  for 
purposes  of  education,  and  objects  of  that 
kind,  certainly  not  for  the  teaching  of 
doctrines  which  to  the   Nonconformists 
appear  to  be  entirely  wrong.     The  only 
other    point    on    which   I    wish    to   say 
a   word   in  regard   to  this  part   of  the 
controversy  is  tbis :  we  in  Wales  have 
shown  our  discontent   with   the  present 
state  of    things.     In  scores  of  pfirishes 
in     Wales     the     tithes     are     collected 
in   places    where    no    service    is   held 
in     the      parish     church,      or     where 
the  parish  church  is  in  ruins  and  there- 
is  not  a  single  inhabitant  attending  the 
Church    Service.     In    hundreds    of  in- 
stances, out  of  300  or  300  inhabitjmts  of 
the  parish,  there  are  only   six  or  seven 
who     attend     the     so-called     National 
Churchy    so     that    you    have     property 
belonging  to  the  natioTi  being  devoted  to 
the  benefit  of  a  very  small  portion  of  the 
people  against  the   direct  wishes  of  the 
vast    majority  of   the    population.     We 
are  told  that  there  should  be  no  riots  in 
the  collection  of  tithes  and  no  discontent 
on  the  part  of  the  Welsh   people,  and  I 
quite   agree  that    whenever  there  is   a 
case    of   assaulting   a   bailiff   and  other 
officers  sent  to  collect  the  tithe  it  is  a  sad 
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ihing  that  such  prDceedings  slitmld  take 
plaee,  We  know  that  tlitfne  things  do 
liappen  occasionally  ;  but  let  me  put  this 
question  ;  Snpposo  that  instead  of  being 
paid  to  the  National  Churcb  tbe  tithe 
were  paid  to  the  Baptist  denomination, 
and  the  farmers  paying  the  tithe  were 
all  Churchmen,  what  would  Churchmen 
generally  say  under  such  circumstances? 
I  venture  to  think  that  there  would 
be  even  more  discontents  and  that  that 
discontent  would  bo  exhibited  in  a  more 
striking  way  than  it  is  at  the  present 
moment.  It  is  of  no  use  tinkering  with 
this  measure.  You  are  only  hiding  your 
heads  in  the  sand.  You  are  now  only 
putting  a  buffer  between  the  clergyman 
and  the  tithepayer.  The  tenant  knows 
perfectly  well  that  in  consequence  of 
the  Commutation  Act  liis  sheaf  of  core 
will  still  gi\  ulthouj^h  it  will  he  paid  to 
the  landlord  instead  of  the  t.enant.  Do 
you  imagine  that,  because  the  tithe  is  no 
longer  paid  to  the  olergyman  but  to  the 
landlord,  tliat  you  are  going  to  satisfy  a 
rational  or  1 1  linking  people  1  It  aeuma 
to  me  absurd.  You  cannot  satisfy  them 
in  that  way.  The  only  way  to  satisfy 
them  is  to  nationalise  the  tithe,  and 
apply  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  at 
large.  I  am  sure  we  liave  he  hind  us 
the  vast  majority  of  our  constituents  an  p- 
porting  us  in  voting  for  this  Amendment, 
and  I  trust  that  in  time  both  sides  of 
the  House  will  be  fuuud  insisting  in 
devoting  the  tithe  to  the  purposes  to 
which  it  should  have  been  applied  many 
years  ago. 
•(7.170  Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford, 
B.)  :  Sii",  had  it  not  been  for  the  speeches 
iif  the  right  hon.  Gentlenian  and  hon. 
Members  opposite,  I  should  not  have 
intervened  in  this  Debate.  Their  remarks, 
I  think,  were  not  germane  to  this  Bill, 
seeing  that  they  introduced  wider  issues 
relating  to  the  Disestablitihment  of  the 
Church  in  Wales,  When  we  have  a  direct 
Bill  or  Motion  on  that  subject  before  us 
we  shall  not  be  slow  to  deal  with  it  in  a 
fitting  fashion.  Bnt  this  present  measure 
is  of  an  eminently  simple  and  business- 
like ehjiracter,  intended  to  deal  with 
certain  hical  difficulties,  which »  owing  to 
the  conduct  of  agitators  and  the  vernacu- 
lar Press,  have  been  caused  in  Wales. 
We  strongly  object  to  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  by  piecemeal.  W©  are 
prepared,  I  repeat,  to  deal  with  Dis- 
establishment when  that  question  19  pro- 
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perly  form  u  hi  ted  before  the  House,  but 
wc  decline  now  to  go  beyond  the  limits  o 
the  Bill  before  us.  I  think  we  have 
cause  to  cojnplain  of  the  tactics  of  agita- 
tors in  Wales,  who  have  selected  as  the 
object  of  their  attacks  persons  who  are 
the  least  able  to  resist  thera,  I  maintain 
that  no  more  cowardly  agitation  has  ever 
been  set  on  f<X)t  than  the  agitation 
directed  against  the  jjoor  clergy  of  North 
Wales.  I  am  in  possession  of  consider- 
able information  from  that  part  of  the 
country*  It  shows  that  in  a  huge 
number  of  cases,  owing  to  the  inspira- 
tion of  the  vernacular  Press  and  the 
unscnipulousnesB  of  agitators,  many  of 
the  poorest  clergymen,  with  their 
families^  have  been  deprived  of  the  com- 
mon necesssiries  of  life,  and  not  only 
that,  but  tliey  have  been  assailed  with 
the  foulest  abuse.  The  services  of  their 
Church  have  been  mocked,  and  unmen- 
tionable things  have  been  done  with 
regard  to  matt«rs  held  most  sacred  by 
Church  men.  Because  these  poor  clergy- 
men have  resorted  to  the  only  means 
they  possess  to  recover  that  which  is  due 
to  them,  they  have  even  been  assailed 
with  physical  weapons,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  assailants  have  l>een  inspii-e*! 
by  men  who  should  be  leaders  of  the 
people  in  right  things,  but  who  unfortu- 
nately ti>o  often  lead  them  into  evil 
courses.  As  an  insbmce  of  the  oppression 
of  the  poor  clergy,  let  me  quote  a  few 
figures  regarding  the  ha!f-do2en  parishes 
in  the  archdeaconry  of  Cardigan,  These 
figures  show  a  bad  state  of  things,  but  T 
believe  the  position  lia^  become  worse 
atnce  the  time  to  which  they  refer*  In 
the  parish  of  Whitechurch  the  present 
value  of  the  tithe  is  XI 09,  and  thr 
amount  of  arrears  is  =£171  ;  Troedyraur 
£239  I3s.  2|d.,  arrears  £501  ;  Penbryn. 
£269  68,  6Jd,,  arrears  £238  ;  Kilrhedyiu  ' 
£295  5a,  7jd,,  arrears  £258;  Llanfyr- 
nach,  £192  16s.  5Jd.,  arrears  £321  ; 
Bridolh  £140  10s,  4Jd.,  arrears  £249, 
This,  then,  is  the  justitication  of  Her 
Majesty*a  Government  for  the  present  | 
Bill,  By  its  proposals  the  poor  clergyman 
will  not  require  to  set  that  cumbrous 
machinery  of  distraint  in  motion  which 
has  enabled  the  anti-Church  agitator 
to  raise  popular  feeling  against  the 
clergy.  By  the  Bill  resort  may  be  hatl 
to  the  simple  and  prosaic  machinery 
of  the  County  Court ;  and  I  venture  to  ' 
predict  that  within  12  months  from  the 
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passing  of  this  Bill  little  will  be  found 
for  the  County  Court  to  do  in  regard  to 
it,  and  that  the  tithe  will  be  paid 
regularly,  fully,  and  freely.  I  do  not  un- 
derstand why  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  object  to  that  being  the  case. 
What  is  their  main  argument  at  the 
present  time  7  That  tithe  is  not  an 
exclusive  property,  belonging  not  to  a 
religious  body  for  religious  purposes,  but 
to  the  nation  for  national  purposes.  Of 
course,  that  is  a  proposition  which  we 
on  this  side  are  prepared  to  deny  and 
to  traverse  in  every  particular  and 
detail.  From  their  own  point  of  view, 
however,  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
interested  in  maintaining  this  property 
in  its  integrity,  and  in  seeing  that  it 
is  not  wasted.  In  maintaining  the 
corpus  of  the  property  unimpaired 
we  are  with  them,  and  this  Bill  will 
effect  that  object.  I  trust  that  it 
will  be  passed  into  law.  I  can  assure 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  among 
the  clergy,  and  the  poorer  clergy 
in  particular,  this  Bill  is  being  hailed 
as  a  measure  of  justice,  of  policy, 
and  of  relief ;  and  if  any  other 
argument  were  needed  to  show 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
on  the  right  course,  it  would  be 
found  in  the  violent  opposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hon.  Members 
opposite. 

•(7.27.)  Me.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire,  Eifion)  :  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker,  it  is  rather  extraordinary  that 
the  only  Member  on  the  other  side  who 
should  criticise  our  action  is  one  who 
represents  a  constituency  in  the  North- 
East  of  England,  who  knows  nothing 
of  Wales  except  what  information  he 
derives  at  secondhand  from  interested 
and  partisan  sources.  No  attempt  has 
been  made  by  the  Minister  of  the' Crown 
in  introducing  either  the  present  or  pre- 
vious Bills  to  give  any  authentic  details 
respecting  its  necessity*  There  has  been 
a  general  reference  to  the  deplorable 
.disturbances  in  Wales,  and  the  wide- 
spread resistance  to  the  tithe  in  Wales. 
No  official  attempt  has  ever  been  made 
to  show  the  exact  limit  and  extent  of  these 
occurrences,  and  if  any  such  attempt 
had  been  made  by  authentic  official 
Returns  they  would  have  shown  that 
-the  House  has  been  utterly  bamboozled 
with  respect  to  them.  There  should  be 
jBome  relation  between  the  remedy  and 
the   extent  of  the  evil  to  be  rectified. 
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How  does  the  matter  stand?  It  is 
admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  the  Bill  that  the 
measure  is  largely  due  to  what  has 
occurred  in  Wales.  But  this  Bill 
extends  to  the  whole  of  England,  and 
totally  alters  the  method  by  which  tithe 
is  to  be  recovered,  and  dislocates  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
throughout  all  England  and  Wales, 
and  all  this  is  done  because  of  cer- 
tain disturbances  in  Wales.  To  what 
extent  did  those  disturbances  pre- 
vail? There  is  absolutely  no  data  be- 
fore the  House  to  show  that,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  compelled  to 
rely  on  general  statements.  There  is 
nothing  to  show  that  the  difficulty  was 
in  any  way  widespread.  I  am  a 
Member  for  a  County  Division,  and 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  in  the 
County  of  Carnarvon  difficulty  arose 
in  only  two  or  three  parishes,  and  the 
same  may  be  said  of  the  County  of 
Anglesey.  If  there  were  more  cases, 
certainly  they  were  not  so  violent  as  to 
impress  themselves  on  my  memory.  I 
am  aware  that  in  the  Counties  of  Den- 
bigh, Montgomery,  and  Flint  resistance 
to  the  tithe  has  been  more  extensive  ; 
but,  still,  even  if  Returns  as  to  those 
counties  were  obtained,  I  venture  •  to 
think  it  would  be  found  that  the  area  of 
disturbance  was  astonishingly  small,  and 
English  landlords  would  be  disgusted  on 
finding  that  they  had  been  led  to  support 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  through  difficulties  so 
limited  in  character  and  extent.  When 
Ministers  propose  an  important  Bill  of 
this  kind  they  ought  to  be  able  to  prove 
something  more  than  that  there  has  been 
disturbance  in  a  particular  locality ;  they 
ought,  at  any  rate,  to  show  that  unless 
the  law  was  altered  the  disturbance  was 
likely  to  become  permanent.  Yet  they 
have  not  attemped  to  show  that.  Those 
who  have  studied  the  question  know  that 
the  disturbance  has  arisen  from  a  com- 
bination of  two  circumstances,  the  first 
of  which  is  that  the  entire  tithe  in 
Wales  is  used  not  as  national  property 
should  be,  but  for  the  benefit  of  only  a 
small  proportion  of  the  population.  The 
second  circumstance  is  the  agricultural 
depression.  Neither  of  these  causes  would 
alone  have  been  sufficient  to  cause  the 
disturbance.  The  appropriation  of  tithe 
to  sectarian  purposes  prevailed  long 
before  this  difficulty  arose,  and,  there- 
fore, that  cannot  by  itself  be  said  to  h^ 
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life  ?  Let  me  take  a  concrete  example  and 
put  it  before  the  right  hon»  Gtmtleman, 
Su[>i)03uig  that  aiijacent  ti:»  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  owti  property  is  the  property 
of,  say,  Mr.  Jones,  who  owns  the  tithea 
of  the  parish,  be  or  his  father  having 
purchased  them,  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  advise  the  House  that 
the  tithes  thus  purchased  are  public  pro- 
perty that  may  be  confiscated  without 
compensation,  tirwitb  only  compensation 
to  the  present  owners,  as  if  they  were 
only  tenants  for  life?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  instanced  tire  case  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  said  that  was  the  principle 
upon  which  the  disendowment  of  tliat 
Church  wont.  Does  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  that  the  lay  impro- 
priators are,  by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature, 
to  be  suddenly  turned  into  tenants  for 
life?  It  seems  to  me  that  to  state  the 
proposition  iu  that  bare  form  is  to  show 
its  absurdity,  or  rather  its  injustice. 

♦Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAK  :  The 
case  of  the  lay  impropriators  was  spe- 
cially provided  for  by  the  Irish  Act, 
and  what  I  wanted  to  show  was  that 
our  demand  oould  be  met  in  the  same 
way. 

•SiH  R.  LETHBRIDGE  :  I  will  take 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
from  another  point  of  view.  He  seems 
to  avoid  the  point  as  to  the  lay  impro- 
priators ;  but  I  am  ready  to  meet  him  as 
to  those  cases  where  the  tithe  is  attached 
to  the  ecclesiastical  service  of  the  parish. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Genth+man  ask  that 
the  tithe  should  be  confiscated  without 
compensation?  Probably  he  will  say, 
"  No ;  I  would  treat  the  present  owner 
as  if  he  wore  a  life  tenant,  and  give  him 
compensation  for  his  life -interest,  but  in 
the  future  I  will  take  away  the  tithe 
from  its  present  allocation,"  Then  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  he  deal  in  the  same  manner  with 
the  Trust  Funds  of  the  various  Noncon- 
formist bodies  throughout  this  Kingdom? 
He  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  there  are 
a  large  number  of  cases  throughout  the 
Kingdom^ — such  as  those  of  Wesleyan 
chapels  and  Baptist  chapels — where  the 
fee-simple  is  held  in  trust  for  certain 
uses — uses  which  as  a  Churchman  I 
honour  as  much  as  I  do  those  that  are 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Esttihlished  Church 
of  England.  I  would  stand  up  in 
defence  of  any  such  trust  as  that, 
and  against  the  Legislature  attempt- 
ing^  ia  timper  with  it.  I  think  it  is 
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only  fair,  then,  for  a  Churchman  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  why  be 
applies  t<:»  a  Trust  Fund  connected  with 
the  ecclesiastical  service  of  the  Church 
of  England  arguments  which  he  would 
not  apply  to  the  Trust  Funds , of  ^Noncon- 
formist places  of  worship?  I  turn  now 
to  another  alignment  adduced  this 
evening  as  to  why  we  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  tampering  with  tithes,  I 
refer  to  the  suggestion  that  because 
landlords  throughout  England  have  more 
or  less  been  ^compelled  by  the  stress  of 
circumstances  to  make  terms  with  their 
tenants  and  to  lower  their  rents,  tithe 
owners  ought  to  do  the  same.  Of  course, 
it  will  be  obvious  that  the  automatic 
operation  of  tithe  averages  does  to  some 
extent  deal  with  tithe  in  this  manner, 
but  I  would  also  point  out  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  tiike  up  that  position  that  the 
present  Bill  deals  with  exceptional 
cases,  where  the  tithe  exceeds  a 
certain  proportion  of  the  value  of  the 
land.  I  should  like  to  note,  in  passing, 
that  perhaps  tlie  strongest  argument 
addressed  to  the  House  this  afternoon 
with  regard  to  the  geneml  question  of 
the  tithe  being  national  property  is  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  when  he  said — 

''  The  GoverDinent  are  now  acknowledging 
this  priaoiple,  because  in  certain  circa mstancefi 
they  propose  to  nbolish  the  tithe  where  it 
amounts  to  two-thirds  of  the  value  of  the 
lund  ** 

It  seems  to  me,  hf>wever,  that  the  answer 
to  that  argument  is  obvious.  Great  and 
exceptional  cases  of  difficulty  and  dis- 
tress ought  to  be  met  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  an  exceptional  manner*  but 
that  ought  not  to  be  made  an  argument 
for  establishing  any  such  monstrous  pro- 
position as  that  to  which  the  House  ia 
asked  to  njssent  this  afternoon.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr,  C. 
W.  Gray)  is  anxious  to  make  the  limit  at 
which  the  tithe  sliall  cease  to  be  levied 
a  half  instead  of  a  two-thirds  limit.  The 
matter  is  one  which  clearly  admita  of 
argument.  There  is  no  magic  virtue 
whatever  about  the  two- thirds.  I  would 
point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend,  however, 
withnut  insisting  that  his  view  is  a  wrong 
oue,  that  tithe  payers,  like  the  rest  of  the 
community,  .should  bear  in  mind  that  it 
is  a  dangerous  thing  to  tiraper  with 
what  are  distinct  rights  of  property  in 
this  matter.  It  seems  to  me  that  exactly 
the   same  arguments   will  hereafter  be 
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used  with  regard  to  the  property  of  the 
landowners  themselves,  and  the  property 
of  other  capitalists,  and  with  regard  to 
property  generally.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maldon  will  take 
this  point  into  his  careful  consideration, 
and  I  think  he  and  his  friends  will  be 
well  advised  if  they  do  not  press  their 
views  too  strongly  in  this  House.  We 
have  been  referred  to  the  charge  of  a 
distinguished  Judge,  and  have  been  told 
that  the  action  of  the  Quakers  in  resisting 
various  demands  made  upon  them  which 
fchey  regarded  as  unjustifiable  is  a  sort  of 
precedent  for  the  deplorable  scenes  that 
have  been  enacted  in  Wales  in  resisting 
distraint  for  tithe.  The  justice  of  the 
application  of  that  analogy  entirely  de- 
pends on  the  question  whether  the  resist- 
ance to  the  tithe  was  a  violent  one  or  the 
contrary ;  whether  it  was  carried  out  in 
opposition  to  the  law,  or  whether  those 
who  made  it  submitted  at  once  and  fully 
to  the  operation  of  the  law,  only  entering 
a  peaceful  protest.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  the  accounts  in  the  papers  and  what 
we  hear  from  our  friends  in  Wales  seem 
to  me  to  show  that  this  has  been  any- 
thing but  the  case,  and  that  resistance 
has  been  often  stirred  up  by  unprincipled 
tigitators,  who  have  induced  ignorant 
farmers  to  believe  that  they  could  ob- 
tain a  remission  of  unjust  taxation  if 
they  only  agitated  against  it.  Before  I 
conclude  I  should  like  to  say  I  regret  with 
some  of  those  who  have  spoken  to-night 
I  hat  it  has  been  found  necessary  for  the 
(iovernment  to  drop  those  clauses  of  the 
old  Bill  which  referred  to  redemption. 
I  should  like  to  see  the  whole  question 
of  tithes  dealt  with,  and  I  think  that  tithe 
owners  as  well  as  tithepayers  recognise 
that  it  would  be  impossible  ultimately  to 
obtain  a  final  settlement  of  this  question 
without  devising  some  equitable  mode 
for  redemption.  But  I  am  well  satisfied 
that  the  Government  have  done  what 
they  have  done  in  order  to  deal  with  the 
most  flagrant  aspects  of  this  burning 
question.  I  believe  that  the  transfer- 
ence of  the  liability  for  the  tithe  from 
the  occupier  to  the  owner  and  the  change 
made  in  the  procedure  for  recovery  will 
to  a  large  extent  do  away  with  the  de- 
plorable state  of  things  we  have  all  so 
much  regretted  to  see  in  Wales,  that  it 
will  Quable  the  tithepayer  honestly  to  pay 
his  tithe  in  the  most  convenient  manner, 
:ind  the  tithe  owner  fairly  and  justly  to 
receive  it.     Therefore,  Sir,  I  shall  have 


much  pleasure  in  supporting  most 
strenuously  the  Second  Beading  of  this 
Bill.     (8.13.) 

•(8.45.)  Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
At  the  risk  of  somewhat  wearying  the 
House  we  are  obliged  as  Welsh  B/epre- 
sentatives  to  state  our  case  with  much 
fulness,  because  the  view  of  the  Welsh 
people  differs  so  entirely  from  the  view 
of  the  English  people,  that  justice  will 
not  be  done  to  the  Welsh  people  unless 
the  House  is  fully  informed  as  to  the 
point  of  view  from  which  constituents 
regard  this  question.  We  represent 
here  a  nation  of  Nonconformists,  and 
these  naturally  look  at  the  whole  of 
this  tithe  question  in  the  dry  light  of 
history.  In  their  eyes  it  is  not  covered 
by  a  niiribiis  of  ecclesiastical  romance ;  it 
is  not  obscured,  as  it  is  in  the  eyes  of 
many  English  persons,  by  myths  which 
have  gathered  round  the  history  of  the 
subject.  It  is  well-known  to  the  Welsh 
people  that  no  sacredness  whatever 
attaches  to  the  tithe  question.  They 
are  familiar  with  the  origin  and  with 
the  history  of  tithes,  and  they  know  that 
there  is  no  sacrilege  in  secularising 
them.  The  Welsh  people  are  well 
acquainted  with  the  fact  that  the  whole 
tithe  system  originated  in  the  darkest 
ages  of  the  Christian  Church.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  I  commend  to 
him  a  passage  from  Dr.  Stubbs,  an 
acknowledged  authority  on  ecclesistical 
history  and  especially  upon  tithe  pro- 
perty. Dr.  Stubbs,  Bishop  of  Oxford, 
in  his  Constitutional  History  of  Eng- 
land, says — 

*' The  recognition  of  the  legal  obligation  o 
tithe  dates  from  the  eighth  century,  boUi  on  the 
Continent  and  in  England.  In  a.d.  779  Charles 
the  Great  ordained  that  everyone  should  pay 
tithe,  and  that  the  proceeds  should  be  disposed 
of  by  the  Bishop ;  and  in  a.d.  787  it  was  made 
imperative  by  the  legatine  councils  held  in 
England,  which  being  attended  and  confirmed 
by  the  kings  and  ealdarmen,  had  the  authority 
of  witenagemotes,  from  that  time  it  was  the  sub- 
ject of  not  unf requent  legislation.  The  famous 
donation  of  Ethelwolf  had  nothing  to  do  with 
tithe ;  but  almost  all  the  laws  issued  after  the 
death  of  Alfred  contain  some  mention  of  it." 

This  is  a  fact  of  enormous  importance  as 
bearing  on  the  whole  tithe  question.  Here 
it  is  acknowledged  by  a  great  Church 
historian  who  has  dealt  with  the  tithe 
question  that  there  was  no  legal  obliga- 
tion attaching  to  tithe  until  the  8th  cen- 
tury. It  had  no  existence  in  the  early 
eenturies  of  the  Christi&u.  CVi^^^\^.^\i^^ 
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time  when  Christianity  was  purest. 
When  did  the  legal  obligation  attaching 
to  titbos  begin?  At  the  moat  corrupt 
period  of  the  Christian  Church,  when 
ecclesiastical  authorities  were  most 
rapacious  and  tyrannical,  when  they 
extorted  from  weak  Kings  the  most  in- 
jurious concessions  under  threat  of  pains 
and  penalties  in  the  future  world,  Thia 
was  the  time  when  the  legal  obligation  to 
tithe  sprang  into  existence,  There  is 
no  mention  of  the  subject  among  the 
earliest  Christian  writers,  or  in  the 
sacred  documents  which  form  the  foun- 
dation of  our  Christian  faith.  From 
beginning  to  end  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment there  is  no  reference  to  the  obli- 
gation of  paying  tithe.  The  writings 
of  the  New  Testament  laid  the  sup- 
port of  the  Church  on  the  voluntary 
almB  of  the  faithfuL  The  tithe  sys- 
t'jm  is  entirely  a  Jewish  institution, 
which  came  to  an  end  at  the  advent  of 
ChrjBt,  equally  with  the  rite  of  circum- 
cision and  the  Feast  of  the  Passover.  It 
would  be  just  as  reasonable  to  enforce  the 
ohsenrance  of  these  last  as  to  enforce  the 
obligation  of  tithe*  These  facta  are  well 
understood  by  the  Nonconformists  of 
Wales,  and  we  cannot  wonder  that,  with 
a  knowledge  of  these  facta,  no  sacred neea 
attaches  in  their  eyes  to  ecclesiastical 
tithes,  and  they  despise  aU  the  charges 
brought  against  them  of  sacrilege  and 
of  the  spoliation  of  sacred  pi*operty. 
The  people  of  Wales  are  also  acquainted 
with  the  history  of  the  appropriation  of 
tithes.  They  are  well  aware  of  the  cor- 
rupt channels  through  which  the  whole 
tithe  system  has  passed.  They  know 
that  there  is  no  institution  which  has  been 
more  thoroughly  abased  during  the  last 
800  years  than  the  tithe  system.  It  is  an 
example  of  almost  every  kind  of  rapacity 
and  venality.  Originally  exacted  most 
unjustly,  the  tithes  have  been  alienated 
most  unjustly.  They  have  rarely  gone 
to  their  proper  recipienta — the  hard- 
wctrking  parc^chial  clergy.  The  greater 
part  of  the  property  went  for  ages  to 
the  monks,  and  at  the  dissolution  of 
the  monasteries,  by  Henry  VIIL  and 
Elizabeth,  much  of  the  property  was 
transferred  to  Court  favourites.  Hence 
t\x^  unnatural  institution  of  Iny  im- 
propriators, the  heritage  to  us  of  the 
s^Kjliatiun  of  the  tithe  proj>erty  at  the 
time  of  the  Reformation,  Their  whole 
history  is  a  history  of  rapacity  and 
pilous  disregard  of  moral  obliga 
J/r.  S,  Smiih 


tions.  These  are  undoubted  facts,  fch«- 
accuracy  <'f  which  no  honest  Church 
histi^rian  disputes.  These  facts  are  per- 
fectly well-known  among  the  Welsh 
people,  and  they  are  also  fairly  well 
known  among  the  Nonconformists  of 
England,  though  in  this  country  they 
have  not  excited  so' much  interest.  WitJi 
a  knowledge  of  those  facta,  can  you 
wonder  that  the  people  of  Wales  look 
upon  the  whole  tithe  system  as  rotten,  and 
as  the  misappropriation  of  national  pro- 
perty ?  1  am  quite  willing  to  admit  that 
matters  in  Wales  are  not  so  thoroughly 
had  as  they  were  before  the.  Tithe  Com* 
mutation  Act  Before  the  paasiug  of 
that  Act,  almost  every  abuse  flouNshed 
darkly.  From  a  well-written  and  clear 
statement  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  Wales,  by  the  Rev.  H. 
W.  Clark,  I  find  that  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
only  some  50  per  cent,  of  the  tithe  went 
to  the  parochial  incumbenta  — that  ia  to 
say,  those  who  did  any  work  for  it. 
But  now  63  per  cent,  of  the  tithe  goes 
to  parochial  incumbents,  while  37  per 
cent,  goes  to  those  whom  we  may  call 
aUen  proprietors  who  take  this  property 
from  the  country,  making  no  return  f*»r 
it  by  any  service.  These  are  the 
grounds  on  which,  in  my  opinion,  it  is 
impossible  to  settle  this  question  finally 
without  taking  into  account  at  the  same 
time  the  appropriation  of  tithe,  and 
making  this  appropriation  a  part  of  the 
settlement.  It  is  well  understood  by 
all  intelligent  persons  that  the  abolition 
of  tithe  is  out  of  the  question,  because 
they  know  that  the  abolition  of  tithe 
simply  means  adding  the  amount  to  the 
rent  of  the  landlord.  There  may  have 
been  some  ignorance  on  this  point  in  the 
earlier  phases  of  the  agitation,  but  the 
subject  has  been  so  thoroughly  threshed 
out  before  the  public  that  but  a  very 
small  residuum  of  ignorance  on  this  point 
now  remains.  The  idea  of  the  abolition 
of  tithe  has  f^yled  awa),  and  in  lieu 
of  it  there  is  the  strongest  con- 
viction that  it  is  our  duty  to  maintain 
intact  the  tithe  of  the  country  as  a  most 
valuable  national  property.  1  believe 
that  in  saying  this  1  am  expressing  the 
opinion  universally  held  by  my  constitu- 
entfl  and  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Wales.  Moreover,  we  are,  here 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  deep 
religious  convictions  of  the  Welsh 
people.     It    is    no     mere    question    of 
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pocket.  The  question  of  tithe  is 
oae  which  touches  the  peace,  the  social 
liappiness,  the  welfare,  and  the  religion 
of  the  xsountry.  The  Church  of  England 
wears  a  very  different  aspect  in  Wales 
from  that  in  which  it  appears  in 
England.  In  Wales  it  is  a  constant 
irritant,  and  a  source  of  disturbance 
to  the  peace  of  the  country.  To 
Welsh  Nonconformists  it  has  always 
been  an  anti-national,  an  aggressive,  an 
alien  Church.  Living  a  threatened  life 
it  is  forced  by  the  necessities  of  its  exist 
ence  to  seek  strength  and  support  from 
every  side.  It  is  a  proselytising  and 
meddlesome  Church,  interfering  at  every 
turn  with  the  freedom  of  Nonconformists ; 
it  touches  them  in  the  schools^  in  their 
farms,  wherever  the  richer  classes  come 
into  contact  with  the  working  and 
middle  classes.  The  Church  of  England 
appeals  to  the  population  of  Wales  very 
differently  to  the  way  in  which  it 
appeals  to  the  population  of  England. 
In  Wales  it  wears  a  different  guise ; 
it  comes  to  the  people  in  an  alien  robe, 
and  it  is  a  source  of  annojrance,  conflict, 
and  friction.  Holding  these  views,  I  and 
ray  friends  think  we  are  right  in 
putting  before  the  House  the  absolute 
necessity  of  changing  the  destination  of 
tithe.  We  believe  that  true  statesman- 
ship would  deal  with  the  root  and  source 
of  the  evil — with  this  cause  of  vexa- 
tion and  annoyance  which  has  prevailed 
80  long.  We  are  here  to-night  to  urge 
these  views.  We  will  do  so  in  season 
and  out  of  season.  We  shall  have  no 
peace  in  the  Principality  until  the  doc- 
trine of  religious  equality  is  accepted. 
We  believe  that  the  Church  of  England 
severed  from  the  State  in  Wales  will 
have  an  active  and  useful  career 
there.  Certainly,  such  severance  will 
remove  the  incessant  irritation  and  col- 
lision which  exist  at  present.  I  appeal 
to  those  who  desire  to  give  vitality  to 
the  Church  of  Wales  to  remove  that 
which  is  a  source  of  weakness' and  danger 
to  that  Church ;  and  if  that  great  act 
of  justice  is  done,  I  believe  every  Welsh 
Member  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
Wales  will  become  the  most  contented 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions. 

(9.4.)  Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston): 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  seems  to  me  to  have  two 
parts — one  referring  to  the  tithe  ques- 
tion and  the  other — the  latter  part — 
haying  reference  to  the  Debate  on  Dis^ 


establishment,  which  has  yet  to  come  on. 
The  hon.  Member  objects  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Government  are  dealing 
with  the  tithe  question.  The  hon. 
Member  considers  that  he  repre- 
sents the  Nonconformists,  and  no  doubt 
Nonconformity  is  strong  in  Wales; 
but  it  is  stronger  in  England,  so  far  as 
numbers  are  concerned,  and  there  is 
a  strong  feeling  in  England  in  fav6ur  of 
the  settlement  proposed  by  the  Bill.  If 
the  grievance  is  so  great  ^  hon.  Members 
represent  it  to  be,  why  did  not  the  Party 
opposite  deal  with  it  when  they  were  in 
power?  They  treated  the  question  in 
the  same  manner  as  they  did  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Ballot,  for,  though  they  had 
many  opportunities  of  dealing  with  that 
question,  they  held  it  over  from  year  to 
year.  They  made  a  great  deal  of  it 
before  getting  into  power,  but,  having 
secured  that,  they  put  it  by  only  to  bring 
it  out  again  on  the  hustings.  They 
were  sorry  when  it  was  settled.  In  like 
manner  they  left  the  tithe  question 
severely  alone  when  they  were  in  OfiBce ; 
and  as  soon  as  a  strong  Government 
attempts  to  deal  with  it,  they  declare  that 
it  is  merely  patching.  But  suppose  it  is 
patching,  how  much  better  is  that  than 
doing  nothing  at  all?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  tithes  are  property,  and  must  be 
looked  upon  and  dealt  with  as  such. 
Doubtless  the  manner  in  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  dealb  with  pro- 
perty in  the  pasb  has  given  them  very 
hazy  notions  with  regard  to  it.  As  they 
have  dealt  with  the  property  of  the 
Irish  Church  and  the  property  of 
the  Irish  landlords,  they  would  now 
have  the  House  deal  with  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  in  Wales.  And 
apparently  they  do  not  reflect  upon 
the  condition  of  things  that  this  course 
of  proceeding  may  bring  about — that 
before  long  property  in  bales  of  cotton, 
and  property  in  ships,  and  all  kinds  of 
property  may  be  interfered  with.  The 
fact  is,  that  no  better  proposal  than  the 
present  one  has  been  brought  before  the 
House  for  settling  the  question.  It  pro- 
vides for  a  case  of  difficulty;  but  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  can  produce  some- 
thing better,  they  will  always  find  the 
Members  on  this  (the  Ministerial)  side  so 
fair-minded  that  they  will  do  their  best  to 
make  the  Bill  better  and  more  agreeable 
to  all  parties  concerned.  But  if  it  comes  to 
interfering  with  the  principle  of  the 
ownership  of  property — if  it  comea  to  «» 
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question  of  stealing  the  property  of  the 
tithe  owners  and  others — it  is  clear  that 
a  Conservative  Government  and  the  Con- 
servative Party  never  can  identify  them- 
selves with  the  proposal.     If  gentlemen 
buy  property  subject  to  tithe  we  must' 
take  that  into  account.     The  tithes  which 
may  come  from  that  property  will  not 
count  in  a  charitable  point  of  view,  and, 
therefore,  they  are  absolutely  due  as  a 
debt,  and  ought  not  to  be   repudiated. 
I   can   assure  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  that  if  it  were  his  pro- 
perty that  was  threatened  we  should  be 
just  as  strong  in  that  principle  as  we  are 
now.    No  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
find  it  easy  to  bring  people  to  their  way 
of  thinking,  for  they  declare  that   the 
abolition  of  tithe  will  put  money  into 
the  pockets  of  the  farmers,  and  there 
are,   unfortunately,    many   people    who 
welcome  the   prospect  of  becoming  en- 
riched at  the  expense  of  their  neighbour. 
I  will   not   believe   but   that   there  are 
many  Calvinistic   Methodists  in  Wales 
who  repudiate  such  principles.     I  am  a 
Nonconformist    myself,   and   I    unhesi- 
tatingly  declare  that   the   Government 
have  honestly  done  their  best  to  deal 
with  this  question  regardless  of  whether 
it  is   likely  to    be  ultimately  to   their 
advantage   or  not.     One  of  the  popular 
speakers    representing     a    Welsh    con- 
stituency to-night  said  he  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  Bill  pass,  as  the  credit  of  it 
would  be  given   to  the  Liberal  Party. 
But  the  passing   of   the  Bill  will   not 
redound   to  the  credit   of   the   Liberal 
Party,   as   they  are  not  a  party  to  its 
passing.     The  Bill  comes  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  the  credit  of  it  will 
belong  to  the  Ministry,  who  propose  it, 
and  their  supporters  who  help  them  to 
carry  it. 

(9.10.)  Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS 
(Glamorgan,  E.)  :  1  rise  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  speak  of  the  Bill  in  the 
eulogistic  terms  adopted  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  look 
in  vain  for  one  essential  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  and  that  essential  is  conveyed  in 
the  Amendment  alone.  It  is  plain  to 
those  who  look  for  anything  like  peace  in 
the  Principality  that  such  a  provision  as 
that  included  in  the  Amendment  is 
needed.  On  looking  closely  at  the  Bill  I 
can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
it  is  drawn  in  the  interest  of  the  clergy 
aJone,      I  sjrmpathise  with  the  clergy 


and  much   regret  to  hear  that  there  is 
any  sufEering  amongst  them,  but  if  there 
has  been  it  is  much  to  the  disgrace  of 
the  members  of  the  wealthy  Church  of 
which  they  are  ministers.     This  measure 
would  be  appropriately  callSd  the  Clergy 
Belief  Bill.      Instead  of  putting  an  end 
to  difficulties  it  is  going  to  add  to  them. 
I  do  not  say  that  there  have  not  been 
some  harsh  and  cruel  deeds — although 
there   have   not   been  many  of  them — 
performed  by  landlords  in  Wales,  and 
especially  in  Cardiganshire,  where  some 
of  the  tenants  were  turned  out  because 
they  voted  against  their  landlords.     In 
most  cases,  however,  the   most  cordial 
relations   exist  between   landlords   and 
tenants.    But  how  will  it  be  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law  and  the  landlords  become 
collectors   of  this   impost  ?      The  bitter 
feeling  which  existed  between  the  Jews 
and  the  publicans  of  old  will  be  nothing 
to  that  which  will  be  created  between 
the   farmers  and    the   landlords.      The 
Bill  is  simply  a  humiliating  confession 
on    the   part  of    the   Government  that 
they  are  incapable  of  dealing  with  the 
question,  and   I  can  only  look  on  the 
measure   as  a  putting   off  of  the   evil 
day.      The  Government  cannot  say  they 
do  not  know  the  opinion  of  Wales  on  this 
question.      They  well  know  that  28  out 
of  the  34  Members  who  represent  the 
Principality,  including  Monmouthshire, 
were    returned    here    on    the    distinct 
understanding  that  they  were  pledged  to 
Disestablishment.     In  view  of  the  pro- 
tests  uttered   by  my  colleagues,  I  can 
look  upon  this  measure  as  nothing  less 
than  an  insult  to  Wales.     Do  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Wales  deserve  such  treatment  P 
Are  there  any  people  in  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  who  are  more  loyal  and  law- 
abiding  ?      I  am  afraid  that  if  the  Bill 
passes,   its    effect   will   be  to  fan   into 
flame  that  great  fire  of  discontent  which 
has   been   smouldering   so   long  in   the 
Principality. 
*(9.15.)    Mr.   J.  LLOYD   MORGAN 
(Carmarthen,  W.)  :    The  Welsh   Mem- 
bers do  not  object  to  the  Government 
dealing  with  the  tithe  question,  but  to 
the  way  in   which  they   deal  with   it. 
After  previous  failures  of  the  Government 
they  have  at  last  succeeded  in  introducing 
a  Bill  that  at  any  rate  commands  the 
support  of  Members  on  their  own  side  of 
the  House.      I  have  very  grave  doubts, 
however,   as  to  whether  they   will  be 
successful  in  getting  their  followers  in 
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Wales  to  accept  the  Bill  with  approval. 
In  my  opinion  the  measure  will  not  give 
that  relief  to  the  clergy  which  is  antici- 
pated. The  great  difl&culty  in  the 
collection  of  the  tithe  to-day  will  still 
remain.  The  small  freeholders  who  farm 
their  own  land  are  the  men  who  make 
the  strongest  protest  against  a  system  in 
which  they  do  not  believe,  and  they  will 
be  in  precisely  the  same  position  in  the 
future  as  they  are  to-day,  and  the  Go- 
vernment may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
same  difficulties  will  arise  in  the  future 
as  have  arisen  in  the  past,  because  these 
men  ^-ill  make  as  strong  and  persistent 
a  protest  as  they  have  ever  done.  This 
Bill  may,  to  some  small  extent,  remove 
the  friction  which  now  exists,  but  if  it 
does,  it  will  create  another  kind  of 
friction,  which,  as  time  goes  on,  will 
create  a  much  worse  state  of  things 
than  has  yet  arisen.  The  landlord  will 
have  to  pay  tithes  to  the  clergyman,  and 
it  will  be  found  that  the  relations 
between  the  landlord  and  the  clergyman 
will  become  much  strained.  I  trust  it 
may  never  be  the  case,  but  we  may  have 
to  meet  a  period  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion in  the  future.  The  clergy  will  not 
grant  the  landlords  any  reduction.  They 
declined  to  grant  any  substantial  reduc- 
tion to  the  tenant-farmers  during  the 
period  of  depression  through  which  we 
have  just  passed  ;  a  fortiori^  they  are  not 
likely  to  grant  any  reduction  to  the 
rich  landlord  and  the  squire.  Tenants 
will  go  to  their  landlords  and  will  say, 
"  We  must  have  some  reduction  in  our 
rents,  or  we  cannot  meet  our  liabili- 
ties." The  landlords  will  grant  a  re- 
duction, but  the  clergy  will  refuse  to 
make  a  similar  reduction  to  the  land- 
lords. The  Government  will  consequently 
discover  some  day  that,  instead  of  this 
Bill  having  strengthened  their  position 
in  Wales,  it  has  created  far  greater  dis- 
content than  we  have  ever  had  in  the 
past,  and  between  classes  who  are  now 
on  perfectly  friendly  and  amicable  terms. 
The  Conservative  landlords  in  North 
Wales  met  together  at  a  conference  in 
Rhyl  about  12  months  ago.  They 
appear  to  have  discussed  the  Government 
Tithe  Bill  very  fully,  and  a  loag 
report  of  the  proceedings  appeared  in  the 
Times  newspaper.  The  landlords  present 
seemed  to  consider  that  the  very  idea  of 
introducing  a  Tithe  Bill  to  throw  the 
liability  en  themselves  was  absurd.  They 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  were 


other  and  far  more  important  matters 
which  ought  to  take  up  the  time  and 
attention  of  Parliament,  some  of  which 
they  proceeded  to  discuss.  The  follow- 
ing resolution  was  proposed : — 

'•That,  in  view  of  the  considerable  number 
of  unfit  and  discreditable  clergy  occupying 
positions  in  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales,  it 
IS  desirable  that  a  cheap  and  summary  method 
of  getting  rid  of  them  by  a  mixed  tribunal  or 
clergy  and  laity  be  established  by  Parliament.'* 

That  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Tory  Party  in  North 
Wales.  The  Motion  appeared  to  be  too 
drastic,  and  a  resolution  was  passed  in 
favour  of  a  Church  Discipline  Bill.  Sir 
R.  Bulkeley  stated  that  not  very  far 
from  his  own  house  there  stood  a  church 
in  which  no  service  had  been  held  for 
more  than  12  months,  and  that  the  tithe 
of  the  parish  had  been  exacted  all  the 
same.  He  asked  what  answer  he  could 
give  when  the  people  of  the  parish 
came  to  him  and  said  : — "  We  are  ready 
and  willing  to  pay  the  Jiithe  if  we  have 
our  services  properly  rendered,  but  when 
there  is  no  service  we  do  not  see  why 
we  should  pay  the  tithe."  Sir  R. 
Bulkeley  said,  if  tithe^legislation  was  to 
be  initiated  with  a  view  of  relieving 
the  clergy  and  putting  an  end  to 
disturbances,  it  was  also  high  time  that 
reform  was  started  in  the  Church 
itself.  I  think  I  have  now  shown  that  the 
Government  have  signally  failed  to  satisfy 
the  landlord  class  in  Wales,  and  that  by^ 
that  failure  they  will  create  the  friction 
to  which  I  referred  a  few  moments  ago. 
The  party  it  is  sought  to  benefit  under 
this  Bill  is  the  clergy.  Let  us  see  whether 
the  measure  will  confer  on  them  the 
immense  benefit  it  is  supposed  to  do. 
By  adopting  County  Court  proceedings 
you  bring  the  clergyman  into  much 
closer  conflict  with  the  tithepayer  than 
before.  The  clergyman  becomes  a  plain- 
tiff in  the  action.  The  scene  of  the  con 
flict  will,  doubtless,  be  removed.  ^"^  ^ 


issue  will  be  exactly  th-^ 


asked  for 


conflict  will  be  brour^  '^>®  Government 
minently  before  ^i^'^f  *  ^^  »^^  H^  ^^' 
because  the  peop*®y  *^»^®  introduced  a 
the  County  Co-^"^^"^^  ^  certam  hard 
bers.  I  am  ^^^^  *^®  c^®'  ^  regard  the 
clergy  com*^  ^^®'  *^^  ^  tTW&i  that  thia 
position  tl*  assist  the   Government  in 

scarcelv  ^  "^*^  ^*^- 

for    tv)  Mr.  S.  T.EVANS  (Glamorgan, 

uia^p  •  i  think  it  is  somewhat  beside  the 

to  a  ^ion  for  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
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question  of  stealing  the  property  of  the 
tithe  owners  and  others — it  is  clear  that 
a  Conservative  Government  and  the  Con- 
servative Party  never  can  identify  them- 
selves with  the  proposal     If  gentlemen 
buy  property  subject  to  tithe  we  must' 
take  that  into  account.     The  tithes  which 
may  come  from  that  property  will  not 
count  in  a  charitable  point  of  view,  and, 
therefore,  they  are  absolutely  due  as  a 
debt,  and  ought  not  to  be  repudiated. 
I   can   assure   my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  that  if  it  were  his  pro- 
perty that  was  threatened  we  should  be 
just  as  strong  in  that  principle  as  we  are 
now.    No  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
find  it  easy  to  bring  people  to  their  way 
of  thinking,  for  they  declare  that   the 
abolition  of  tithe  will  put  money  into 
the  pockets  of  the  farmers,  and  there 
are,   unfortunately,    many   people    who 
welcome  the   prospect   of  becoming  en- 
riched at  the  expense  of  their  neighbour. 
I  will   not  believe   but  that   there  are 
many  Calvinistic   Methodists  in  Wales 
who  repudiate  such  principles.     I  am  a 
Nonconformist    myself,   and   I    unhesi- 
tatingly  declare  that   the    Government 
have  honestly  done  their  best  to  deal 
with  this  question  regardless  of  whether 
it  is   likely  to    be  ultimately  to   their 
advantage   or  not.     One  of  the  popular 
speakers    representing     a    Welsh    con- 
stituency to-night  said  he  should  be  glad 
to   see  the  Bill  pass,  as  the  credit  of  it 
would  be  given   to  the  Liberal  Party. 
But   the   passing   of   the  Bill  will   not 
redound   to  the  credit   of   the  Liberal 
Party,   as   they  are  not  a  party  to  its 
passing.     The  Bill  comes  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  the  credit  of  it  will 
belong  to  the  Ministry,  who  propose  it, 
and  their  supporters  who  help  them  to 
carry  it. 

(9.10.)  Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS 
(Glamorgan,  E.)  :  1  rise  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  speak  of  the  Bill  in  the 
eulogistic  terms  adopted  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  look 
in  vain  for  one  essential  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  and  that  essential  is  conveyed  in 
the  Amendment  alone.  It  is  plain  to 
those  who  look  for  anything  like  peace  in 
the  Principality  that  such  a  provision  as 
that  included  in  the  Amendment  is 
needed.  On  looking  closely  at  the  Bill  I 
can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
it  is  drawn  in  the  interest  of  the  clergy 
alone.  I  sympathise  with  the  clergy^ 
J/r.  AtMngon 


and  much   regret  to  hear  that  there  is 
any  sufEering  amongst  them,  but  if  there 
has  been  it  is  much  to  the  disgrace  of 
the  members  of  the  wealthy  Church  of 
which  they  are  ministers.     This  measure 
would  be  appropriately  callSd  the  Clergy 
Belief  Bill.      Instead  of  putting  an  end 
to  difficulties  it  is  going  to  add  to  them. 
I  do  not  say  that  there  have  not  been 
some  harsh  and  cruel  deeds — although 
there   have   not  been   many  of  them — 
performed  by  landlords  in  Wales,  and 
especially  in  Cardiganshire,  where  some 
of  the  tenants  were  turned  out  because 
they  voted  against  their  landlords.     In 
most  cases,  however,  the   most  cordial 
relations   exist   between   landlords   and 
tenants.    But  how  will  it  be  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law  and  the  landlords  become 
collectors   of  this   impost?      The  bitter 
feeling  which  existed  between  the  Jews 
and  the  publicans  of  old  will  be  nothing 
to  that  which  will  be  created  between 
the   farmers  and    the   landlords.      The 
Bill  is  simply  a  humiliating  confession 
on    the   part  of    the   Government  that 
they  are  incapable  of  dealing  with  the 
question,  and   I  can  only  look  on  the 
measure   as  a  putting   off  of  the   evil 
day.      The  Government  cannot  say  they 
do  not  know  the  opinion  of  Wales  on  this 
question.      They  well  know  that  28  out 
of  the  34  Members  who  represent  the 
Principality,  including  Monmouthshire, 
were    returned    here    on    the    distinct 
understanding  that  they  were  pledged  to 
Disestablishment.     In  view  of  the  pro- 
tests  uttered   by  my  colleagues,  I  can 
look  upon  this  measure  as  nothing  less 
than  an  insult  to  Wales.     Do  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Wales  deserve  such  treatment  P 
Are  there  any  people  in  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  who  are  more  loyal  and  law- 
abiding  ?      I  am  afraid  that  if  the  Bill 
passes,   its    effect   will   be  to  fan   into 
flame  that  great  fire  of  discontent  which 
has   been   smouldering   so   long   in   the 
Principality. 
*(9.15.)    Mb.   J.  LLOYD   MORGAN 
(Carmarthen,  W.)  :    The  Welsh   Mem- 
bers do  not  object  to  the  Government 
dealing  with  the  tithe  question,  but  to 
the  way   in   which  they   deal  with   it. 
After  previous  failures  of  the  Government 
they  have  at  last  succeeded  in  introducing 
a  Bill  that  at  any  rate  commands  the 
support  of  Members  on  their  own  side  of 
the  House.      I  have  very  grave  doubts, 
however,   as  to  whether  they  will  be 
successful  in  getting  their  followers  in 


305      Tithe  Rent-Charge  {December  1,  1890} 


Recovery  Bill,         306^ 


Wales  to  accept  the  Bill  with  approval. 
In  my  opinion  the  measure  will  not  give 
that  relief  to  the  clergy  which  is  antici- 
pated. The  great  difl&culty  in  the 
collection  of  the  tithe  today  will  still 
remain.  The  small  freeholders  who  farm 
their  own  land  are  the  men  who  make 
the  strongest  protest  against  a  system  in 
which  they  do  not  believe,  and  they  will 
be  in  precisely  the  same  position  in  the 
future  as  they  are  to-day,  and  the  Go- 
vernment may  depend  upon  it  that  the 
same  difficulties  will  arise  in  the  future 
as  have  arisen  in  the  past,  because  these 
men  Tvill  make  as  strong  and  persistent 
a  protest  as  they  have  ever  done.  This 
Bill  may,  to  some  small  extent,  remove 
the  friction  which  now  exists,  but  if  it 
does,  it  will  create  another  kind  of 
friction,  which,  as  time  goes  on,  will 
create  a  much  worse  state  of  things 
than  has  yet  arisen.  The  landlord  will 
have  to  pay  tithes  to  the  clergyman,  and 
it  will  be  found  that  the  relations 
between  the  landlord  and  the  clergyman 
will  become  much  strained.  I  trust  it 
may  never  be  the  case,  but  we  may  have 
to  meet  a  period  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion in  the  future.  The  clergy  will  not 
grant  the  landlords  any  reduction.  They 
declined  to  grant  any  substantial  reduc- 
tion to  the  tenant-farmers  during  the 
period  of  depression  through  which  we 
have  just  passed  ;  a  fortiori^  they  are  not 
likely  to  grant  any  reduction  to  the 
rich  landlord  and  the  squire.  Tenants 
vrill  go  to  their  landlords  and  will  say, 
"  We  must  have  some  reduction  in  our 
rents,  or  we  cannot  meet  our  liabili- 
ties." The  landlords  will  grant  a  re- 
duction, but  the  clergy  will  refuse  to 
make  a  similar  reduction  to  the  land- 
lords. The  Government  will  consequently 
discover  some  day  that,  instead  of  this 
Bill  having  strengthened  their  position 
in  Wales,  it  has  created  far  greater  dis- 
content than  we  have  ever  had  in  the 
past,  and  between  classes  who  are  now 
on  perfectly  friendly  and  amicable  terms. 
The  Conservative  landlords  in  North 
Wales  met  together  at  a  conference  in 
Rhyl  about  12  months  ago.  They 
appear  to  have  discussed  the  Government 
Tithe  Bill  very  fully,  and  a  loag 
report  of  the  proceedings  appeared  in  the 
Times  newspaper.  The  landlords  present 
seemed  to  consider  that  the  very  idea  of 
introducing  a  Tithe  Bill  to  throw  the 
liability  en  themselves  was  absurd.  They 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  were 


other  and  far  more  important  matters 
which  ought  to  take  up  the  time  and 
attention  of  Parliament,  some  of  which 
they  proceeded  to  discuss.  The  follow- 
ing resolution  was  proposed : — 

*'That.  in  view  of  the  considerable  number 
of  unfit  and  discreditable  clergy  occupying 
posltiouB  Id  tiie  Church  of  England  in  Wales,  ii 
IS  deniable  that  a  cheap  and  summary  method 
of  getting  rid  of  them  by  a  mixed  tribunal  o^ 
clergy  and  laity  be  established  by  Parliament.*' 

That  was  the  opinion  of  some  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Tory  Party  in  North 
Wales.  The  Motion  appeared  to  be  too 
drastic,  and  a  resolution  was  passed  in 
favour  of  a  Church  Discipline  Bill.  Sir 
R.  Bulkeley  stated  that  not  very  far 
from  his  own  house  there  stood  a  church 
in  which  no  service  had  been  held  for 
more  than  12  months,  and  that  the  tithe 
of  the  parish  had  been  exacted  all  the 
same.  He  asked  what  answer  he  could 
give  when  the  people  of  the  parish 
came  to  him  and  said  : — "  We  are  ready 
and  willing  to  pay  the  Jiithe  if  we  have 
our  services  properly  rendered,  but  when 
there  is  no  service  we  do  not  see  why 
we  should  pay  the  tithe."  Sir  R. 
Bulkeley  said,  if  tithe^legislation  was  to 
be  initiated  with  a  view  of  relieving 
the  clergy  and  putting  an  end  to 
disturbances,  it  was  also  high  time  that 
reform  was  started  in  the  Church 
itself.  I  think  I  have  now  shown  that  the 
Government  have  signally  failed  to  satisfy 
the  landlord  class  in  Wales,  and  that  by^ 
that  failure  they  will  create  the  friction 
to  which  I  referred  a  few  moments  ago. 
The  party  it  is  sought  to  benefit  under 
this  Bill  is  the  clergy.  Let  us  see  whether 
the  measure  will  confer  on  them  the 
immense  benefit  it  is  supposed  to  do. 
By  adopting  County  Court  proceedings 
you  bring  the  clergyman  into  much 
closer  conflict  with  the  tithepayer  than 
before.  The  clergyman  becomes  a  plain- 
tiff in  the  action.  The  scene  of  the 
flict  will,  doubtless,  be  removed 
issue  will  be  exactly  ^^^^gj^J^  ^j^^  ^j^g 
conflict  will  be  brour^^f^^c^  ^^^^  ^^ 
minently  before  +££6  public  than  ever, 
because  the  peop-'g^  ^re  sure  to  turn  up  at 
the  County  Co^g^t  in  pretty  large  num- 
bers. I  am  igonyiuced  that,  when  the 
clergy  com^  to  understand  the  exact 
position  tl/ey  are  placed  in,  they  will 
_  grateful  to  the  Government 
for  tbj(g  measure.  Allusion  has  been 
°^y  to  the  charge  of  Mr.  Justice  Wills 

jury  in  North  Wales  some  time  ago. 

only  conclusion  o\ie  eovvV^^TVW  Iiwscjl 
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his  remarks  was  that  there  were  two 
ways  of  paying  tithe  and  both  were 
equally  legal.  Before  the  Commutation 
Act  was  passed  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
clergyman  to  collect  the  tithe  himself. 
There  are  two  ways.  One  is  for  the 
farmer  to  take  the  tithe  to  the  incum- 
bent. Welsh  farmers  are  for  the  most 
part  men  who  never  attend  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  who  do  not  believe  it 
to  be  necessary  in  their  parishes,  because 
it  is  opposed  to  the  voluntary  system 
which  is  the  spiritual  mainstay  of  the 
Welsh  people.  They  are  strongly 
opposed  to  the  existence  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  yet  they  are  expected 
to  go  cap  in  hand  to  a  clergyman  whose 
presence  is  not  required  and  ask  him 
humbly  and  mildly  to  accept  a  sum  of 
money  for  services  he  has  never  ren- 
dered. That  is  one  way  of  proceeding, 
and  that  is  a  legal  way.  There  is, 
however,  another  way  which  I  think  is 
quite  as  legal,  and  it  is  for  the  farmer  to 
take  up  this  position  and  to  say — "  If  I 
am  compelled  to  pay  a  debt  which  1 
recognise  no  moral  obligation  to  pay, 
you  must  come  and  take  your  tithe. 
You  have  your  remedy,  and  here  it  is 
for  you."  That  is  the  position  the  Welsh 
Nonconformist  farmers  take  up,  and  I 
venture  to  submit  it  is  a  perfectly 
honest  and  straightforward  position. 
Having  said  so  much  with  regard  to 
this  Bill,  I  would  repeat  that  the  fault 
we  find  with  the  Government  is  not  that 
they  deal  with  this  question,  but  to  the 
mode  in  which  they  have  dealt  with  it. 
If  they  wish  to  deal  with  it  in  a  satisfac- 
tory manner,  let  them  do  so  in  the  way 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montgomeryshire  (Mr.  Stuart 
Bendel).  I  do  not  want  to  go  into 
the  question  of  Disestablishment,  but  I 
am  convinced  that  no  settlement  of 
^^  tithe  question  will  satisfy  the  Welsh 
people -which  is  not  based  on  the  lines 
proposed  by -^J-i^^^  Amendment,  namely, 
a  measure  acting  "^the  recognition  of 
the  fact  that  tithe  is  >iational  property, 
and  should  be  devoted  «^  national  uses. 
What  is  almost  universaVMy  recognised 
to-day  on  this  side  of  th^  House,  and 
largely  on  the  opposite  side,  is^Vj©  fact  that 
tithe  is  national  property,  an&  as  such 
belongs  to  the  people.  It  is  cleaiTiAhat  this 

must  be  so.     The  nation  has  neverwiarted 

with  its  fee-simple  in  that  property ;  iWj  has   by 

never  vested  tlus  property  in  the  Gho^h   pr 

and    it    is   now    widely   acknowledged   g© 

j^.  t/.  Zloyd  Morgan  \ 
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that  tithe  is  the  property  of  the 
nation.  If  this  be  so,  the  only  logical 
conclusion  we  can  come  to  is  that  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  a  class  whose 
presence  is  not  required,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  benefitting  the  nation  at 
large.  If  this  Bill  does  not  benefit  the 
clergy  or  tithepayer,  and  irritates  the 
landlord,  it  will  at  least  accomplish  one 
thing;  it  will  prove  more  clearly  than 
ever  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Wales  is  a  complete  and  signal  failure, 
because  it  shows  that  in  order  to  get 
the  Welsh  people  to  support  it  you 
must  bring  in  the  element  of  compul- 
sion, and  in  an  even  more  offensive 
manner  than  in  the  past.  It  is  not 
seriously  to  be  supposed  that  in 
bringing  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  the 
Government  are  going  to  settle  the 
great  question  which  has  agitated  the 
Welsh  people  for  half  a  century,  although 
the  question  is  one  which  we  hope  to 
carry  to  a  conclusive  issue  before  long. 
It  is  not  by  dealing  with  great  ques- 
tions like  this  on  narrow  grounds  that 
they  can  be  satisfactorily  or  perma- 
nently settled.  If  this  is  to  be  the 
method,  the  result  will  only  be  that 
one  agitation  will  follow  another.  You 
may  shift  the  scene,  but  the  issue  at 
stake  will  be  the  same  because  the 
principle  remains  the  same;  and  I  say 
that  this  Bill  has  done  much  towards 
proving  and  conclusively  establishing 
our  case,  namely,  that  the  Church  in- 
Wales,  though  having  many  advantages 
in  its  favour,  has  entirely  &iled  to  gain 
the  affection  of  the  Welsh  people. 
If  the  Church  had  gained  the  sympa- 
thies of  Wales,  and  was  progressing 
and  increasing  in  strength  and  influence, 
does  anyone  suppose  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind  for 
the  purpose  of  compelling  the  payment 
of  tithe  ?  As  I  have  said,  some  aspects 
of  the  Bill  are  objectionable  to  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House;  but  when  it 
becomes  law  and  begins  to  create 
renewed  friction  we  shall  have  to  say, 
and  that  before  very  long,  that  after  all 
a  Conservative  Government  has  done 
much  for  the  cause  of  religious  equality 
in  Wales. 

(9.35.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  We  have  been  told 
by  the  last  and  by  one  or  two 
previous  speakers  that  the  tithe  is 
generally    recognised  as   national  pro* 
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perty,  and  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
jast  sat  down  has  asserted  that  this  Bill 
is  being  passed  solely  in  the  interests  of 
the  clergy.  Now,  I  would  point  out  that, 
ont  of  a  total  amount,  roughly  speaking, 
of  £4,000,000,  which  is  the  yearly 
value  of  the  tithe,  £766,000  belongs  to 
lay  impropriators,  while  £96,000  belongs 
to  schools  and  colleges,  only  the  remain- 
ing portion  belonging  to  the  clergy; 
that  is  to  say,  the  clergy  have  the 
greater  part  of  the  tithe,  but  not  the 
whole.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  are  right  in 
saying  that  the  tithe  is  national  property, 
they  ought  to  be  glad  that  tliis  Bill  has 
been  introduced,  because  its  effect  will 
be  to  render  the  collection  of  the  tithe 
much  easier  than  at  present.  The  con- 
sequence will  be  that  the  security  for 
the  property  will  be  thereby  improved, 
and,  therefore,  those  who  regard  the  tithe 
as  national  property  ought  to  welcome  this 
Bill.  But  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
tithe  has  been  for  a  lengthy  period 
recognised  as  national  property,  because 
it  has  been  sold  over  and  over  again, 
and  we  know  that  those  who  have 
bought  the  tithe  own  it  in  exactly  the 
same  legal  manner  as  others  own  pro- 
perty of  another  description.  Therefore, 
I  cannot  see  how  you  can  interfere 
with  this  kind  of  property  without 
at  the  same  time  interfering  with 
the  rights  of  other  property.  The  hon. 
Member  who  last  spoke  asserted  that 
in  times  of  agricultural  depression  the 
tithe  ought  to  be  reduced  in  a  corres- 
ponding degree,  but  I  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  tithe  has  already  been 
considerably  reduced.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber shakes  his  head.  Let  me  remind 
him  that,  instead  of  being  £100  as  it  was 
on  the  commutation  value  of  1836,  the 
present  value  is  only  £78,  and  there  is 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  next  year 
it  will  be  still  further  reduced  to  £75. 
Therefore,  out  of  the  whole  annual  pay- 
ment to  be  made  next  year,  there  will  be 
a  reduction  of  no  less  than  one-quarter, 
the  result  being  that  the  total  sum  pay- 
able will  be  £3,000,000  instead  of 
£4,000,000  ten  years  ago ;  therefore,  it 
will  be  seen  that  there  haa  been  a  con- 
siderable reduction  on  account  of  agri- 
cultural depression.  I  would  also 
remind  the  House  that  the  Bill  contains 
a  provision  for  the  reduction  of  the 
excess  of  the  tithe  when  it  exceeds  two- 
thirds  of  the  value  under  Schedule  B. 
Doubtless  that  provision  will  not  very 


often  be  put  in  force,  as  there  are  very 
few  places  in  England  where 
the  tithe  does  or  will  exceed  two-thirds 
under  Schedule  B.  And  in  any 
case  where  that  occurs,  the  tithe  will 
have  to  be  more  than  double  the  rent. 
I  am  g^ad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  that  a  Commission  is  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  redemption 
of  the  tithe,  because  I  think  that  that  is 
the  only  means  by  which  the  tithe 
question  can  be  brought  to  a  final 
termination.  I  think  that  those  gentle- 
men who  are  so  fond  of  talking  of  the 
tithe  being  national  property  ought  to 
be  glad  to  welcome  a  proposal  that  will 
tend  to  put  that  property  on  a  better 
footing  than  it  occupies  at  present.  The 
value  of  the  property  will  necessarily  be 
much  enhanced  by  the  fact  that  the 
interest  on  the  redemption  money  will 
be  so  much  more  easily  collected  than  is 
the  tithe  at  the  present  moment.  So  far 
from  the  occupiers  not  wishing  this  Bill 
to  pass,  I  can  only  say  that,  speaking  for 
the  great  body  of  English  farmers,  I  am 
sure  they  will  receive  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  with  acclamation.  What  the 
farmers  are  crying  out  for  is  that  the 
owners  should  be  rendered  liable  for  the 
tithe,  and  that  the  occupier  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  It  is  said, 
however,  that,  if  the  owners  have 
the  tithe  to  pay,  they  will  charge 
the  occupiers  more  rent;  but  the 
farmers  are  not  so  simple-minded 
that  they  are  unable  to  make  their  own 
bargains.  When  they  propose  to  rent 
lands  which  are  tithe-free,  they  will  not 
care  very  much  what  the  owners  say 
about  the  tithe;  they  will  only  give 
what  they  conceive  to  be  a  fair  rent. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  principal 
clause  of  the  Bill  is  that  which  throws 
the  burden  of  the  tithe  upon  the  owners 
of  the  land.  This  is  what  we  have  all 
been  wishing  for,  and  have  asked  for 
over  and  over  again.  The  Government 
are  now  ready  to  grant  it,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  that  they  have  introduced  a 
clause  giving  remission  in  certain  hard 
cases.  This  being  the  case,  I  regard  the 
Bill  as  a  good  one,  and  I  trust  that  this 
House  will  assist  the  Government  in 
passing  it  into  law. 
*(9.43.)  Mr.  S.T.EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid)  :  I  think  it  is  somewhat  beside  the 
question  for  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Houao  to  \iTOV!^  Icstsr^jc^  ^3a^ 
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case  of  the  lay  impropriators,  because  the 
Government  themselves  have  not  brought 
that  case  forward  in  this  measure. 
For  my  part,  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
difl&culty  has  been  experienced  in  regaid 
to  the  tithe  payable  to  lay  impropriators. 
This  measure  has  been  brought  forward 
with  one  object,  and  with  one  object 
alone.  It  is  what  has  been  well 
termed  a  Clergy  Belief  Bill,  for  it  is  a 
Bill  to  facilitate  the  payment  of  the 
'  clergy  for  what  they  do  not  do.  The 
Government  merely  open  their  eyes  to 
the  fact  of  the  resistance  which  has 
taken  place  in  regard  to  the  collection 
of  tithe  in  Wales.  The  Government, 
seeing  this  resistance,  say — "  We  must 
compel  these  people  to  pay  their  tithe." 
They  fail  to  look  deeper  down  for  the 
cause  of  this  resistance.  That  cause  is 
so  deeply  rooted  that  a  small  Bill  of  this 
kind  will  necessarily  fail  to  get  rid  of  it. 
We  have  been  told  that  we  wish  to  inter- 
fere with  the  rights  of  property.  We  do 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  rights 
of  property  at  all.  It  has  been 
admitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  the  tithe  is  national 
property.  [Sir  M.  Beach  denied.]  Every 
responsible  statesman  has  admitted  the 
fact.  ["  Oh ! "]  The  admission  has  been 
made  by  the  Leader  of  the  House  him- 
self. He  said  last  Session  that  the  tithes 
are  national  property,  except  that  they 
were  to  be  applied  to  a  particular 
purpose,  that  is  the  maintenance  of 
the  Church  in  Wales.  I  was  going  to 
say  that  the  Government  themselves 
are  tampering  with  property.  They 
are,  too,  interfering  with  the  right 
of  contract,  which  has  been  a  sort  of 
god  with  the  Tory  Party  for  many 
years  past.  They  are  interfering  with 
the  property  of  the  lay  impropriator. 
Supposing  a  lay  impropriator  holds  tithe 
upon  a  farm  where  the  tithe  exceeds 
two-thirds  of  the  annual  value,  what 
does  the  Government  propose  to  do? 
They  propose  to  take  away  part  of  the 
property  of  the  lay  impropriator,  to  wipe 
ofE  part  of  the  tithe,  and  put  it  into  the 
hands  of  the  landlords.  That  will  follow 
if  the  3rd  clause  is  carried  into  effect. 
It  wiU  be  possible  that  33  pep  cent,  of 
the  property  of  one  individual  will  be 
transferred  to  the  pockets  of  another. 
One  hon.  Member  said  that  we  on  this 
side  claimed  that  credit  would  redoand 
to  us  from  the  Bill.  I  do  not  see  what 
Jfr.  S,  T.  jE^vam 


credit  attaches  to  it.     What  we  said  wa& 
that  it  would  redound  to  our  advantage 
ultimately.     Its  efEect  will  be  to  change 
the  resistance  to  the  payment  of  tithe 
from  the  clergyman  to  the  landowner, 
who  will  experience  the  ill  feeling  now 
directed  against  the  former.     The  Bill 
will    place    landlords    and    tenants    at 
loggerheads.      The    hon.    Member    for 
East  Bradford  said  the  Bill   contained 
mechanical      and     simple      machinery. 
On     the     other     hand,     I     find     that 
the    Home    Secretary   said    something 
very      different     last     year,      namely, 
that     in     recovering    the    tithe     rent- 
charge     titheable     goods     only     ought 
to  be  seized,  but  if  the  landlord  were 
proceeded  against  directly,  then  the  pro- 
ceeding could  only  be  by  the  "  cumbrous 
process  of  appointing  a  receiver."     This 
is  now  called  "  a  simple  mechanical  pro- 
cess."    I  should  like  to  point  out  one 
very  injurious  effect  which  this  Bill  may 
have  if  it  pass.     Considerable  ill-feeling 
is  shown  towards  the  Church  of  England 
because   it    is   maintained   out  of    the 
public  funds.     It  is  proposed  that    the 
County  Court  shall    now   come  to  the 
assistance   of    the   Church.     Is    it   not 
possible  that  there  will  next  be  an  aver- 
sion to  Courts  of  Justice  ?     If  the  County 
Courts  are  made  use  of  in  the  way  sug- 
gested, may  such  a  contingency  not  be 
contemplated  ?     I  do  not  know  who  has 
asked  for  this  Bill.     It  is  not  the  lay 
impropriators,  not  the  tenants,  and  not, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  landlords.     The 
Govei*nment  are  asking  us  to  pass  a  little 
measure  for  the  benefit  of  the  clergy, 
and  they  wish  to  put  a  little  of  the  tithe 
into  the  pocket  of  the  landlord  under 
Clause  3.     Who  has  really  been  agitating 
for    this    Bill?     We    have    not.     The 
feeling  against  tithe  in  Wales  has  grown 
up  spontaneously ;  it  was  natural  that  it 
shoidd  do  so.     The  agitation  for  this  Bill 
is  on  the  part  of  the  Bishops  and  clergy. 
We  know  very  well  that  there  are  Bishops 
of  the  Principality  who  do  not  spend  all 
their  time  there,  and  who  seem  better 
cut  out  for  lobbying  than  for  preacliing. 
I  am  sure  that  in  the  minds  of  some  it 
is  considered  that  the  man  best  fitted  for 
the  high ,  office  of  Bishop  in  these  days 
is  the  fighting  man — one  who  can  bring 
pressure  to  bear  on  the  Government  to 
pass  a  Bill  of  this  kind.     By  this  Bill 
the    Government    will   create    greater 
feeling  against    the    Church   than  has 
existed  already,  and  in  that  way  they 
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will  facilitate  the  work  of  Disestablish- 
ment. Even  if  you  get  rid  of  the  tithe 
agitation  by  this  Bill,  and  you  will  not, 
you  will  have  a  land  agitation  springing 
up  in  its  stead.  A  considerable  portion 
of  the  tithe  paid  by  the  Principality 
goes  to  support  institutions  in  England. 
We  hear  talk  of  **  poor  little  Wales,"  but 
surely  poor  little  Wales  might  be  allowed 
to  retain  her  own  property.  From  the 
county  of  Anglesey  £1,534  goes  to  Eng- 
land ;  Brecon,  £2,235;  Cardigan,  £1,000  ; 
Carmarthen,  £2,860  ;  Carnarvon, 
£1,505;  Denbigh,£3,103  ;  Flint,£2,845  ; 
Glamorgan,  £3,386  ;  Merioneth,  £1,760  ; 
Montgomery,  £4,474 ;  Pembroke,  £861 ; 
Radnor,  £1,874;  Monmouth,  £1,455— 
making  the  grand  total  of  £28,900 
derived  from  the  Principality  for  institu- 
tions in  England.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  money  goes  to  educational  institu- 
tions, in  the  benefits  of  w^hich  Welsh- 
men may  participate-  But  let  us  see 
to  what  this  money  is  devoted.  Of  this 
£28,900,  there  goes  to  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Oxford,  £2,513 ;  to  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Gloucester,  £2,947; 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Winchester, 
£2,404 ;  Dean  and  Canons  of  Windsor, 
£1,824;  Bishop  of  Lichfield  and 
Coventry,  £1,456  ;  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Worcester,  £1,330;  Bishop  of  Glou- 
•cester  and  Bristol,  £1,215  ;  All  Soals' 
College,  Oxford,  £875 ;  Dean  and  Chap- 
ter of  Bristol,  £811  ;  Bishop  of  Chester, 
£768 ;  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  £400 ;  Christ's 
College,  Cambridge,  £370  ;  London 
Grocers'  Company's  Schools,  £327  ;  Eton 
College,  £200  ;  University  College, 
Oxford,  £37  ;  and  so  on :  and  for  sus- 
pended prebendaries  and  sinecure 
rectories,  £6,816.  This  money  really, 
therefore,  is  applied  to  Church  insti- 
tutions in  England  and  to  the  support 
of  wealthy  cathedrals.  I  would  like 
to  be  enlightened  on  one  point.  One 
hon.  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
has  referred  to  the  question  of  per- 
sonal liability.  We  rejoice  that  the 
Bill  is  as  harmless  as  it  is ;  imost  of 
the  fangs  have  been  taken  out  of  it. 
But  can  imprisonment  follow  if  the 
payment  of  tithe  is  resisted?  [Sir 
Richard  Websteb  was  understood  to 
indicate  that  it  could  not.]  I  am  told 
by  the  Attorney  General  that  it  will 
not.  We  will  take  care  that  the  neces- 
;flary  provision  is  made  in  Committee  on 
that  point.  But  what  I  wish  to  know  is 
this,  whether  if  there  is  any  resistance 


by  the  tithepayer  to  the  process  of  the 
County  Court,  he  will  be  liable  to  im- 
prisonment for  contempt  of  Court ; 
whether,  while  he  is  not  directly  liable 
to  imprisonment,  he  may  be  indirectly 
liable.  I  want  to  be  satisfied,  if  possible, 
that  nobody  will  be  liable  to  imprison- 
ment under  the  Bill.  If  the  Govern- 
ment do  pass  the  Bill,  1  am  sure  they 
will  be  sorry  for  it  in  future  years. 

*(9.55.)  Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke 
and  Haverfordwest) :  I  did  not  intend  to 
intervene  in  this  Debate,  but  as  it  has 
been  stated  on  several  occasions — two  or 
three  times  this  evening — that  the  Welsh 
Conservative  Members  do  not  dare  to 
support  this  measure  openly,  I  rise  to 
say  that,  speaking  for  one- third  at  least 
of  the  Conservative  Members  of  Wales, 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  support  the 
measure  now  under  discussion,  and  the 
fear  expressed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  lest  the  Conservative  Party 
should  injure  themselves  by  their  legis- 
lation is  very  soothing ;  but  we  are 
hardly  able  to  believe  in  this  anxiety, 
for  we  feel  pretty  well  convinced  that  no 
matter  what  measure  is  brought  forward 
by  the  Government  gentlemen  onlbhe 
other  side  will  vote  against  it.  So  far  as 
I  am  personally  concerned,  I  have  been 
obliged  to  relinquish  the  religious  aspect 
of  the  question.  I  was  at  one  time 
dragged  into  a  correspondence  with  a 
representative  of  Disestablishment  and 
anti-tithe,  who  finished  it  by  saying  that 
he  knew  Conservatives  did  not  regard 
the  law  of  our  Lord,  by  doing  to  others 
as  we  would  be  done  by,  forgetting 
that  charity  is  also  a  Christian  virtue. 
One  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  spoke 
of  the  landlords  of  Wales  as  being 
opposed  to  this  Bill.  I  can  unhesitatingly 
say  of  the  landlords  of  South  Wales,  or 
that  part  of  it  with  which  I  am 
acquainted,  that  they  are  most  strongly 
in  favour  of  it,  and  that  several  have 
urged  me  to  bring  any  influenije 
I  have  to  bear  upon  the  Government  to 
pass  this  measure.  Hon.  Members 
say  that  process  by  means  of  the  County 
Council  will  not  stop  agitation.  I  do 
not  believe  that.  It  will  stop  it  for  this 
reason,  that  the  tithepayer  knows  that 
under  that  process  he  will  ultimately 
not  only  have  to  pay  the  original  tithe, 
but  the  law  costs  also.  Therefore,  unless 
I  am  greatly  mistaken  in  the  character 
of  those  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present, and  whose  astuteness  I  highly 
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esteem,  they  will  not  go  into  Court  with 
the  certainty  of  having  to  pay  about 
double  what  they  would  originally  have 
to  pay.  I  remember  a  speech  by  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bhondda  Valley  Division  at 
Cardigan,  in  which  he  said  that  he  would 
not  only  abolish  tithes,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  pass  a  Bill  prohibiting  the 
landlords  from  increasing  the  rent.  What 
epithet  would  describe  such  a  suggestion  ? 
What  is  the  state  of  affairs  in  Wales? 
A  case  recently  occurred  in  the  adjoining 
constituency  to  my  own,  in  which  two  men 
between  60  and  70  years  of  age  were 
sent  to  collect  tithe,  and  they  were 
set  upon  by  a  mob  and  so  severely 
injured  that  the  Magistrates  imposed  a 
penalty  of  £25  upon  their  assailants.  It 
is  becjiuse  we  believe  that  by  giving  the 
control  of  these  matters  to  the  County 
Court  Judge  we  shall  best  prevent  such 
disgraceful  acts  that  we  strongly  approve 
this  measure.  I  support  this  Bill  as  a 
matter  of  law  and  order  as  far  as  the 
Principality  is  concerned,  and  because,  in 
my  belief,  it  will  put  an  end  to  the  most 
discreditable  scenes  which  have  taken 
place  in  the  collection  of  tithe.  It  has 
been  remarked  to-night  that  the  clergy 
in  Wales  have  not  given  up  a  large  pro- 
portion of  their  tithes,  but  their  total  in- 
come is,  as  a  rule,  so  very  small  that  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  do  so.  I  know 
the  case  of  a  clergyman  with  a  wife  and 
six  children  to  support  whose  whole  in- 
come for  1 889  was  only  £73  !  How  could 
he  possibly  remit  any  portion  of  his 
tithe.  I  believe  I  represent  the  feeling 
of  all  landlords,  at  least  in  South  Wales, 
when  I  say  that  this  Bill  will  stop  an 
agitation  which  has  been  maintained  not 
so  much  for  religious  as  for  political 
purposes. 

*(10.5.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St. 
Pancras,  N.) :  I  am  a  Metropolitan 
Member,  but  as  I  was  responsible  in  the 
last  Parliament  for  an  Act  which  dealt 
with  a  portion  of  this  difficult  question,  I 
am  sure  the  House  will  not  consider  I 
am  presuming  in  venturing  to  express  an 
opinion  on  this  Bill.  Now  in  Kent  and 
Sussex  we  were  face  to  face  with  a  diffi- 
culty quite  as  serious  as  that  which  has 
presented  itself  in  Wales,  and  we  set 
ourselves  to  see  whether  the  trouble 
could  not  be  got  rid  of  by  some  system  of 
redemption.  Such  a  system  was  em- 
bbdied  in  the  Act  passed  by  the  last 
Parliament,  with  the  result  that  sub- 
stantml  relief  was  given  to  the  tithe- 
jidmtral  Mai/ne 


payer,  fair  compensation  was  provided 
for  the  tithe-receiver,  and  the  whole 
difficulty  was  settled.  At  the  present 
time  there  is  no  trouble  in  Kent 
and  Sussex  in  the  hop-growing  dis- 
tricts with  reference  to  what  was 
known  as  the  extraordinary  tithe  on  hops, 
fruit,  and  market  garden  produce.  1 
hold  that  the  Government  would  have 
dealt  with  this  tithe  question  much  more 
satisfactorily  had  they  proposed  some 
system  of  redemption.  But  they  have 
confined  themselves  to  dealing  with  the 
recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge.  I  admit 
that  their  Bill  is  a  great  improvement  on 
the  measure  of  last  Session,  and  that  it 
will  deal  effectually  with  the  question  of 
the  collection  of  tithe,  but  to  suppose  that 
a  mere  provision  to  facilitate  the  recovery 
of  tithe  will  dispose  of  the  great  tithe 
difficulty  in  Wales  is  absurd.  Hon. 
Members  who  have  spoken  on  this  ques- 
tion have  referred  to  the  intense  feeling 
that  exists  in  Wales  on  this  question — a 
feeling  directed  not  so  much  against  the 
payment  of  tithe  rent-charge  as  against 
the  application  of  it.  I  may  read  to 
the  House  two  or  three  sentences 
from  a  speech  by  the  acting  Chair- 
man of  Quarter  Sessions  for  the  County 
of  Cardigan.  This  gentleman  said  he 
felt,  as  regarded  the  peace  of  the 
country,  it  was  absolutely  idle  to  talk  of 
a  measure  shifting  the  onus  for  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord ;  it  was  trifling  with  the  ques- 
tion. If  it  were  to  be  dealt  with  at  all 
it  must  be  on  the  lines  of  a  redemption 
scheme.  There  was  a  strong  feeling  in 
Wales  on  religious  grounds  against  the 
payment  of  tithes,  and  it  would  not  be  got 
rid  of  by  any  arrangement  making  it 
payable  through  the  landlord.  So  much 
as  to  Wales.  Will  the  Bill  be  useful  in 
England?  The  tithe  question  in  Eng- 
land is  a  much  larger  one  than  it  is 
in  Wales,  for  in  one  English  county 
alone  we  pay  more  tithe  than  is  paid  by 
the  whole  of  Wales.  In  the  Principality 
the  total  tithe  amounts  to  £274,000  a 
year  ;  whereas,  in  the  County  of  Norfolk, 
it  is  £277,000 ;  in  the  County  of  Berks 
it  is  £88,000;  in  Cornwall,  £101,000^ 
in  Devonshire,  £181,000;  in  Dorset^ 
£89,000 ;  in  Essex,  £250,000  :  in  Kent, 
£257,000;  in  Somerset,  £155,000;  in 
Hampshire,  £172,000;  in  Suffolk, 
£205,000  ;  in  Sussex,  £169,000  ;  and  in 
Wiltshire,  £142,000.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  you  will  not  deal  with  this  question 
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either  in  England  or  in  Wales  finally  and 
BatisfActorilj,  unless  yon  pass  a  states* 
manlike  meaaare  for  the  appropriation 
and  application  of  tithe,  and  you  must 
do  it  firat  by  a  system  of  redemption^ 
which  will  honestly  fix  the  value  of  the 
tithe  on  tbe  landlord's  property,  and  give 
BU beta nti Ell  relief  to  the  tithepayer,  and 
then,  after  providing  for  all  vested 
interests,  you  must  devote  the  tithe  anr- 
pluB  to  public  uses.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government  prtjpose  to  appoint 
a  Commission  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  redemption,  and  I  hope  that  the  Com- 
mission will  be  able  to  suggest  some 
eatiafaotory  redemption  scheme.  I  in- 
tend to  vote  for  the  Amendment,  in 
order  to  enforce  the  view  I  entertain 
as  to  tbe  appropriation  of  tithe.  I 
notice  that  there  is  among  hon.  Gentle* 
men  opposite  a  disposition  to  dispute  the 
proposition  that  tithe  is  public  property. 
But  that  it  ia  so  has  been  asserted  con- 
tinuously by  Parliament  ever  since  1836, 
and  the  strongest  assertion  of  the  prin- 
ciple is  to  be  found  in  the  very  fact  that 
Bills  have  been  passed  which  could  have 
no  possible  justification,  unless  tithes 
were  public  property.  Tithe,  undoubtedly, 
is  a  public  property,  having  a  local  cha» 
racter,  and  I  believe  when  dealing  with 
tithes  regard  will  have  to  be  paid  to 
local  claims.  There  are  portions  of  this 
Bill  which  are  open  to  criticism.  In  the 
Urst  place,  the  proposal  to  make  the  land- 
lord liable  to  pay  the  tithe  and  to  give 
him  the  right  to  recover  it  fi'om  the 
tenant,  when  tbe  tenant  has  contracted 
pay  it,  is  one  which  must  be  viewed 
th  considerable  care.  I  gather  that 
under  the  Bill  the  landlord  is  to  have  all 
the  rights  which  the  tithe  owner  at  pre- 
sent possesses.  In  Clause  1  it  is  pi*ovided 
that  the  sum  shall  be  recoverable  from 
the  occupier  by  distress ;  but,  later  on 
in  the  Bill,  it  will  be  found  that  all  the 
enactments  of  the  Tithe  Acts  shall  be 
available  for  the  recovery  of  tithe 
rent^harge  under  this  Act.  If  the 
ndowner  is  to  have  all  the  rights  for 
e  recovery  of  tithe  which  at  present 
e  tithe  receiver  has,  will  he  have  any 
remedy  beyond  that  of  distress  1  An 
hon.  and  learned  Member  says,  No, 
What,  then,  will  happen  when  there  is 
insufficient  distress  on  the  land  to 
eet  the  tithe  ?  Is  the  landowner  to 
■ve  the  rights  which  are  at  present 
nf erred  upon  the  tithe  owner  1  If  so, 
do  not  very  well  see  how  the  tithe- 


payer  will  be  in  a  very  much  better  posi- 
tion through  the  tithe  owner  having 
first  to  go  against  the  landowner  in  tbe 
County  Court.  I  have  here  a  bill  of  costs 
which  an  unfortunate  tithe  payer  wae 
recently  subjected  to.  A  distress  was 
attempted  for  a  sum  of  £11;  there  was 
insufficient  produce  on  the  land,  and  the 
titheowner  consequently  put  in  force 
the  provision  of  6  and  7  William  IV.,  and 
took  possession  of  the  land.  Ultimately 
the  costs  chai*ged  against  the  payer 
of  tithe  through  the  default  for  £11 
amounted  to  £46  10s.  2d,  If  the 
right  to  I'esort  to  process  of  that  kind  is 
to  be  transferred  from  the  tithe  owner  to 
the  landlord  I  do  not  see  how  the  position 
of  the  tithe  payer  will  be  imj)roved 
where  he  is  a  tenant  and  has  to  continue 
to  pay  in  consequence  of  a  current  con- 
tract»  I  look  upon  tithe  as  a  property 
which  ought  not  to  be  frittered  away. 
At  the  same  time  I  am  quit^*  sure  that 
the  public  would  not  desire  to  deal 
harshly  or  unfairly  in  cases  where  the 
land  is  unable  to  bear  the  full  tithe  ; 
public  feehng  is  certainly  in  favour  of 
some  considerate  treatment  of  persons 
in  tbe  possession  of  land  overburdened 
with  tithe.  The  Bill  does  give  relief  in 
extreme  cases  of  this  character,  and  that 
is  all  that  can  reasonably  be  required. 
While  I  shall  vote  for  the  Amendment 
to  assert  my  opinion  that  tithe  is  public 
property,  I  shall  vote  for  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill  as  a  practical 
measure  to  preserve  that  property, 
♦(10.23.)  Sm  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf^ 
fordshire,  Lichfield) :  I  am  glad  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  in  the 
House,  for  I  wish  to  point  out  to  him 
that  this  Bill  bristles  with  breach  of 
contract.  When  the  Irish  Land  Bill  had 
to  be  altered,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
adhered  to  the  principle  that  contracts 
once  entered  into  ought  never  to  be 
broken.  However,  the  very  first  clause 
of  this  Tithe  Bill  enacts  that  certain 
things  shall  be  done  "  notwithstanding 
any  contract  to  the  contrar}%*'  I  suppose 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
reaixmsible  as  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  drafting  of  the  Bill ;  hut  I 
venture  to  suggest  that  landlords  in 
England  have  trouble  enough  in  coming 
to  arrangements  with  their  tenants  with- 
out having  the  contracts  broken  with- 
out rhyme  or  reason,  or  by  the 
desire  of  either  party  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament    brought    m  \a    *«t^«i    *0a& 
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purpose  of  bolstering  up  tlie  Church  of 
England.  I  speak  as  n  pajer  and  an 
owuer  of  tithe,  and  I  say  I  do  not  want 
this  Bill  passed  at  alL  I  do  not  know 
anything  more  mischievous  than  the 
drafting  of  thia  BilL  Goodness  knows^ 
we,  landlords  in  England,  have 
tried  to  keep  on  good  terms  with 
our  tenants,  but  here  all  our  contracts  are 
to  bo  mthleBsly  torn  up.  A  more  dis- 
agreeable method  of  collecting  the  rent  I 
do  not  know,  and  this  is  the  reward  of 
the  English  landed  proprietor  who  has 
endeavoured  to  manage  his  property 
with  some  degree  of  respect  for 
the  wants  and  necessities  of  his 
tenants,  and  with  some  sympathy  for 
them  in  these  bad  times.  The  Bill  is 
simply  intended  to  back  up  the  Church 
of  England.  The  Government  some  (kkj 
will  bi  ing  in  a  Tithe  Redemption  Bill,  and 
this  measure  ie  simply  intended  to 
increase  the  value  of  tithe  in  view  of 
that  redemption.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Mai  don  Division  of  Essex 
might  have  told  the  House  that  the 
tithe  cow  varies  in  value  from  18  to  21 
years*  purchase,  but  that  if  this  Bill  is 
passed  it  will  at  once  l>e  made  25  per 
cent,  more  valuable,  and  of  course  the 
redemption  will  be  on  the  basis  of  the 
higher  value.  The  tithe  payers  will 
derive  no  advantage  from  the  BilL 
Wliy  not  at  once  repeal  the  Act  of  *36j 
and  let  the  parson  collect  one- tenth  of 
the  produce.  You  would  soon  then 
arrive  at  tbe  real  value  of  tithes.  Under 
Section  4  of  Clause  1,  the  occupier  is  to 
pay  tbe  rates  for  the  parson  in  advance 
:iud  to  collect  them  afterwards.  A  more 
preposterous  proposal  I  never  heard  of  I 
t  want  the  House  to  consider  where 
would  the  tithes  be  if  the  owner  or 
occupier  of  the  land  (like  the  tithe 
i*eceiver)  had  done  nothing  t*:)  improve 
it  for  the  last  54  years.  In  such 
a  case  what  would  have  been 
tbe  present  value  of  the  tithe  1 
I  know  of  many  cases  in  which,  if 
nothing  had  been  spent  upon  the  land, 
the  land  would  not  produce  the  tenth  part 
of  the  tithe,  let  alone  any  rent.  Then, 
again,  the  landowner  was  to  proceed  by 
process  of  distress  to  recover  the  tithe — 
which  ho  had  advanced  to  the  parson— 
from  his  tenant.  A  more  distasteful 
process  for  a  landlord  to  pursue  1  do  not 
know.  Thia  Bill  is  simply  intended 
as  a  Parliamentary  bribe  to  the  clergy- 
men  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Sir  J.  Swindurfie 


Those  clergymen  have  always  supported 
the   Conservative    Party,   and   knowing 
that  that  Party  will  not  be  much  longer  j 
in  office  they  say  to    the    Government,  I 
**Give   us  our  reward  while  you  are  in  | 
office/^    Some  day  or  other  a  Bill  for  the 
redemption  of  tithe  will  be  introduced, 
and  then  this  measure  will  be  flourished  , 
in  our  faces  and  will  be  taken  as  a  basis  ^ 
of  redemption.     A  more  iniquitous  and 
unconstitutional    Bill  was    never   intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Commons. 

(10.32.)  Mr.  DAVID  RANDALL  (GW 
morgan,  Gower) :  I  desire  to  offer  a  few  I 
observations  upon  this  Bill.  In  the  first 
place t  I  have  to  confess  my  surprise  as  a 
Welshman  that  we  have  been  deserted 
in  this  discussion  by  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  I  had  hoped,  after  the 
various  promises  that  have  been  made  at 
Sheffield  and  elsewhere,  that  at  any  rate  i 
when  wo  came  to  discuss  this  matter, ' 
which  is  BO  important  to  the  Welsh 
people,  we  should  at  least  have  received 
the  assistance  of  some  prominent  mem- 
ber on  the  Opposition  Front  Bench. 
Well,  from  a  Webb  Noncouftirmist  point] 
of  view  no  doubt  the  present  Bill  is  less 
objectionable  in  its  character  than  the 
Bill  of  last  Session,  for  it  seems  to  me 
to  leave  the  occupier,  as  far  as  any 
legal  remedy  against  him  is  con- 
cerned, very  much  in  the  same  position  ' 
as  he  is  in  to-day,  save  that,  if 
he  resists  the  payment  of  tithe,  he 
will  in  future  have  so  fight  the  land- 
lord instead  of  the  titlie  owner.  This 
is  a  position  of  things  which  I  would  \ 
commend  to  the  consideration  of  land- 
lords in  this  House,  for  I  think  it  is  a 
state  of  afEafrs  calculated  to  open  up 
the  agrarian  qaestion  in  the  Principality, 
Yet  at  the  Siinie  time  the  Bill  will,  no 
doubt,  injuriously  affect  the  sm*all  free- 
holders in  Wales.  In  Wales  and  Men* 
mouthshire  there  are  some  5,300  small 
freeholders.  In  Cardiganshire,  Car- 
martheuBhire,  and  Pembrokeshire, 
where  the  tithe  agitation,  which  is  now 
in  abeyance  in  anticipation  of  the  results 
of  this  Bill,  is  likely  to  be  a^i  lively  as 
ever,  there  are  upwards  of  2,000  small 
freeholders.  These  men^  I  take  it,  will , 
offer  the  same  sturdy  resistance  ti>  the 
payment  of  tithe  in  future  that  they  liave 
offered  in  the  past.  For  example,  the 
yeomen  of  Montgt)meryshire,  so  long  as 
they  know  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
tithe  in  Montgomeryshire  is  devoted  to 
the     enrichment     of      Christ      Churcb 
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Oxford,  will  resist  payment  under  a 
County  Court  process  as  much  as  under 
distress  as  at  present.  This  Bill 
threatens  to  confiscate  the  holdings  of 
these  men,  and  to  hand  them  over  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  ofl&cials  of  the 
County  Court.  Personally,  I  have 
great  sympathy  for  the  poor  clergy  in 
the  Principality,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  ask  the  House  to  have  more  sym- 
pathy for  the  small  freeholders  in  Wales. 
The  only  real  relief  for  the  poor 
clergy  of  Wales  from  the  oftentimes 
intolerable  conditions  in  which  they 
find  themselves  is  the  Disestablishment 
of  the  Church.  I  know  many  of  the 
poor  Clergy,  if  they  were  allowed  to 
speak  out  for  themselves,  would  welcome 
Disestablishment  quite  as  heartily  as 
any  Nonconformist.  No  doubt  the 
Government  think  that  by  this  new 
method  of  recovery  they  will  remove 
the  friction  that  at  present  exists  in 
Wales,  but  the  working  classes  in  the 
towns  where  the  County  Courts  are  held 
will  be  greatly  surprised  to  see  a  minister 
seeking  his  remedy  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said 
he  was  quite  prepared  to  receive  any 
suggestions  or  Amendments  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  provided  they  are 
made  in  a  fair  spirit.  I  ofEer  one  or  two 
Amendments  in  that  spirit,  and  I  hope 
they  will  be  accepted.  I  notice  in  the 
Bill  an  entire  absence  of  any  provision 
for  appeal  or  for  trial  by  jury.  Appeal 
as  a  right,  in  County  Court  cases  simply 
eirtends  to  actions  where  the  subject 
matter  exceeds  £20  in  value,  and  trial 
by  jury  is  only  allowed  in  cases  where 
the  subject  matter  exceeds  X5  in  value. 
The  large  number  of  cases  arising  under 
this  Bill  will  be  under  the  limits  of  £20 
and  £5.  I  acknowledge  that  when 
either  party  is  dissatisfied  with  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Judge,  either  as  to  a  question 
of  law,  or  the  admission  or  rejection  of 
evidence,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  confer  special  power  of 
appeal,  not  as  by  leave  of  the  Judge  but 
as  a  matter  of  right.  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  any  further, 
because  I  feel  sure  the  Government  in- 
tend to  carry  the  Bill  probably  to-night, 
and  under  these  circumstances  whatever 
objections  are  made  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  will  fall  on  deaf  ears ; 
but  I  wish  to  offer  my  protest  at  any 
rate  against  what  is  one-sided  legisla- 
tion. 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.        [third  sebibs.] 


(10.40.)  Me.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamor- 
gan, Rhondda) :  I  cannot  let  this  oppor- 
tunity pass  without  entering  my  protest 
as  a  Welshman  against  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  though  I  agree  with  what 
has  been  said  by  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that  this  Bill 
is,  to  a  great  extent,  an  improvement  upon 
all  its  predecessors.  The  Bill  appears 
to  me  to  be  like  a  cat-o'-nine-tails 
without  its  fangs,  or  a  serpent  without 
its  sting.  Those  who  have  opposed,  for 
four  years  at  least,  the  passing  of  previous 
Tithe  Bills,  are  to  be  congratulated  upon 
the  success  of  their  opposition,  which  is 
shown  by  the  introduction  of  the  mild 
Bill  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
Mild  as  it  is,  however,  it  is  as  much  a 
Welsh  Bill  as  the  previous  Bills  have 
been.  It  is  as  much  a  Bill  of  pains  and 
penalties  to  Wales  as  any  of  its  predeces- 
sors. Now,  our  case  as  Welshmen  is  in 
a  nutshell.  We  do  not  object  to  the 
payment  of  tithes  as  such,  we  believe 
with  you.  Sir,  the  tithe  is  a  reservation 
of  a  part  of  property  in  land  for  national 
purposes  and  national  uses,  and  were  it 
devoted  to  any  such  purposes  the 
Principality,  the  Welsh  people,  would 
be  as  good  payers  of  tithe  as  are  to  be 
found  in  any  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. But,  afi  it  is,  the  strong  and  over- 
whelming sentiment  and  reason  which 
has  led  to  the  resistance  of  the  payment 
of  tithe  in  Wales  is  the  sense  of  injustice 
in  respect  to  the  way  in  which  tithe  is 
applied.  I  assure  the  House  with  the 
honesty  of  a  Welshman,  with  the 
honesty  and  sincerity  due  to  the  House, 
that  the  present  Bill,  nor  any  other 
Bill,  will  not  remove  the  difficulty,  nor 
abate  one  iota  of  the  repugnance  to  pay- 
ment of  the  tithe,  until  the  money  so 
paid  is  applied  to  Welsh  national  pur- 
poses. On  the  other  hand,  what  is  the 
object  of  this  Bill  ?  Is  it  not  to  support 
the  Church  in  Wales  and  other  parts  of 
the  Kingdom,  so  that  the  Church,  in 
its  turn,  will  support  the  Government  1 
Probably  that  is  the  real  view  and  in- 
tention of  many  hon.  Members, 
but  they  would  not  care  to  state 
it  in  this  House,  or  out  of  it.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Darwen, 
however  (Lord  Cranbourne),  in  his 
letter  to  the  Times,  on  July  8th,  had  the 
honesty  to  state  the  real  object  of  passing 
the  Tithes  Bill  in  the  House.  He  plainly 
stated  that  in  the  interests  of  the  Tory 
Party  the  Goy©TTixaevi\»  wv.^\»  \^  ^'e^T^^ 
P 
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tho  Bill.  I  question  very  mucli  if  the 
Bill  will  make  the  collection  of  the  tithe 
in  Wales  more  easy.  I  also  believe  that 
the  small  freeholders  in  Wales  will  per- 
sist in  their  objection  to  the  payment  of 
tithe  in  fntnre  as  mnch  as  ever  they 
have  in  the  past.  I  thought  that  in  this 
Debate  we  were  going  to  be  spared  the 
doleful  cadence  respecting,  the  poor 
clergy  in  Wales  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Byron  Eeed)  would 
have  it  out.  I  venture  to  assert,  how- 
ever, that  in  the  parishes  in  Wales  the 
hon.  Member  named  not  more  than  one- 
seventh  or  one-eighth  of  the  people  are 
church-going  people.  That  being  so, 
what  have  the  people  as  a  body  to  do 
with  the  poor  clergy  ?  Are  the  clergy 
not  the  clergy  of  the  rich  and  wealthy 
people  ?  Since  they  are,  is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  wealthy  people  to  support 
them  ?  Ought  the  wealthy  people  to 
ask  the  poor  people,  who  have  to 
support  their  own  ministers,  to  sup- 
port the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land K  There  is  no  such  claim  on 
the  poor  people  of  Wales.  It  is  time 
the  cry  against  the  Welsh  people  for  not 
supporting  the  clergy  should  be  done 
away  with,  for  if  there  is  any  shame  at 
all  it  attaches  to  the  wealthy  people  who 
receive  the  clergy's  ministrations,  but 
are  not  prepared  to  pay  for  them. 

(10.49.)  The  POSTMASTER  GENE- 
RAL (Mr.  Raikes,  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  been  struck,  as  any 
listener  would  be  struck,  by  the  ex- 
treme inapplicability  of  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  occasion  on  which  it  has 
been  brought  forward.  It  appears  to 
me  that  it  would  be  quite  competent 
to  any  hon.  Member  to  support  the 
Amendment  and  also  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  Amendment  which 
traverses  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  there  if  nothing  whatever  in  the  Bill 
which  is  in  any  way  concerned  with 
anything  in  the  Amendment.  Therefore 
we  have  had  the  evening  which  might 
have  been  devoted  to  a  useful  discussion 
of  a  very  practical  measure  devoted  to 
a  sort  of  preliminary  canter  on  the 
question  of  Welsh  Disestablishment.  I 
venture  in  the  first  instance  to  make  my 
protest  against  the  waste  of  time.  [Cries 
of  «  Oh,  oh !"]  Yes,  hon.  Members  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  entering  into 
the  question  of  Disestablishment,  when- 
ever  it  js  brought  forward  in  a  real  and 
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practical   shape.      Every    speech    made 
to-night,  since  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Suffolk,  has  really  had  no  practical 
bearing      on      the      Second     Reading. 
I  wish  hon.  Members,  if  they  deny  the 
truth  of  that  statement,  to  answer  me  a 
very  simple  question.     The  Amendment 
states  that  tithes  are  national  property, 
to  be  devoted  to  national  purposes,  and 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  in  Wales  ought 
to  be  applied   in    accordance  with  the 
constitutionally-expressed  wishes  of  the 
people  of   the  Principality.      Assuming 
that  to  be  the  case,  is  that  the  smallest 
reason    or    argument   why   the    House 
should  not  pass  a  measure  for  making 
the  recovery  of  tithe  more  efficient  ?     If 
hon.   Members    opposite    are    really   in 
eai'uest  in  the   propositions   they  have 
embodied  in  the  Amendment,  they  ought 
to  be  the  foremost  supporters  of  the  Bill 
if   they  wish  to  preserve  this  so-called 
national  property.     I  venture,  however, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  to  traverse 
the  proposition  absolutely  that  the  tithe 
is    national    property.     What    are    the 
arguments  put  forward  this  evening  in 
support  of  that  proposition?    The  hon. 
Member  for    Montgomeryshire    (Mr.  S. 
Rendel),  who  is,  at  least,  as  much  an 
alien    in   Wales    as    the    Church,    put 
forward  as    his   argument  in  favour  of 
regarding  the  tithe  as  national  property, 
that  if  it  was  not  national  property  Par- 
liament would  not  be  legislating  about  it. 
But  does  not  the  hon.  Member  see  that 
that  argument  goes  rather  too  idx  ? 
♦Mr.  RENDEL  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's    pardon.      I    referred    un- 
doubtedly to  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  legislating  for  tithe  in  a  manner 
which  shows,  according  to  my  interpre- 
tation of   their  action,  that    they   base 
their  legislation  upon  the  principle  of  its 
being  national  property,  and  1  referred 
in    particular    to    the    third   clause  as 
justifying  that  statement. 

Mr.  raikes  :  That  may  have  been 
the  meaning  the  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  convey,  but  I  took  down  his  words, 
and  what  he  did  say  when  dealing  with 
the  question  of  tithe  being  national  pro- 
perty, was,  "On  what  other  ground 
could  Parliament  be  justified  in  dealing 
with  the  tithe  V 

*Mr.  RENDEL :  In  dealing  with  tithe 
in  the  particular  manner  in  which  tho 
Bill  deals  with  it. 

Mr.  raikes  :  Just  so.  Well  then  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  if  tlie  fact  of  Par- 
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liament  dealing  with  tithe  constitates  it 
national  property,  then  the  whole  of 
the  property  of  all  the  railway  share- 
holders in  this  kingdom  is  national  pro- 
perty. We  may  take  another  instance. 
This  House  has  dealt  in  a  very  drastic 
manner  with  the  property  of  Irish  land- 
lords, but  it  has  not  yet  gone  so  far  as  to 
say  that  landed  property  in  Ireland  is 
national  property.  I  think  we  must 
really  haveabetter  argument  than  the  fact 
that  Parliament  is  proposing  to  legislate 
upon  the  question  to  justify  the  extreme 
assumption  that  tithe  is  national  property. 
*Mr.  RENDEL:  I  beg  pardon  for 
again  interrupting  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  must  respectfully  submit  that 
I  have  not  put  forward  so  absurd  a 
proposition  as  that  merely  legislating  on 
the  subject  of  tithe  makes  it  national 
property.  I  have  pointed  to  this  legisla- 
tion alone.  I  quite  agree  that  it  would 
have  been  an  admirable  preamble'  to  the 
Bill  to  say  that  tifche  is  national  pro- 
perty, but  I  have  never  stated  the  pro- 
position which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attributes  to  me. 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  pass  to  the  argu- 
ment used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  member  for  JDenbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan).  He  says  he  has  always 
believed  tithe  to  be  national  property 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) in  1869  referred  to  the  property 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  as  having 
been  always  the  property  of  the 
nation,  and  spoke  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  as  being  only  the  medium  through 
which  the  property  was  administered. 
This  may  be  all  very  well  for  those  who 
found  their  faith  on  the  ipsi  dixit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  but  it  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  sufficient.  We  have  to  go 
further  back  to  get  at  the  point.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Flint  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
has  told  us  that  this  became  national 
property  because  it  was  so  ordered  by 
Charlemagne,  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
the  laws  of  Charlemagne  were  ever 
current  in  this  realm.  I  demur  to  this 
being  considered  national  property.  On 
the  contrary,  every  one  who  examines 
the  history  of  tithe  foundation  will  find 
it  was  specially  and  entirely  given  for 
religious  use.  It  was  given  to  the 
parish  in  each  case.  It  has  never  been 
national  property ;  it  has  always  been 
parochial  property.     It  has  never  been 


given  to  the  State,  and  it  never  formed 
any  part  of  the  property  of  the  State.  I 
must  apologise  for  stating  these  self- 
evident  truths ;  but  Efo  much  sophistry 
has  been  employed  during  the  Debate 
that  it  is  necessary  to  clear  the  air  by 
downright  assertion,  which  I  challenge 
anybody  to  controvert.  Well,"  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  tried  to 
minimise  the  disturbances  which  have 
taken  place  in  Wales,  but  they  have  not 
been  able  to  altogether  make  away  with 
them.  They  have  told  the  House  that 
Mr.  Justice  Wills  made  a  certain 
declaration  as  to  distraint  for  tithes;  that 
there  is  nothing  unlawful  in  subjecting 
oneself  to  distraint  for  tithe.  Of  course 
not;  the  unlayvfulness  begins  with  re- 
sistance to  the  process  of  law  for  the 
recovery  of  tithe.  A  man  may  refuse 
to  pay  any  debt,  and  there  is  nothing 
illegal  in  that,  but  he  acts  un- 
lawfully when  he  resists  the  legal 
process  by  which  it  is  sought 
to  recover  the  debt.  It  is  because  un- 
fortunately, in  the  Principality  of  Wales 
chiefly,  there  has  been  a  disposition  to 
resist  the  recovery  of  just  debts  by 
legal  process,  and  this  resistance  has 
been  carried  so  far  that  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  consider  how 
the  law  may  be  amended,  and  amended 
in  such  a  way  as  to  preserve  property  of 
the  greatest  possible  value  to  the  Church, 
to  which  it  now  belongs,  and  which 
would  be  of  the  greatest  value  to  the 
nation  if  the  nation  is  ever  prepared  to 
confiscate  it;  which  will  at  the  same 
time  not  give  undue  advantage  to  tithe- 
payers,  wliile  reserving  the  rights  of 
tithe  owners,  yet  tending  to  make  the 
payment  of  tithe  somewhat  more  easy, 
to  relieve  those  who  pay  it,  at  least  in 
some  degree,  by  the  mode  in  which  it  is 
paid.  That  is  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  this  Bill,  and  this  is  the  prin- 
ciple underlying  every  measure  on  the 
subject  introduced  during  the  present 
Parliament.  I,  for  one,  do  not  regret  that 
we  have  been  obliged  from  time  to  time 
to  postpone  consideration  of  this  question, 
and  I  think  our  opponents  are  fairly 
entitled  to  the  credit  of  having  bv 
their  criticism  enabled  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  the  Bill  in  a 
form  which  is  admitted  to  be  less 
objectionable  to  them.  The  Debate 
has  been  conducted  almost  wholly  by 
Welsh  Members,  and  particularly  by 
younger  MembeT%  oi  \}aa'^wiaft.    AJ^  ^s^ 
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always  interesting  to  have  a  Debate  con- 
ducted almost  entirely  by  new  Members, 
but  I  may  in  a  friendly  manner  warn 
those  hon.  Members  that  if  they  continue 
to  sit  here,  as  I  hope  they  may,  25  years 
hence  they  may  j&nd  some  of  their 
speeches  delivered  in  their  hot  youth 
rising  up  in  judgment  against  them 
when  the  speakers,of  to-night  are  of  more 
matured  views,  and  have  had  longer 
experience  of  political  life.  Some  of 
the  speeches  made  this  evening  rather 
smack  of  the  platform  than  of  utterances 
we  are  accustomed  to  associate  with 
debate  in  the  House  of  Commons.  I  do 
not  wish  to  criticise  in  an  unfriendly 
manner  speeches  of  gentlemen  who  have 
come  in  hot  haste  from .  their  constitu- 
encies. I  am  glad  they  should  come 
here  and  ventilate  opinions  where  they 
may  be  met  with  argument  and 
subjected  to  criticism  from  an  in- 
dependent Press,  which  is  not  bound 
always  to  justify  to  the  letter  every- 
thing said  at  a  Welsh  meeting,  pro- 
vided it  is  spoken  in  the  vernacular.  A 
point  has  been  made  as  to  the  absence  of 
violence  during  the  last  few  months  in 
the  unfortunate  differences  which  have 
arisen  in  Wales,  and  I  am  glad  to  admit 
that  there  has  been  a  less  exhibition  of 
violence  in  Wales  during  the  last  few 
months.  I  was  particularly  struck  by  the 
observation  of  a  Welsh  Member,  who  said 
that  there  were  no  people  in  the  world 
who  would  so  readily  maintain  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  tithe  as  the  Welsh,  pro- 
vided it  was  destined  to  some  Welsh 
object  of  which  they  approved.  It  seems 
to  me  that  might  be  said  of  any  person 
who  wishes  to  make  free  with  his  neigh 
bourns  property.  He  can  always  pretend 
to  respect  the  integrity  of  that  property 
when  he  gets  possession  of  it.  If  a 
man  takes  a  sovereign  from  my  pocket 
it  is  poor  evidence  of  his  honesty  to  tell 
me  that  he  is  prepared  to  preserve  the 
integrity  of  the  sovereign,  and  will  only 
devote  it  to  purposes  of  which  he 
thoroughly  approves.  But  admitting 
there  has  been  rather  less  demonstrative 
violence  dsplayed  in  Wales  during  the 
last  few  months  against  the  collection 
of  tithe,  a  very  important  reason  for 
this  seems  to  have  been  overlooked  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Have  they 
considered  that  the  violence  which  has 
occurred  on  former  occasions  has  greatly 
deterred  the  clergy  from  endeavouring  to 
enforce  their  just  rights?     Have    they 


not  the  frankness  to  admit  that  it  has 
been  made  really  impossible  for  the  clergy 
to  face  the  expense  of  recovering  what 
is  justly  theirs  1  I  will  venture,  in  con- 
nection with  this,  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  endeavoured  to  minimise  the 
sufferings  inflicted  on  the  clergy,  to  give 
some  figures  quoted  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  when  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  last  Session. 
Speaking  on  March  27,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said — 

**It  is  impossible  to  obtain  full  statistics 
'because  they  can  be  obtained  only  from 
individual  tithe  owners,  who  would  be  reluc- 
tant to  state  their  losses  lest  they  might  be 
made  a  ground  for  additional  losses  in  future. 
But  I  have  the  facts  with  regard  to  75  parishes 
in  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph,  and  I  will  state 
them  to  the  House.  In  those  parishes  during 
the  two  years  1888  and  1889  a  sum  of  £38,918 
of  ecclesiastical  tithe  was  due.  Of  that  sum 
£10,230  remains  unpaid,  and  £3,000  has  been 
expended  in  compelling  payment  of  the  rest. 
Now,  I  can  show  that  that  non-payment  has 
not  been  due  to  a  general  inability  to  pay,  but 
that  the  tithe  has  been  purposely  withheld  in 
large  proportions  in  individual  cases.  Of  these 
75  parishes  in  42  between  10  and  20  per  cent, 
is  unpaid ;  in  19  parishes  between  20  and  30  .per 
cent.;  in  7  parishes  between  30  and  40  per 
cent. ;  in  4  parishes  between  40  and  50  per  cent.; 
and  in  3  parishes  between  50  and  60  per  cent." 

That  is  evidence  of  the  tender  solicitude 
for  the  poor  rural  clergy  so  touchingly 
attested  by  many  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate.  It  has  been 
observed  by  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
the  poor  clergy  of  Wales  ought  not  to 
starve  because  they  belong  to  such  a 
rich  community.  The  hon.  Members 
opposite  think  it  right  to  take  away 
from  those  poor  clergy  that  which  is 
legally  their  due  in  order  to  make  them 
the  recipients  of  charity.  That  is  what 
hon.  Members  opposite  call  charity  and 
that  is  what  they  call  honesty.  I  think 
it  is  well  this  should  receive  full 
consideration.  We  have  heard  hon. 
Members  declare  that  the  objection 
is  to  the  payment  to  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  and  to  Christ- 
church,  Oxford,  but  there  is  no  disposi- 
tion to  refuse  payment  to  the  poor 
rural  clergy.  Why,  then,  has  all  this 
terrible  suffering  fallen  on  the  rural 
clergy?  Christchurch  can  take  care  of 
itself ;  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissionei*8 
can  take  care  of  themselves.  It  is  upon 
the  weak  and  defenceless  humble  clergy 
of  Wales  that  the  blows  of  these 
defenders  of  the  integrity  of  tithe  fall 
with  merciless  severity.  I,  for  one,  should 
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be  extremely  ashamed  to  come  forward 
as  the  apologist  of  such  proceedings  as 
have  taken  place  in  Wales  during  the 
last  few  years.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Flint  says  that  only  a  few  ignorant 
people  have  ever  thought  that  they 
could  get  out  of  payment  of  tithe  alto- 
gether, but  I  am  inclined  to  think  there 
are  rather  more  of  that  opinion  than  he 
would  have  us  suppose.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  the  title  of  "  The  Anti-Tithe 
League "  if  it  does  not  mean  that  the 
Association  is  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  rid  of  the  tithe  altogether,  instead 
of  for  merely  altering  its  destination  ? 
How  can  those  who,  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Denbigh 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  know  perfectly 
well  everything  that  takes  place  in  con- 
nection with  the  "  Anti-Tithe  League  " 
stand  up  and  profess  that  they  and  their 
friends  are  actuated  by  the  desire  only 
to  divert  the  tithe  to  some  other  purpose, 
when  they  know  *what  Mr.  Gee  has  been 
teaching  and  preaching  in  the  County 
of  Denbigh' for  years?  I  hope  now  the 
air  has  been  cleared  that  the  Bill  will  be 
considered  on  its  merits,  and  I  almost 
cherish  the  hope  that  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Stuart  Rendel)  may,  after  what  has 
been  said,  see  that  it  is  quite  possible  for 
him  to  retain  his  own  opinion  and  yet 
not  refuse  a  Second  Reading  to  the  Bill. 
He  will  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
his  question  forward  on  the  Preamble. 
I  hope  that  this  Bill  will  be  considered 
on  its  merits,  and  that,  notwithstanding 
the  sham  fight  with  which  the  Govern- 
ment is  threatened,  when  the  measure 
gets  into  Committee  this  very  useful 
and  practical  piece  of  legislation,  which 
has  received  the  approval  of  the  great 
majority  of  this  House,  will  speedily 
become  law. 
*(11.15).  Sir  GEORGE  TRBVELYAN 
(Glasgow,  Bridgeton)  :  The  Postmaster 
General  has  brought  against  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  his  colleagues  in  the 
representation  of  Wales  what  is  a  very 
serious  charge  in  an  assembly  of  practical 
men — that  this  Amendment  is  not 
applicable  to  the  Bill.  The  Amend- 
ment is  a  Welsh  Amendment ;  the  Bill 
has  its  origin  in  Welsh  causes.  The  Bill 
is  a  remedial  measure  for  Wales,  and 
we  shall  see  how  this  remedial  measure 
is  regarded  by  Representatives  from 
Wales,  and  I  must  own  that  I  doubt 
whether  the  speech  of  the  Postmaster 
General — a  speech  which  I  am  bound  to 


say  was  marked  by  those  deep  feelings 
with  regard  to  Church  questions  we 
know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  held 
through  life — I  doubt  very  much  whether 
that  speech  will  commend  the  Bill  to 
the  people  of  Wales.  Now,  this  Bill  is 
brought  in  to  apply  to  the  whole 
country  over  which  in  England  and 
Wales  the  Church  exists.  It  affects  the 
whole  country,  but  the  causes  are  from 
Wales,  and  from  Wales  alone.  If 
England  were  only  concerned,  this  Bill 
would  be  utterly  uncalled  for,  and  this 
point  I  earnestly  desire  to  press  upon 
hon.  Members.  If  England  alone  were 
concerned,  there  would  be  no  reason 
whatever  for  the  Bill.  No  argument 
has  been  given  to  show  that  in  England 
there  is  any  reason  for  altering  the 
process  of  getting  in  the  tithe  because 
in  England  there  is  no  moral  or  religious 
diflficulty  whatever  in  the  payment  of 
tithes.  I  do  not  refer  to  exceptional 
cases,  such  as  those  in  which  mem- 
bers of  the  Society  of  Friends  and  others 
are  concerned,  but  in  England  the 
difficulty  consists,  wherever  there  is 
a  difficulty,  in  there  being  little  or 
nothing  from  which  to  pay  tithe — the 
inability  of  the  farmer  of  the  land  to 
meet  the  payment  of  tithe.  Now,  that 
difficulty  is  very  much  greater  than  the 
Government  have  been  willing  to  con- 
fess. I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon  (Mr.  Gray)  did  not  devote  a 
greater  pirt  of  his  speech  to  giving  us 
instances  of  the  very  practical  suffering 
that  exists  in  some  parts  of  the  Eastern 
Counties.  Under  the  original  Corn  Laws 
when'exceptional  advantages  were  given 
to  com  growers,  great  breadths  of  country 
were  laid  down  under  corn,  which  in 
these  Free  Trade  days  have  gradually 
passed  out  of  corn  cultivation  until 
what  remains  can  no  longer  be  culti- 
vated with  profit ;  but  nevertheless  the 
land  bears  the  weight  of  tithe,  because 
it  bore  corn  in  the  old  days,  when  the 
price  of  corn  was  high.  I  have  it  on 
the  authority  of  a  newspaper  which  both 
sides  recognise  that  there  are  six  farms 
together  in  one  county — Wilts,  I  think, 
where  the  tithe  together  amounts  to  fully 
half  the  rent.  The  difficulty  in  England 
is  inability  to  pay  the  tithe;  and  this 
Bill  does  nothing  worth  mentioning  to 
aid  the  farmer,  the  landlord,  and  the 
small  yeoman  occupier.  What  does 
Clause  3  do?  When  the  tithe  reTLt- 
oharge  amounts  to    V*^o-\!caxdA  ^1  >3ckft 
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annual  value  of  the  land  under  Schedule 
B  the  tithe  shall  be  reduced.  What  is 
Schedule  B  ?  It  is  the  gross  rent  of  the 
land.  Now,  I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  are  there  many 
estates  in  England  so  happily  situated 
that  all  the  expenses  of  management, 
including  building  and  fencing,  do  not 
amount  to  33  per  cenf.  of  the  gross 
rental  ?  Tlie  experience  of  my  friends 
in  different  parts  of  the  countiy  is  that 
before  the  fall  in  rents  the  expenses  of 
management  were  25  per  cent.,  and  now 
they  are  33  per  cent.  Therefore  the 
expenses  practically  represent  the  33  per 
cent  or  third  which  is  to  be  deducted 
under  the  third  clause  from  the  gross 
value  ;  so  that  the  concession  made  by 
the  Government  is  that  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  shall  not  be  reduced  until  the 
whole  of  the  net  rent  is  taken  up  in 
paying  it.  So  far  as  England  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  no  need  for  the  Bill,  and 
it  gives  no  relief  to  the  tithepayer  and  no 
advantage  to  the  tithe  owner ;  but  in 
Wales  there  is  the  religious  difficulty ; 
there  the  farmers  are  unwilling  to  pay 
for  the  support  of  the  religion  of  a  rich 
minority  by  these  tithes,  which  constitute 
the  entire  religious  endowment  of  the 
country.  It  is  said  no  arguments  have 
been  adduced  to  show  that  the 
tithes  are  national  property.  They  are 
undeniably  public  property,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  to  be  devoted  to  public 
purposes  in  which  all  are  interested,  and 
not  to  public  purposes  for  the  benefit  of 
only  a  section  of  the  public.  In  free 
and  representative  countries,  when 
difficulties  arise,  the  custom  is  to  consult 
tlie  people  or  their  Representatives.  Now, 
my  hon.  Friend  has  brought  forward  his 
proposal  for  deab'ng  with  the  difficulty  to 
devote  this  money  in  Wales  to  the 
general  purposes  of  Wales.  The  Gt)vern- 
ment,  on  the  other  hand,  press  forward 
their  solution  in  the  shape  of  this  Bill. 
We  are  now  going  to  a  Division,  and  it 
will  be  interesting  to  look  at  the  Division 
List  to  see  how  many  of  the  Represen- 
.  tatives  of  Wales  and  of  Monmouthshire 
are  satisfied  with  the  solution  of  this 
question  proposed  by  the  Government, 
and  how  many  prefer  the  solution 
suggested  by  the  Amendment. 

(1.30.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
224  ;  Noes  130.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  ta-murro  w. 

Sir  O'eorr/e  2'revtlynu 


Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town): 
When  will  the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill 
be  taken  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  hope  it  will  be  possible  to  take 
it  to-morrow  after  the  Irish  Land  Bill. 

POLLEN  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(No.  91.) 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday. 

MOTIONS. 

STEAM  ENGINES  AND  BOILERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seton-Earr,  Bill  to  provide 
for  certificates  to  persons  in  charge  of  ISteam 
Engines  and  Boilers  on  land,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Sir  Roper  Leth- 
bridge.  Sir  George  Baden- Powell,  Mr.  Coghill, 
Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  Fenwick. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  134.] 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL.  ' 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  VipccEt,  Bill  for 

the  appointment  of  a  Public  Trustee,  ordered 

to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Mr. 

Warmington,  8ir  Albert  RoUit,  and  Mr.  Brad- 

laugh. 
Bill  presented,  and'read  first  time.  [Bill  1 35.3 

SOLDIERS*  ANT>  SAIIX)BS'  ELECTORAL 
DISABILITIES  REMOVAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Bill  to  remove 
certain  Disabilities  of  Soldiers  and  SaOors  to 
be  registered  as  Electors  at  Parliamentary 
Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Jefi&eys,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Comwallis, 
Genml  Eraser,  General  Goldsworthy,  Sir 
Edward  Hamley,  and  Mr.  Whitmore. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  136.] 

SHOP  HOURS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  employment  of  Women 
and  young  persons  in  Shops,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr. 
Jennings,  Mr.  Channing,  and  Mr.  Siunnel 
Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  137.] 

STEAK   BOILERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ProTsnd,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Steam  Boilers,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  bvMr.  Provand, Mr.  Octaviua V. 
Morgan,  Mr.  William  Abraham,  and  Mr. 
HoweU. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  138.] 

DWELLING  HOUSES  RE-LETTING  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  re-letting  of  Dwelling 
Houses  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Edmund 
Hobertson,  and  Mr.  CaldwelL 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiIllS9.] 

House  adioumed  at  a  Quarter 
b^ore  Twelve  o^dook. 
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aUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER   MAJESTY'S 

ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The    lord    STEWARD    of     the 

HOUSEHOLD    (The    Earl   of    Modnt- 

Et»r.cuirBE)      reported     Her     Majesty's 

Answer  to  the  Address  aa  follows  : — 

*•  Your  loyal  and  dutiful  addreas  has  graven 
great  sfttiaf Action.  I  feel  well  assured  that  you 
will  j^ive  your  earn  est  consideration  to  the 
measures  that  will  bo  fiubmitted  to  you*  and 
that  no  efforts  will  bo  wanting  on  your  part  to 
promote  by  wise  legifilation  tho  welfare  of  my 
people." 

Tka  Addre8a  and  Answer  ordered  to 
be  printed  and  published, 

\  ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 

^  Th^  LORD  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
qnainfcL^d  the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  thti  Table  ;  the  same  was  ordered 
to  be  printed.     (No.  9*) 

INTERMEDIATE  SCHOOLS.  &c,,  SITES 

BILL.— [H,LO  (No.  3.) 

SECOND   BBADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing' read.  , 

*LoRi)  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
The  Bill  to  which  I  am  going  to  ask 
your  L>rd ships  to  give  a  Second  Reading 
is  practically  a  reprint  of  the  Public 
Wor8hi|j  and  Bariiil  Sites  Act,  so  that 
there  is  httlo  room  for  criticism  either 
for  or  against  its  wording.  There  are 
no  less  than  five  places  in  Anglesey 
which  arc  claiming  now  tn  have 
in  termed  late  schools;  and  through- 
out tile  rest  of  Wales  the  desire 
for  tlieir  estabHshment  is  so  great  as 
to  amount  almost  to  a  craze.  A  noble 
Lord  wlio  belonged  to  a  former 
Government  once  said  that  the  best 
support  they  got  was  unwilling  support, 
and  I  aru  bound  to  say  that  the  support 
which  I  give  is  rather  unwilling,  for 
though  I  bring  tho  matter  forward,  it  is 
not  so  much  in  accordance  with  my  own 
feelings  upon  it  as  that  I  think  the 
demand  requires  it.  I,  therefore,  hope 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [thibd  seeies.] 
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as  the  Intermediate  Schools  Act  has  been 
passed  that  your  Lordships  will  facilitate 
its  operation.  If  your  Lordships  should 
pass  this  Bill-f  I  think  it  would  be 
desirable  not  to  have  to  bring  the  matter 
forward  again  in  reference  to  technical 
schools^  and  that  you  should  allow  those 
schools  to  be  included  as  well  as  Inter- 
mediate schools.  And  it  is  not  only 
that  technical  scliools  should  be  con- 
sidered, but  I  may  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  the  Borough  of  Sal  ford  is  ask- 
ing for  the  establishment  of  continuation 
schools,  and  threatening  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  year  upon  the  subject.  Pro- 
bnbly  those  schoob  would  be  something 
like  the  intermediate  schools  in  Wales. 
In  order  to  include  technical  schools  and 
some  othei;^,  I  have  put  in  these  words^ — 

*' Sites  for  intermediate  schools  or  other 
schoolB,  sanctioned  l^y  Act  of  Parliament, 
receiving  aid  from  the  rates  or  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund." 


Those  words,  I  think,  will  cover  the  tech- 
nical schools  or  any  others  which  the 
Legislature  may  sanction jii  future,  and 
will  not  go  beyond  them.  There  is 
another  point  in  this  Bill  which  1  sbould 
mention  :  I  have  included  in  it  sites  for 
market  buildings.  I  do  not  mean  thereby 
to  affect  market  rights  in  any  way ;  but 
there  are  many  towns  in  England  where 
there  are  no  market  rights,  and  which 
have  no  market  buildings,  and  where 
CO  veered  market  buildings  are  required.  I 
do  not  think  I  need  say  anything  more 
at  present  in  explanation  of  tho  Bill.  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  read  it  a 
second  time. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— {The  Lord  StanUy  of  Alderley,) 

Tre  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETART  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Maixjuess  of  Salisbury): 
My  Lords,  I  think  this  is  a  new  matter. 
From  what  I  gathered  from  the  descrip- 
tion of  m-^  noble  Friend  of  the  Bill 
itself  I  see  nothing  in  it  to  which  1 
object  at  lirst  sight,  but  I  think  It  ought 
to  be  submitted  before  being  passed  into 
law  to  the  machinery  provided  by  tho 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Her- 
schell).  Tho  measure  deals  in  some 
respects  with  a  new  principle ;  and  I 
was  a  little  alarmed  as  to  the  provisions 
for  acquiring  sites  for  market  buildings. 
I  do  not   know   exactly   how   far   that 
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might  gu,  or  what  confusion  it  might  not 
introdnce.  At  all  events,  I  think  it  is  a 
Bill  which  yonr  Lordships  may  fairlj 
re4id  a  secDnd  time  now^  but  I  think  it 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Standing 
Committee. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Bill  ret^  2*  (according  to  Order), 

HARES    PRESERVATION    BILL. 

[H.L.]  (No.  4.) 

SECOND   EEAPING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 
♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
My  Lords,  this  Bill  is  identical  with  the 
measure  which  your  Lordships  passed 
last  year  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
close  time  for  liares  in  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Wales^  Avith  the  exception  of 
one  verbal  alteration  which  w^as  made  in 
another  place  substituting  the  word 
"section"  for  "clause,**  I  ask  your 
Lordsliips  to  g\Y&  a  Second  Reading  to 
the  Bill 

The  Marqukss  of  SALISBURY:  I 
think  your  Lordships  may  safely,  and  I 
trust  the  **  other  place,''  as  the  nohle 
Lord  has  called  it,  may  also  pass  this 
Bill ;  as  we  have  already  considered  it, 
there  will  be  no  necessity,  I  believe,  to 
refer  this  measaro  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee, 

Bill  read  2^  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

ARCHDEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL. 

[H.L.J  (No.  8.) 

SECOKD   BEADIXG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tlm  Second  Read- 
ing read, 

*THfi  EaFvL  of  MOUXT-EDGCnMBE  : 
As  this  Bill  has  been  several  times 
passed  through  all  its  stages  in  this 
House,  I  will  simply  now  move  that  it 
l>e  road  a  second  time. 

Bill  read  2"'*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

THE  PRICE  OF  BREAD   IN  ITALY. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS, 

•Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Ali'airs  if  he  would  obtain  from 
StVie  Mnrqu€%$  of  ISalisbury 


some  of  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  in  Italy 
Retnrns  of  the  price  of  bread  during  the 
yea*r  preceding  the  increase  of  Import 
Duty  on  wheat  in  Italy,  and  during  the 
present  year,  said :  My  Lords,  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  at  Leghorn  reported 
some  time  ago  that  the  duty  on  wheat  in 
Italy  had  been  raised  from  30  fr.  to  50  ir. 
a  ton  ;  that  is  equivalent  to  about  9s.  a 
quarter,  which  is  rather  higher  than 
the  augmented  duty  in  France.  The 
same  Consul  also  expressed  most  dismal 
forebodings  as  to  the  increuse  in  the 
price  of  bread  which  he  thought  would 
ensue  in  Italy.  Whether  that  is  so  or 
not  can  easily  be  proved  if  the  noble- 
Marquess  will  be  so  good  as  to  obtain 
information  from  some  of  Her  Majesty's 
Consuls  in  some  of  the  principal  towns 
in  Italy  as  to  the  price  of  bread  pre- 
Ttously  to  the  augmentation  of  duty, 
and  later  prices,  as  may  he  most  con- 
venient, I  would  ask  my  noble  Friend 
to  reqTiest  the  Consuls  in  particular 
at  Turin,  Genoa,  Naples,  and  Leghorn 
to  send  him  Reports.  Those,  I  think, 
will  be  sufficient.  If  I  can  do  so 
without  appearing  to  belong  to  the 
Irredenta  Party  I  would  also  ask  for 
some  Returns,  if  they  can  be  obtained, 
from  Trieste,  as  that  is  a  great  centre 
of  the  grain  trade. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
W©  shall  be  very  glad  to  furnish  the 
noble  Lord  with  all  tlie  information  it,  is 
in  our  power  to  obtain.  Instructions  will 
be  sent  to  some  of  the  Consuls,  as  he 
suggests,  on  the  subject ;  but  I  think, 
perhaps,  the  most  convenient  way  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  obtain  the  information  he 
desires  is  to  move  for  a  Return  in  the 
terms  he  thinks  best,  asking  pai'ticnlars 
from  the  Consuls  whose  names  he  lias 
mentioned. 

THE  SCALE  OF  PUNISHMENTS, 
QDT;STI0N— uBi>EKVAnOXS. 

*LoRP  NORTON,  in  rising  to  ask  Her  I 
Majesty's  Government  if  they  would  in- 
trodnce early  this  tSession  the  Bill  which 
they  had  had  prepared   two   years  ago  , 
to  restore  to  the  scale  of  punishments  on 
the  Statute  Book  the  three  years'  term  of  ! 
penal  servitude  which  was  unfortunately 
omitted  by  the  Act  of  1879,  so  as  to  make^ 
a  regularly  nscending  series  of  sentences 
to  various  kinds  of  imprisonment  capable 
of  adjustment  to  the  gravity  of  offences,. 
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and  to  fill  up  the  gap  wbicH  often  leaves 
Meg-is tmtes  and  Judges  to  choose  between 
a  punishment  too  light  or  too  severe  for 
the  ease  before  them,  said :  Mj  Lords,  T 
have  put  this  question  to  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  sitting  on  the  Woolsack 
in  t^vo  Scssioni?,  and  I  have  been  assured 
on  both  oeca.sions  that  a  Bill  Ims  been 
prepared.  I  know  that  a  Bill  has  been 
prepared  for  this  purix)se,  and  I  hope  it 
will  at  last  be  forthcoming.  Although  it 
ia^a  very  short  Bill,  yet  its  importance  I 
venture  to  say  is  in  inverse  ratio  to  its 
length.  It  cannot  be  opposed,  for  it  has 
no  possible  ground  of  opposition  in 
it  from  any  part  of  this  House,  and 
though  I  know  we  have  been  called 
together  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
special  measures,  thia  Bill  could  lo  no 
way  impede  their  progress.  The  restora- 
tion of  the  middle  term  of  our  code  of 
secondary  punishments  is  called  for  by 
Magistrates,  Judges,  and  especially  by  the 
Prison  Commissioners  connected  with 
tlie  Home  Department,  The  gradations 
of  imprisonment,  and  of  its  severer  form 
called  penal  servitude,  ought  to  be 
regulated  in  an  ascending  scale  in  pro- 
portion to  the  gmvity  of  oSFences,  The 
gap  which  now  exists  is  simply  ovring 
to  a  mistake  made  in  1878,  when  a 
sudden  panic  arising  from  an  increase  of 
crime  led  the  Committee  who  inqnii^cd 
into  the  subject  to  recommend  the 
legislation  which  was  passed  in  1879, 
omitting  this  smaller  term  of  .  penal 
servitude*  The  consequence  is,  that 
there  is  now  a  gap  in  the  series  of 
secondary  punisliments,  which  to  a  very 
great  extent  stultifies  the  administration 
of  justice-  If  an  offender  deserves  a 
severer  punishment  than  two  years' 
imprisonment,  the  Judges  can  sentence 
him  to  nothing  short  of  five  years'  penal 
ser\atude ;  and  in  cases  where  offenders 
do  not  deserve  so  heavy  a  punishment 
they  cannot  bo  sentenced  to  anything 
more  severe  than  two  years*  imprison- 
ment, I  know  that,  happily,  crime 
is  decreasing,  owing  to  the  advance 
of  education  and  to  reformatories!  and 
gtill  more  to  the  Discharged  Prisoners 
Aid  Society.  It  seems  to  mo  a  very 
great  pity  that  there  should  be  any 
impediment  offered  in  the  way  of  such 
improvement  by  a  flaw  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  this  Bill,  which  has  been 
80  long    prepared,    and   to   which   no- 


body anticipates  the  slightest  oppo- 
sition^ should  be  any  longer  delayed. 
The  effect  of  this  imi>erfect  code  of 
punishments  is  obvious  in  the  numbex 
of  re-commitments  of  offenders  wl 
have  received  inadequate  sentences, 
and  in  the  frequent  remissions  of  too 
long  sentences.  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  be  assured  hy  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  that  this  Bill 
will  at  last  be  introduced  this  Session. 

LoedHERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I  would 
support  the  appeal  which  has  been  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  opposite*  It  is  con- 
nected with  a  matter  to  which  I  drew 
attention  in  the  course  of  last  Session, 
and  is  a  point,  I  think,  of  very  consider- 
able importance,  and  upon  which  it  la 
desirable  that  tbere  should  be  no  further 
delay.  I  think  it  has  been  clearly  shown  , 
by  the  Piison  Commissioners  that  the 
change  has  caused  mischief.  This  gap ' 
in  our  list  of  punishments  arose  from  a 
misapprehension,  and  they  jxjint  out  the 
mischievous  consequences  to  which  it  has 
given  rise,  I  cannot  think  there  will  be 
anything  but  a  good  result  from  its  being 
rectified. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  have 
received  a  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  has  informed  me  not  only 
that  the  Bill  has  been  prepared,  but  that 
he  is  anxious  it  should  be  brought  before 
your  Lordships.  There  is,  I  think,  a 
misapprehension  in  the  mind  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Bill  refers  only  to  the 
matter  to  which  he  has  called  attention. 
There  are  othermatters  also  included  in  it. 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  very  desirous, 
as  soon  as  the  state  of  business  wiF" 
iillow,  to  lay  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

LORP  HERSCHELL :  I  might  ask  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  consider 
whether,  if  the  Bill  includes  matters] 
Avhich  are  likely  to  be  of  a  controversial 
character,  it  might  not  be  advisable  to 
separate  them  from  this  other  question, 
which  might  be  allowed  to  stand  and 
be  dealt  with  by  itself,  leaving  the  other 
matters  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  separate 
Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  did 
not  intend  to  intimate  that  the  other 
matters  in  the  Bill  will  be  matters  of 
controversy.  I  hope  they  will  not.  I 
meant  that,  owing  to  the  change  which 
will  be  thus  made  in  the  Criminal  Law, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  introduce  otlxe^ 
Q2 
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matters,  and  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 

.  Lave  two  separate  Bills  on  tlie  subject.  I 

'  only  desired  to  point   ont  to  the  noble 

Lord  that  he  must  not  assume  thut  this 

is  the  only  provision  in  the  BilL 

DUBATION    OF     SPEECHES    IN     THE   HOUSE  OF 

LOllDS    BILL   [h.L>]* 

A  Bill  to  ascerfcain  and  hinit  the  duration  of 

Speeches  in    the   Hou&e    of  I^orda— Was  pre- 

ieoted    by  the  Lord  Dentnjin  :  read  I*  ;  to  be 

\  printed ;  and   to  be  read  %^  on  Monday  next. 

I  (No,  U.) 

House  adjourned  nt  fire  minutes  before 

Five  o'clock^  to  Thursday  next, 

half -past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  Znd  December,  1890. 


MR,  SPEAKER'S  CONTINDED  ABSENCE. 
The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr, 
Spi?aker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chatr  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Wlierenpon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  tbe 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order* 

QUESTIOXS. 


INDIAN  POLICE  FORCE^MR.  WILLIAII 
M'GRATH  DRYSDALE. 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  be^  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Stake  for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  William 
M'Grath  Drysdale,  who  has  served  for 
20  years  in  the  Indian  Police  Force  ; 
"Trhether  he  has  been  ilismissed  from  the 
Service  because  he  declined  to  comply 
with  the  following  orders : — 

**  1st.  To  abstain  from  preaching*  to  natives  in 
tho  Nissar  or  any  other  district  while  you  bold 
til©  position  you  do  in  the  PuDJab  Police;  2nd, 
To  abstain  from  addresatn^  any  of  your  sub- 
ordi nates  on  religious  matters,  in  their  lines  or 
anywhere^  else,  when  your  official  status  and 
their  relation  to  you  as  subordinates  cannot  be 
put  aside  ;'* 

whether  the  Government  of  India  make 
Zord  I/ahbttn/ 


it  penal  for  any  of  their  servants  to 
preach  Christianity  to  the  natives  during 
their  private  time ;  whether  the 
Government  of  India  also  make  it  penal 
for  Mnhomedans  or  Hindoos  in  their 
service  to  preach  their  respective 
religions  during  their  private  time ; 
whether  Mr*  Drysdale  is  also  deprived  of 
his  pension ;  and  whether  the  pension  of 
Civil  Servanta  in  India  is  earned  by 
deduction  from  their  pay,  and  is  their 
own  property  ? 

Mr.  mark:  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  William 
M'Grath  Drysdale — namely,  that,  after 
20  years  of  faithful  service,  he  has 
been  discharged  i^ithont  compensation 
or  pension,  because,  after  office  hours, 
he  was  found  preaching  the  Grospel ;  and 
if  he  will  state  what  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  adopt  under  the 
circumstances  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham): 
Perhaps  I  may  l^e  allowed  to  answer  the 
two  Cjueations  at  the  same  time.  The 
removal  of  Mr.  Dr}\sdale  from  the  Pun- 
jab  Police  Force  seems  tu  have  been  the 
result  of  a  long  correspondence  between 
that  officer  and  the  Punjab  Government 
afi  to  the  consistency  of  his  acts  and 
intentions  with  the  Queen^s  Proclamation 
of  1888,  enjoining  those  in  authority 
under  Her  Majesty  to  abstain  from 
all  interference  with  the  religious 
belief  or  worship  of  any  of  Her  Indian 
subjects.  The  Secretary  of  State  is  at 
present  in  possession  of  an  epitome  only 
of  that  correspoudence^  nnd  that  not  ex- 
tending to  the  date  of  Mr.  Drysdale's 
I'emoval  from  office.  The  Government 
of  India  has  been  asked  to  report  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.  As  regai^ds  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr,  S. 
Smith),  no  part  of  tlie  pension  of  an 
Indian  police  officer  is  earned  by  deduc- 
tion from  his  pay, 

♦Mr-  S,  SMITH  r  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  I  have  received  no  answer  to 
several  of  the  paragraphs  of  my  ques- 
tion. May  I  ask  for  an  answer  to  these 
paragraphs — 

**  Whether  the  Government  of  India  make 
it  penal  for  any  of  th«ir  aor rants  to  preach 
Christianity  to  the  natives  diiriag  their  private 
Ume  P" 
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And 

**  Whether  the  Govflmment  of  India  also 
mako  it  pcrnil  for  M&homedana  or  Hiodooa 
in  their  &er?ice  to  preach  their  reepectivo  reli- 
gions during  their  private  time  ?  " 

Sir  J.  GORST:  I  thought  from  the 
answer  I  have  given  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  understand  that  I  have  not 
yet  received  full  iuiormatton*  I  am 
expecting  fuHher  details,  and  I  should 
not  like  to  commit  mjself  to  any  state- 
ment in  their  absence. 

♦Mb.  S,  smith  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bo  kind  enough  to  inform 
the  House  of  the  inloz^mation  when  it 
cornea  from  India  ? 

StR  J.  GORST :  Yes,  Sir ;  certainly. 
The  moment  the  information  comes  from 
India  I  shall  be  happy  to  inform  the 
House  of  it, 

CHILD  MARHIAGES  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Government  of  India  have 
under  con  side  rationmcas  ares  to  diminish 
the  evils  of  child  marriages  ? 

Sir  J.  GOBST  :  The  best  mode 
of  dealing  by  legislation  with  this 
difficult  subject  has  been  for  some  time 
engaging  the  anxious  consideration  of 
the  Government, 

AGRICULTURAL  EDITCATION, 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby): 
I  beg  to  aak  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agricultare  whetht^r  the  Board  of 
Agricmlturo  have  yet  formulated  the 
complete  scheme  for  the  development  of 
agricultural  education,  aocording  to  the 
intimation  which  he  gave  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Kugby  Division  in 
February  last ;  whether  it  im  intended  to 
increase  the  grant  of  £5,000  for  such 
education  ;  and  when  the  Government 
propose  to  carry  out  the  recommendation 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Agricul- 
tural and  Dairy  Schools  that  a  central 
normal  school  of  agriculture  should  be 
established  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Rugby  1 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  CnAPtiK,  Lin- 
colnshiro,  Sleaford)  :  The  subject  of 
agricultural  education  is  dealt  with  by  a 
number  of  different  authorities,  and  I 
have  found  it  impossible,  under  the 
circumstances,  to  formulate  at  present 


any  scheme,  which  could  J  be  described 
with  accuracy  as  complete,  for  the  de- 
velopment of  ag-ricnltural  education, 
which  must,  in  any  case,  be  gradnnl,  I 
am  prepared,  however,  on  the  proper 
occasion,  to  make  proposals  which  will 
entail  some  addition  to  the  existing 
gi^nt,  and  to  which  I  hope  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  do  not, 
I  may  add,  contemplate  the  establish- 
ment of  a  central  normal  school  of  agri- 
culture maintained  and  equipped  by  the 
State,  at  all  events  at  present. 

Me.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essexi 
Saffron  Walden) :  What  will  be  the 
amount  of  the  addition  1 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  said  some  addi- 
tion. 

DUTCH  CATTLE. 
Mr.  CHARLES  DARLING  (Dept  lord): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  whether  the  Dutch 
Government  have  notified  that  the  cattle 
of  the  Netherlands  are  now  free  from 
foot-and-mouth  disease ;  and  whether, 
in  these  circumstances,  he  can  give  imy 
indication  as  to  the  date  at  which  the 
present  Order,  prohibiting  the  impoi*ta- 
tion  of  Dutch  ciittle,  c^n  be  revoked,  and 
their  import  allowed  ? 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Yes,  Sir.  We  re- 
ceived  a  notification  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Netherlands  that  the  Yaals 
District  was  free  from  foot-und-month 
disease  on  the  11th  of  November;  but 
the  disease  is  prevalent  in  Belgium,  near 
the  frontier,  and  I  am  advised  that  a 
sufficient  time  has  not  yet  elapsed  since 
the  i-eceipt  of  this  notification  to  justify 
me  in  at  once  removing  the  prohibition 
on  the  importation  of  animals  from  tho 
Netherlands  j  but  there  will  be  no  desire, 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member,  on  tht* 
part  of  the  Board  to  continue  the  present 
restrictions  beyond  the  time  at  which 
they  can  be  relaxed  with  a^»fety- 

KING  JA  JA. 
Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretiiry  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  as  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  King  Ja  Ja  of  Opobo,  who  was 
deported  to  St,  Helena  in  1888,  has 
lately  been  restored  to  his  own  coun- 
try 1 
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♦The  under  SECRETAKY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J,  Feb- 
OU8SO?*%  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Ja  Ja  wiia 
not  deported  to  St.  Helena,  but  to  St. 
Vincent.  Ho  has  not  been  restored  to 
t-liifi  own  country.  Arrangements  are 
being  made  for  his  transfer  to  another 
West  Indian  IsUnd,  as  a  change  of 
climate  is  advised  by  his  doctor ;  but  it 
la  not  considered  that  it  would  Ixs  pru- 
dent at  present  to  allow  hijn  to  return 
to  Opobo. 

♦SrR  W.  FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkeston)  : 
May  I  ask  what  g'rounds  there  are  for 
retaining  this  foreign  King  Ja  Ja  outside 
his  own  dominions  1 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order  1 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  OIL  RIVERS 
DISTRICT. 
Mr.  PICTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foi^eign  Affairs 
whethei  he  will  acquaint  the  Houses  as 
to  the  natnre  of  the  proposed  changes  in 
the  administration  of  the  Oil  Rivers 
District,  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  A&irs  infonned  the  Abori- 
gines Protection  Society  to  be  in  con* 
tomplation  last  July,  and  which  it  is 
reported  are  now  to  be  carried  out  by 
Major  W.  C.  Macdouxild  on  liis  appoint- 
ment as  Consul  at  Old  Calabar  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  details  are 
not  yet  settled.  The  priuciple  will  be  a 
continuance  of  Consular  administration, 
with  a  sufficient  staff  to  perform  the 
necessary  duties. 

CASE  OF  CATHERINE  HARD  WICK, 
J^Ib.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  i 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  ho  has 
had  his  attention  drawn  to  the  case 
of  Catherine  Hard  wick  at  Sleaford,  fined 
^10  or  two  montlis*  imprisonment  for 
child  desertion  ;  and  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  can  recommend  a  re- 
mission of  the  fine  1 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  My  attention  has  teen 
drawn  to  this  ctise  by  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  I  have  communicated 
with  the  Magistrates,  and  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  will  give  my  best 
Consideratiou  to  the  matter,  and  let  him 
Jnaow  the  conclusion  I  arrive  at. 


♦Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  As  the  w^oman 
is  in  custody,  and  it  may  take  a  con- 
siderable time  before  a  decision  is  arrived 
at,  is  it  not  desirable  to  release  her  until 
the  settlement  is  come  to  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  There  will  be  no 
delay.  I  hope  to  be  able  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  to-morrow, 

TRAilPS  ON  OAKUM  GAGES. 
Mr,  ALFRED  THO^IAS  (Glamorgan, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  tho 
LKJcal  Government  Board  wliether  his 
attention  lias  been  called  to  a  imragraph 
in  the  Slav  on  the  2Gth  instant : — 

**  Tramps  on  Oakum  Cages.— At  Biahopd 
Stortford  to-da^'  three  tramps  named  Harris, 
Sullivan,  and  Crowley  were  cbarged  with  re- 
fuHitig  to  pick  oakum  at  the  workhouse.  The 
pnaotiers,  in  defence*  said  the  oakum  cages  warn 
in  a  field  on  bare  ground.  They  were  ezpoaed 
to  the  weather^  and  a  human  being  would  die  if 
placed  there  for  24  hours.  It  was  snowing, 
and  they  refused  to  go  into  the  cages,  but 
offered  to  break  stones.  They  could  not  ait 
down,  except  on  tlie  bare  earth,  and  they  asked 
the  Magistrates  to  condi^tmn  the  cagtts.  It  waa 
stated,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  c^iges  hud 
been  priBsed  by  the  Uovernment  Inspector.  The 
Magistrate  said  he  could  not  interfere,  and  Aen- 
tenced  each  man  to  seven  days'  imprisonment ;" 

and  whether  other  provisions  shonld  he 
made  in  view  of  the  present  inclement 
season  ? 

♦The  PKESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Hitchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the 
paragraph  referred  in  ;  bat  it  does  not,  m 
I  am  informed,  accurately  represent  the 
facts*  The  vagrants  were  placed  in 
wooden  sheds,  roofed  and  enclosed  on 
three  sides  and  partly  on  the  remaining 
side.  These  sheds  were  not  placed  in  a 
tield,  but  alongside  and  adjacent  to  the 
workhouse.  Tiio  vagrants  were  not 
required  to  sit  upon  the  ground,  as  stools 
were  provided,  and  the  iloor  is  not  of 
the  common  earth,  but  of  chalk  con- 
crete. The  sheds*  however,  appear  to 
have  admitted  of  an  unnecessary  ex- 
posure to  wind  and  weutlier.  Tliey 
were  not  passed  by  the  Inspector  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  On  the  con- 
trary <^  he  informed  the  porter  and  labonr 
master  (who  were  with  him  owing  to  the 
master  being  unwell),  on  tho  occasion  of 
a  visit  on  the  1  L^th  of  last  month,  that 
the  sheds  should  be  altered  so  that  they 
might  be  less  exposed,  and  requested 
that  the  old  stonebreaking  sheds  might 
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1)6  used  until  they  were  altered.  I  am 
informed  that  the  matter  is  to  be 
brought  before  the  Guardians  at  their 
next  meetings  and  in  the  meantime 
the  use  of  the  sheds  hag  been  discon- 
tinued* 

PUBLIC  ROABS—BAKBED  WIRES, 
Mr,  BRDTfNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  I  beg"  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  wlietlier  he  has 
been  informed  of  a  second  death  in 
Cheshire  tliis  year  caused  by  blood- 
poisoning  following  upon  a  wound  from 
barl>ed  wire,  which  second  death  was 
inquired  into  by  the  Coroner  for  West 
-Cheshire  in  September;  and  whether  ho 
will  now  undertake  legislation,  with  a 
view  to  prevent  the  use  of  barlxd  wire 
by  the  sides  of  public  roads  and  foot- 
paths? 

niR.  UITCHIE :  I  have  not  received 
any  information  as  to  a  second  death  in 
Cheshire  tbis  year  caused  by  blood- 
|K)isoning  following  upon  a  wound  from 
boi'bed  wire;  bat  if  the  hon.  Member 
desires  it,  I  sliali  be  glad  to  obtahi  the 
depositions  at  the  inquest  in  the  case. 

Mr.  BRUNNKR:  1  shall  be  obliged  if 
4he  right  hon.  Gentleman  wilt  do  so. 

THE  FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT. 

Mil,  BADMAIST^  (Cambarwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretiiry  of  Stafce 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Factorv  and  Workshop  Act  of  1878  ? 
Mr.  AlATTHEWS:  It  is  my  intention 
to  introduce!  a  Bill  m  soon  as  the  state 
of  Parliaraeutary  business  will  allow. 

PROHIBITION  OF  A  NORTHAMPTON 
MEETINa. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  uf  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  has  during  the  Recess 
€orresixtnded  with  the  Northampton 
Magistrates  with  reference  to  the  prohi- 
bition of  a  meeting  intended  to  have 
been  held  in  the  Market  Squai*e ; 
whether  he  will  state  the  effect  of  that 
correspondence;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  had  a 
•correspondence  with  the  Nortliampton 
Magistrates  on  the  law  relating  to  public 
meetings,  and  I  have  no  objection  to 
iiiy  it  on  the  Table. 
*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will  move  for  it. 
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C  KYLON— EXPENDITURE. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  any,  and  w-hat,  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  as  to  the  contribution  to  be 
paid  by  Ceylon  towards  the  Military 
expenditure  incurred  in  the  Island, 
especially  with  reference  to  the  eipendi- 
ture  incurred  for  Imperial  purposes  on 
IVincomalee,  ono  of  the  head -quarter 
stations  of  the  British  Navy  in  Indian 
watei's  ? 

TheUNDER  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  TRR  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpxil,  East  Toxtoth)  :  The 
matter  is  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATIES. 
Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  i-epresentations 
have  been  received  fi-oni  any  of  the 
Colonial  Governments  objecting  to  those 
clauses  in  our  Commercial  Treaties  with 
some  Foreign  Powei's  that  impose  restric- 
tions on  the  fiscal  relations  between  the 
Colonies  and  the  United  Kingdom :  and 
whether  any,  and  what,  steps  will  be 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  Colonies  in  this 
respect  1 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  v  Such  a  repre 
sen  tat  ion  has  been  received  from  the 
High  Comniissioner  for  Canada  nnd  the 
Agents  General  of  the  Colonies  under 
responsible  Government,  who  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  explaioing  the  views 
of  their  Governments  to  the  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  con- 
sider certain  questions  arising  out  of  the 
approaching  expiration  of  various  Euro- 
pean Commercial  Treaties. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE:  Arising 
out  of  that  answer,  may  I  ask  further 
whether  the  correspondence  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Baron  H.  be  WORMS :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  promise  that, 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS  COMMITTEE. 
Mg.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
thi^  Board  of  Ti-ade  if  he  has  determined 
in  what  way  he  can  give  effect  to  the 
re  commendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
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for  CoriBumption,         3iJ^ 


on  Merchandise  Marks  of  last  Session,  aa 
to  the  prosecution  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  offenders  against  the  Act  of  1887 1 
♦The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  have  determined  to  give  effect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to  t)ie 
prosecution  of  offenders  against  the 
Morchaudise  Marks  Acfc  of  1887  ;  but 
the  best  way  of  doing  so  is  still  under 
consideration*  I  hope,  however,  shortly 
to  be  able  to  aunoauce  the  decision 
arrived  at  in  the  matter. 

THE  BATTLK  OF  INKEE3iIANN. 
Me.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  the  case  that  on 
the  5th  November  last,  the  anniversary 
of  the  battle  of  Inkermanii,  a  number  of 
old  Guardsmen  who  had  served  in  the 
Crimea  were  invited  to  attend  guard- 
mounting  parade  at  Wellington  BarmckSj 
but  on  arriving  there  found  the  gates 
closed  and  admittance  refused  to  them  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  give  any 
explanation  of  the  occurrence  1 

^HE  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  K.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  The  old  Guardsmen  were 
not  invited  by  any  recognised  authority, 
and  as  an  intimation  was  given  to  the 
Major  General  Commanding  the  Home 
District  that  the  occasion  was  to  be 
made  use  of  for  a  public  demonstratioD 
in  favour  of  an  increase  to  their  pL*n- 
sions,  and  aa  he  very  properly  regarded 
Buch  a  demonstration  in  the  barracks  aa 
contrary  to  discipline^  he  ordered  the 
gates  to  be  closed. 

WELLINGTON  BARRACKS. 
Mr.  HARTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.)  i  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Colonel  Gascoigne*s  Report 
upon  tlie  condition  of  the  married 
soldiers*  quarters  at  Wellington  Barracks 
was  brought  to  his  notio©  before  the 
recent  fire  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  No.  Sir.  Colonel 
Gasooigne'a  Report  was  not  brought  to 
my  notice.  During  my  visit  to  Welling* 
ton  Barracks  in  July  last  I  examined 
these  buildings,  amongst  other.s,  and  it 
resulted  in  my  deciding  that  these 
married  soldiers'  quarters  should  be 
puJled  down  as  soon  as  other  quarters 
could  be  found  for  the  families,  I  have 
J/h  Haivard  Vincent 


made  inquiry  into  the  reasons  why  this 
Report  was  not  brought  to  my  notice^ 
and  I  find  that,  so  far  from  its  being  a 
special  Report  of  an  urgent  character,  it 
was  a  Report  suggesting  dealing  witk 
these  quarters  as  a  service  to  be  brought 
forward  only  when  the  Estimates  for  tho 
year  18^1-2  were  being  considered,  and 
it  would,  in  the  ordinary  coiu*.^e,  have 
been  brought  to  my  notice  in  Jr.nnary 
next. 

SUAKIN  AND  THE  SOUDAN. 
Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) ;  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEaii-s- 
>yh ether  it  is  true,  as  announced  in  the 
Times  of  26th  November,  that  the  trad© 
between  Suakin  and  the  interior  of  the 
Eastern  Soudan  is  pnictically  closed ; 
w^iat  are  the  circumstances  under  which, 
last  August,  the  gates  of  Suakin  were 
closed  to  ti'ade  with  the  interior,  thus 
depriving  the  Hadendowas  of  tho 
supplies  of  grain  needed  by  them  in 
consequence  of  the  failure  of  their  crops 
last  season ;  whether  there  is  truth  in 
the  statements  that  have  l>een  publicly 
made  a8  to  tho  intention  of  the  Egyptian 
authorities  to  renew  operations  against 
Osmao  Dig  mi  and  the  Muhdists  in  the 
Soudan  ;  and  whether  measures  will  b© 
adopted  with  a  view  to  putting  an  end 
to  the  disturbances  which  have  existed 
in  the  Kiistem  Soudan  during  |mat 
years  ] 

'  ♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Trade  between 
Suakin  and  the  interior  has  been 
suspended  since  last  August  in  con- 
sequence of  the  precautions  which  it 
was  necessary  to  take  against  cholera; 
but  orders  have  been  given  that  as  soon 
as  these  precautions  were  uo  longer 
necessary,  all  persons  should  be  allowed 
to  come  to  Suakin  tmd  buy  grain.  Ex- 
ception is  made  only  where  there  i» 
good  reason  to  believe  that  the  sup- 
plies are  intended  for  the  support  of 
tho  Derv'ish  force.  The  renewal  of 
military  operations  in  the  Soudan  re- 
ferred to  by  my  bon.  Friend  is  not  con- 
templated by  the  Egyptian  Government* 

PROFESSOR  KOCH'S   CURE   FOR 

CONSUMPTION. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkes^ 

ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 

of  State    for    Foreign  Affairs    whether 

the  Government  will  take  steps  to  ob» 


4 


349     Duratimi  of  Sjmohes         j  December  2,  1800}  {ParliaTneni)  Bill      350 


tain  from  the  Government  of  Germany, 
at  tht*  earliegt  possible  dat«,  a  supply 
of  Professor  Koch  s  Enid  for  the  treat- 
ment of  tubercular  diseases,  and  distri- 
bute  til©  same  to  recognised  public  insti- 
tutions in  the  United  Kingdom  1 

<«1R  J.  FERGUSSON  :  By  directions 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
Ambassador  has  applied  for  some  of 
Professor  Koch's  fluid  for  use  in  this 
country.  He  has  reported  that  the 
quantity  available  is  as  yet  amall,  and 
that  the  subject  is  not  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  German  Government. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into  con- 
sideration the  last  paragraph  of  the 
question  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FEEGUSSON:  ^'o  doubt  the 
Agricultural  Department*  with  whom  the 
matter  lies,  will  do  their  best  to  distri- 
bute the  fluid  when  it  is  procured. 

♦Sir  WALTER  FOSTER:  Why  is  the 
Agricultural  Department  the  authority  *l 

♦Sir  J.  FERGDSSON  :  I  understand 
that  the  Agricultural  Department  has 
applied  for  a  supply  of  the  tluid. 

LAND  PURCHASE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr,  JOHN  MORLEY  (NeAvcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land what  amount  of  the  £10,000,000 
voted  for  Land  Purchase  in  Ireland  now 
remains  unappropriated? 

The  CtlTEF  SECRETARY  im  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr,  A,  J.  Balvour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  have  not  yet  received  a  specific 
Beport  on  this  question.  The  latest 
figures  before  me  represent  the  position 
on  October  31,  1890,  The  baknee  ol 
the  £10,000,000  available  at  that  date 
for  further  applications  was  £1,659,022. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  How  much  is  left 
unsanctioned  1 

Mb*  a.  J,  BALFOUR  r  The  amount 
applied  for  was  £9,355,919,  If  from 
that  you  deduct  the  £1,014,941  refused 
you  get  £8,340,978,  which  leaves  for 
further  appropriation  £1,659,022. 

THE  TIME  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
AlR.  BRADLAUGH:  May  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasuxy  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  fact  that  the 
House  has  sat  from  3  to  Lilf-past 
3    witk  notliing    to  do,    and    whether 


that  course  h  considerate  either  to  the 
officers  of  the  House  or  the  Members  ? 
There  can  be  no  Private  Business  before 
the  House  during  the  present  portion  of 
tho  Session,  and  we  might  meet  a  little 
later  or  commence  business  a  little 
earlier* 

♦The  first  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  ctilling  my  attention  to  the 
matter.  I  am  aware  that  we  are  acting" 
in  this  matter  according  \o  old  usage. 
1  will,  however,  consult  with  the  officers 
of  the  House,  and  take  an  early  oppor* 
tunity  of  mentioning  the  result. 


NEW  WRIT. 
For  Nottingham   County   (Bassetlaw 
Division)^  t\   William  Beckett,   esquire, 
deceased- 

MOTIONS. 


CORPOBATF.  ASSOaATlONS'  PROn^IliTY  BILL. 

On  Blotiou  ol  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  for  the  better 
Becnring  their  property  to  Corporate  Aaaocia- 
tions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  &Ir,  Howell, 
Mr.  Cauaton,  Mi,  Cremer,  Mr.  Beuiifoy,  llr. 
Sydney  Buxton^  Mr,  Lawson,  Mr.  Pickera^U, 
lir.  llowlands,  Mr.  Bolton,  Mr»  8taart,  and 
Mr,  Moutagu. 

£111  preeentedj  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  UO.] 

HOP  SCB.STITUTES  BIT.L. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Brooktield,  Bill  to  provide 
for  tho  declaring  of  Hop  fcjubstitiitea  in  the 
brewing  of  heer,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj* 
Mr.  Brookfield,  Mr.  Herbert  K!iatchbull- 
Hugcssen,  Mr.  Pomfret,  8ir  Edmund  Lechmere^ 
Mr.  Rankin,  and  Mr,  Channing. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  14 U} 

FALSE  MARKING  PREVEynOK  KILF^ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  for 
the  further  proventian  of  fraud  by  false 
maxkingf  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Brook  Bold, 
Mr*  MorriB,  Mr,  Johnston,  Mr.  Far^^uhareoD^ 
Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Mr.  Dixon- Harll and,  Mr. 
Baumaun,  Colonel  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Knatch» 
biiU-Uugensen,  iSir  John  Colombo  and  Mr. 
Mntlurti, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  timo,  [Bill  142,] 

DUE  ATI  ON  OP   SPEi:CHE.S   (PABLTAilENT)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinaon,  Bill  to  limit  the 
Duration  of  Speeches  in  Parliament^  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  hy  Mr.  Atkinson  and  6ir  Roper 
Lethbridge. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  firat  t  i  ne*  [Bill  1 43 ,1 
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MARRIAGES   OB'  NONCONFORMISTS  (ATTENDANCE 

OF  registrars)  bill. 

Od  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  Bill  to  render 
unnecessary  the  Attendance  of  Kegistrars  at 
the  Marriages  of  Nonconformists,  ordered  to  he 
"brought  in  by  Mr.  Atkinson,  Sir  John  Colomb, 
Mr.  Lafone,  Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent, 
and  Mr.  Enowles. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 

I'ARLUMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (VOTES  OF  SEAMEN) 
BILL. 

.  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Atkinson,  Bill  to  enable 
Master  Mariners,  Engineers,  Seamen,  and 
Fishermen  to  Tote  in  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  in  the  same  way  as  Masters  of 
ArtH  do  now  in  Parliamentary  elections  for  the 
Universities,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Atkinson,  Mr.  De  Cobain,  Mr.  Maclure.  Mr. 
Grotrian,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  and  Mr. 
Ainslie. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  145.] 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  111.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

*(3.53.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  moved,  as  an  Amendment — 
"That,  inasmuch  as  the  Government  have 
advised  the  landlords  in  Ireland  to  combine, 
strengthened  their  already  exceptional  power  of 
eviction,  and  freely  placed  at  their  disposal  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  evict  for  the  non- 
payment of  UDJust  rents  large  numbers  of  those 
to  whose  toil  the  rental  value  of  their  holdings 
is  chiefly  due,  and  have  also  passed  and  ruth- 
lessly administered  a  law  of  exceptional  nature 
to  prevent  combination  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  and  whereas,  as  a  result  of  this  policy, 
equality  of  conditions  as  between  buyer  and 
seller  has  been  greatly  impaired,  and  the  land- 
lord's interest  is  maintained  at  an  artificial 
value,  and  it  is  not  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  in- 
vest any  Irish  authority  with  control  over  the 
transaction,  this  House  declines  to  pledge  the 
credit  of  the  country  to  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Bill  as  being  alike  unsafe  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  and  uojust  to  the  Irish  occupier." 

I  hope  the  meaning  in  the  Resolu- 
tion I  rise  to  move  is  clear.  It 
is  to  declare  that  by  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  certain 
species  of  property  is  maintained  at  a 
more  or  less  fictitious  value,  and  that 
therefore  it  would  be  unjust  to  ask  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  to  advance  money 


upon  that  property.  I  do  not  re- 
gard this  matter  upon  the  present 
occasion  from  the  point  of  view 
from  which  undoubtedly  it  may  be 
regarded.  I  do  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment or  claiming  to  be  either  a  states* 
man  as  a  philosopher,  but  I  desit« 
to  present  it  to  the  House  from  a 
strictly  practical  and  business  point  of 
view.  By  this  Bill  we  are  proposing 
to  use  British  credit.  Now,  I  do  not 
understand  that  there  is  any  use  in 
credit  unless  it  involves  a  certain 
amount  of  risk,  and  therefore  I  hold 
that  we  are  bound,  representing  the 
taxpayers  as  we  do,  to  examine  care-* 
fully  the  security  on  which  we  are 
using  the  credit  of  the  country.  I  wish, 
to  take  exception  to  certain  assumptions 
one  hears  on  every  hand.  We  are  told 
that  it  is  a  good  thing  in  itself 
to  put  an  end  to  what  is  called 
dual  ownerahip  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  that  there  is  great  need  for  a  great 
measure  of  land  purchase.  I  take  ah 
emphatic  objection  to  those  assumptions. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  under 
no  circumstances  would  I  bring 
British  credit  to  the  aid  of  some 
of  the  unfortunate  tenants  in  Ireland, 
but,  as  to  any  large  system  of  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland,  the  more  and  more  I 
reflect  upon  the  matter  I  am  satisfied 
that  it  is  absolutely  unnecessar}-.  What 
is  called  the  dual  ownership  of  land 
was  not  originated  by  the  Act  of 
1881.  It  existed  long  before  that. 
There  are  districts  in  Ireland  where 
the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant  are  excellent  and  have  been 
just;  and  I  am  by  no  means  prepared 
to  say  that  we  should,  on  a  large  scale, 
destroy  that  state  of  things  where 
it  has  been  established.  The  ques- 
tion of  putting  an  end  to  what 
is  called  dual  ownership  depends  en- 
tirely on  the  circumstances  of  each  case, 
and  does  not  require  any  far-reaching 
measure  of  this  kind.  I  say,  in  my 
Amendment,  that  the  Government .  have 
advised  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  com- 
bine. I  do  not  think  that  will  be 
disputed  when  we  recollect  that  the 
Duke  of  Abercom  went  last  year  as 
the  Oflficial  Representative  of  the  Land- 
lords* Convention  to  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  and  that  the  latter  used 
some  very  significant  language.  He 
said — 
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•  •*•  I  may  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  1  am 
^ery  glad  to  see  the  resultB  of  the  Convention 
of  liUidlords  in  this  deputation,  that  I  con- 
gratulate the  landlords  on  the  united  action 
that  they  have  taken,  and,  however  inconvenient 
it  may  in  the  future  prove — I  hope  it  will  not 
< — to  me  as  a  Member  of  the  Government,  on 
wider  and  more  general  grounds  I  am  glad 
of  the  spirit  and  unanimity  which  they  have 
ehown.'* 

Tho  Amendment  goes  on  to  say  that 
the  Government  has  strengthened  the 
already  exceptional  powers  of  eviction 
of  the  landlords.  Those  who  are 
familiar  with  the  debates  on  the  Irish 
Land  Question  in  either  Honse  know 
perfectly  well  that  since  the  Union  that 
has  always  been  one  of  the  standing 
grievances  of  the  Irish  people.  It  was 
insisted  upon  over  and  over  again  by 
Daniel  O^Connell,  and  the  Bessborough 
Commission  of  1881  said — 

^  "  In  many  instances  principally  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Law  of  Ejectment,  powers  have 
been  conferred  upon  the  landlords  in  Ireland 
that  have  no  existence  in  England." 

It  is  a  remarkable  thing  that  where  the 
landlord  has  done  almost  nothing  to  create 
value  in  the  holding  he  has  the  strongest 
power  to  evict  those  who  have  created  the 
valne.  But  this  was  not  sufficient 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government.  By 
Section  7  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887 
they  strengthened  the  power  of  the 
Irish  landlords  in  this  respect.  They 
enabled  them  by  a  letter  in  a  registered 
envelope  to  absolutely  determine  the 
right  of  a  tenant  to  a  holding.  Now, 
what  use  has  been  made  of  this  power  ? 
From  the  1st  of  January,  1888,  to  the 
3l8t  December,  1889,  there  were  no  less 
than  18,816  of  these  notices  given  in 
Ireland.  By  these  notices  the  tenants 
were  deprived  of  their  property  in  the 
holding.  I  wish  I  could  convey  to  the 
House  an  adequate  idea  of  the  depth  of 
perplexity  and  despair  these  registered 
letters  have  produced  among  Irish  tenants, 
depriving  them  as  they  did  of  all  legal 
title  to  the  holdings  on  which  they  and 
their  forefathers  were  born.  It  will  not 
be  disputed  that  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
have  been  freely  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  landlords  in  carrying  out 
evictions.  We  all  know  that  the  present 
president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  M. 
Hicks  Beach),  when  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  found  himself  obliged  to  apply 
to  the  landlords  a  certain  amount  of 
pressure  without  the  law  in  order  to  stay 
evictions.      Yet    these    evictions    have 


been  one  of  the  titles  of  the  preselit 
Chief  Secretary  to  having  carried  out  a 
resolute  policy  in  Ireland.  The  number 
of  evictions  to  the  Slst  March,  1887,  were 
4,941  ;  to  the  30th  of  June,  8,952  ;  to  tho 
30th  September,  4,143,  and  to  the  31st  of 
December,  509 ;  making  a  total  within  the 
year  of  18,545.  Equally  beyond  con- 
tradiction is  the  assertion  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  that  evictions  have  largely  been 
for  the  non-payment  of  unjust  rents ;  and 
I  do  think  we  ought  to  have  been  in 
possession  of  figures  clearly  showing 
how  many  evictions  were  for  non- 
payment of  non-judicial  rents.  Then  we 
have  passed  a  law  of  an  exceptional 
nature,  which  the  Judges  have  declared 
creates  new  crimes  in  a  manner 
altogether  unprecedented.  I  invite 
the  House  to  say  that  the  ^  Acii  ^^ 
been  ruthlessly  administered,  and,  if  any 
one  doubts  the  applicability  of  the  term, 
I  respectfully  ask  him  to  consider  the 
tribunals  which  have  administered  the  law. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  is 
an  insult  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  in 
Her  Majesty's  Commission  of  the  Peace 
in  Great  Britain  to  call  the  myrmidons 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
Magistrates.  The  nature  of  tribunals, 
the  selection  of  particular  individuals, 
the  manner  in  which  evidence  is  obtained, 
the  mode  in  which  the  charge  is  framed, 
the  character  of  the  witnesses,  the  way 
in  which  they  give  their  evidence,  and 
last,  but  not  least,  the  prison  treatment 
of  those  convicted,  amply  justify  the 
word  "  ruthless  "  in  my  Amendment.  Up 
to  the  31st  of  March  last,  2,239  persons 
were  convicted  under  the  Act,  not  for 
crimes  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
but  for  having  either  directly  or  in- 
directly endeavoured  to  preserve  their 
property  in  land — these  2,239  persons 
have  been  convicted  in  what  Lord 
Salisbury  has  happily  called  a 
land  war — a  struggle  between  the 
occupiers  and  the  owners  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  rights  of  property.  I 
think  that  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ceases  to 
vex  his  soul  about  land  purchase  and 
begins  to  do  that  for  which  he 
is  so  admirably  fitted,  wTite  the 
history  of  these  times,  he  will 
find  no  better  word  than  "ruth- 
less "  to  describe  the  manner  in  which 
the  Act  has  been  administered.  I  say  in 
the  Rrcsolution  that  the  object  of  this  law 
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00  exceptional  and  io  admuuBtered,  haiS 
b€>en  to  prevent  combination  on  the  part 
of  tb©  tenants.  On  the  22nd  of  April, 
1887|  Lord  Saliabuiy  said— 

"  We  have  offered  to  the  other  HooBo  of 
Parlianiont  a  mensurt)  certainly  not  marked  by 
hesitHtion  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  criminal 
combioatiODs/* 

There  was  no  hesitation,  but  tlie  word 
"  criminal  "  begs  the  question,  for  in 
many  cases  the  crime  was  only  created 
by  the  sign  mannal  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. That  is  the  gravamen  of  my  com- 
plaint—namely, that  it  has  been  the 
steady  and  unswerving  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  pnt  the  Act  into 
operation  against  one  side,  and  one  side 
only.  What  can  be  the  only  ontcome  of 
such  a  state  of  things  ?  I  ask  the  House 
to  a&m  that  the  equality  of  conditious 
as  between  buyer  and  seller  has  been 
greatly  impaii-ed,  and  the  landlord's 
interest  is  maintained  at  an  artificial 
value.  If  any  one  im^ines  that  the 
present  state  of  the  land  laws  provides 
a  remedy,  I  would  ask  his  attention  to  a 
case  which  was  tried  in  Dublin  quite 
recently  in  connection  with  the  matter — 
**  Lawlor  r,  Godley/'  The  plaintiff,  on  the 
21st  of  November  last,  having  a  case 
before  tlxe  Land  Commission^  writes  to 
Sfty — 

**In  succesBion  to  my  father  I  bold  this 
farm^  and  up  to  the  present  have  been  paying  a 
rent  of  £357,  whibt  the  vnluntion  waa  £24^. 
Bunog  the  tenancy,  permanent  improvements 
to  the  valtte  of  £2  JOO  were  made,  a  Urge  share 
ol  the  expensea  beings  Bince  1877<  All  this  waa 
admitted  by  the  landlord.^' 

Various  valuers,  gentlemcD  of  the  highest 
standing  as  agriculturists  in  the  County 
of  Dublin,  fixed  the  fair  rent  at  XI 96, 
X171  10s.,  £122  lOs.,  X183  15s.,  and 
XI 39  58,     Mi\  Lawlor  goes  on  to  say — 

•♦To-day  the  Snb*Commiisi oners  fixed  my 
rent  at  £275,  the  Cb airman  stating  that  he 
was  reluctantly  obhged  hy  his  interpretation  oF 
the  law  to  levy  rent  upon  my  own  improve- 
ments. In  other  words,  the  capital  that  I  bav9 
expended — and  the  expenditure  was  admitted 
to  be  essential  for  the  proper  working  of  the 
farm— becomes  the  property  of  the  landlord,  and 
in  addition  I  am  to  pay  him  a  large  sura 
annually  on  account  of  it.  It  is  as  if  I,  ha  vine: 
made  him  a  present  of  nearly  £3,000,  were 
obliged  to  pa^  him  year  after  year  for  keeping 
it.  Yon  will  observe  that  the  law,  as  ex- 
pounded by  the  Dublin  Sub- Commissioners,  is 
not  satisfied  with  confiscating  my  money;  it 
orders  me  to  pay  what  would  be  something  like 
an  exorbitant  interesti  if  I  had  borrowed  it,  or 
if  the  improvemenis  had  been  made  by  the 
landlord.  This  may  be  law,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  the  justice  of  it  is  ajjparcnt/" 
Mr,  J,  £.  EUk 


•Me.  MACAETNEY  (Antrim,  a): 
Will  the  hon.  Member  give  the  name  of 
the  Sub. Commissioner  or  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Sub-Commission  ? 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  I  can  only  giw 
the  nameof  the  case — "Lawlorr.  Crodley'* 
— which,  perhaps,  will  be  sufficient. 
This  precisely  illustrates  the  root  of  th© 
whole  matter.  It  is  a  dispute  as  to  whom 
certain  property  belongs,  I  say  now 
then  that  as  far  as  a  Government  could 
do  it,  by  your  policy  you  have  im|Taired, 
and  in  many  cases  destroyed,  that  «*tate 
of  things  by  which  a  man,  having  freely 
entered  into  a  con t met,  is  not  only 
Icgall}^  but  honourably  and  morally 
bound  to  observe  its  conditions.  I 
admit  that  only  a  small  number  of 
holdings  have  been  put  np  for  sale  fof 
non-payment  of  purchase  instalment. 
£5,000,000  or  £6,000,000  have  been 
advanced  under  the  Ashbourne  Acts,  and 
2s,  in  the  X 1  of  this  has  up  to  now  been 
paid  without  much  difficulty.  But  I  do 
notthinkabankerwouldfeelhisbillawerty 
being  well  paid  if  on  Christmas  Day  he 
found  30  per  cent,  of  thost^  which  fell 
due  yesterday  still  unpiiid.  I  assert  tliat 
we  are  only  at  the  bt^gioning  of  the  mat- 
ter, I  invite  the  attention  of  the  House  ta 
the  Keturns  81  for  1888-9  and  1 15  of 
1890  Ifhon.Members  will  turn  to  the  first 
Return  they  will  see  that  it  contains  th© 
only  accurate  account  of  the  financial  deal- 
ings u  nder  the  Ashbou  rne  Acts,  A  care  f  al 
examination  of  the  Return  will  amply 
repay  hon.  Members,  I  sec  that  to 
December,  1888,  there  were  8,861  hold- 
ings, with  a  value  of  £195,495  and  a 
rental  of  £214,971,  which  were  sold  for 
the  sura  of  £3,792,532,  To  the  31st  of 
ilarch,  1890,  3,336  holdings,  valued  at 
£78,8G3,  with  a  rental  of  £85,448,  wero 
sold  for  £1,418,193,  I  direct  particular 
attention  to  the  proportion  which  the 
valuation  and  the  rental  bear  to  each 
other— that  is  to  say,  that  each  holdings 
is  charged  £10  rant  for  £9  valuation; 
and,  as  it  has  been  admitted  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  tho 
tcnant^s  property  in  the  holding  some- 
times exceeds  that  of  the  landlord,  we 
may  take  it  that  he  is  really  paying  £20 
a  year  for  that  which  the  valuer  declams 
to  be  only  worth  £9.  And  now  I  come 
to  an  illustration  of  tlie  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  drawn  from  evidence  given 
before  this  House.  There  was  a  Select 
Committee  appointed  in    1889,   and  re- 
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appointed  this  year,  to  inquire  into  tlie 
cxjndition  of  the  Irish  estates  of  the 
London  Companies.  At  page  49  of  tlie 
Report  an  official  of  the  Land  Commis- 
Bion,  Mr.  Murrongh  O^Bncn,  gives  most 
instructive  evidence.     He  says — 

"  I  coochido  from  my  examinatinn  of  these 
cftsefi  tbiit  the  ci>ntracts  entered  into  were  oh- 
tained  hy  iutimidatioa  and  undue  infiuence, 
And  that  tbey  were  entered  into  under  durens." 

Mr,  Commissioner  Lynch  afterwards,  in  a 
Judgment  wliich  will  be  found  in  the 
Re|x>rt,  expressed  a  very  strong  opinion 
as  to  the  fraudulent  transtictions  in 
question.  These  are  illnstrationa  of  what 
is  going  on  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment.  1  have  in  my  possession  a  large 
amount  of  evidence,  but  I  will  not 
trouble  the  House  with  it  to  day,  because 
I  freely  admit  that  it  is  evidence  that 
ought  t«i  be  strictly  investigated.  Evi- 
dence has  reached  me  that  there  are 
numerous  cases  in  Ireland  in  whicli  the 
tenants  find  that  they  have  already  given 
a  great  deal  more  for  the  land  than  it  is 
worth,  and  that  they  are  struggling 
against  financial  burdens  from  w^hich  they 
ask  to  be  released.  The  landlords,  aided 
by  the  Government  to  a  large  extent,  are 
doing  everything  tbey  can  to  exact  from 
the  tenants  that  which  is  unjnst.  You 
have  the  inability  on  their  jKirt  to  get 
relief  from  the  Ltmd  Courts^  and  you 
have,  under  such  circumstances,  a  position 
of  things  in  which  the  offer  of  a  large  sum 
of  British  ci'^dit  is  a  dangerous  thing,  T 
might  perhaps  hardly  obtain  credit  from 
the  Government  or  Members  opposite 
when  I  say  that  I  do  not  move  in  this 
matter  primarily  from  a  party  point  of 
view.  I  believe  these  proposals  will 
settle  nothing.  I  believe  they  will 
unsettle  everything.  I  believe  they 
are  fraught  with  danger  to  future  social 
order  and  peace  in  Ireland.  We  might 
take  a  warning  from  what  happened  in 
the  case  of  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Act,  which  was  the  outcome  of  a  wave 
of  philanthropic  emotion  which  passed 
over  this  country  in  consequence  of  the 
fearful  horrors  of  the  Irish  famine. 
If  ever  a  Bill  was  brought  before  the 
House  out  of  pure  pliilanthropy,  the 
Kncumbered  Estates  Bill  was.  The  first 
judgeship  under  that  Act  waa  offered  to 
a  distinguished  man  of  the  denomina- 
tion to  whicli  I  behmg— the  Quakers. 
And  the  whole  of  the  Quaker  b*>dy  set 
itself  heart  and  soul  to  make  the  Act  a 
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success.  Never  was  there  in  the  history 
of  Irish  legislation  a  more  disastrous 
failure  than  the  Incumbent  Estates  Act, 
It  conferred  no  relief  on  Ireland,  On 
the  contrary,  it  did  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
because  it  enabled  persons  in  this 
country  and  in  Ireland  to  buy,  through 
the  ignorance  of  Parliament,  property 
which  belonged  not  to  the  persons  who 
sold  it,  but  to  those  who  had  created  it. 
I  believe  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart, 
after  all  the  attention  I  have  given  to 
this  matter,  that  we  shall  be  perpetrating 
a  similar  blunder  if  we  accede  to  a  greafe^l 
scheme  at  the  present  moment  for  what 
is  mis-called  land  imrchase  in  Ireland. 
It  is  in  the  unshrinking  conviction  that , 
this  Bill  will  lead  us  along  a  road' 
which  will  end  in  disappointment  and 
trouble  that  I  have  to  move  the  Resolu- 
tion which  stands  in  my  name, 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  Willthe 
hon,  Grntleman  bring  up  his  amended 
Amendment  1  The  original  Question 
was,  **That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,**  since  wliich  it  has  been 
been  moved  in  order  to  insert — 

**ThRt,  inasmuch  na  the  Government  have 
advised  the  landlords  in  Ireland  to  com* 
bine,  Btrengthened  their  already  exceptional 
power  of  eviction,  and  freely  placed  at  their 
disponal  the  forces  of  the  Crowii  to  ttvict  for  the 
non-payment  of  unjust  rents  large  numberfl  of 
those  to  whoso  toil  the  rental  value  of  their 
holdings  ia  chiefly  due.  and  have  alao  passed  and 
ruthlessly  administered  a  law  of  eicepttonal 
nature  to  prevent  combination  on  thit  part  of 
the  tenants,  and  whereiis,  as  a  result  of  this 
policy  equality  of  conditions  as  between  buyer 
and  seller  has  been  gr'atly  impaired,  and  the 
landlord's  interest  is  ra«intttined  at  an  artificial 
value,  thU  House  declines  ti)  pledge  the  credit 
of  the  country  to  the  itch**me  proposed  by  the 
Bill  as  being  alike  unsafe  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequsr  and  unjust  to  the  Iriah  occupier." 

The  Question  is  thiit  these  words  pro* 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
motion. 

(4.35.)  Me.W.E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, MidLothian);8ir»  the  hon. Member 
has  proposed  his  Amendment  in  a  speech, 
I  think,  of  great  ability.  He  has  opened 
np  portions  of  this  difficult  and  compli- 
cated question  in  a  manner  that  will  tend 
to  assist  the  deliberations  of  the  House. 
For  myself  I  do  not  intend  to  go  over 
any  wide  field;  I  shall  tmdeavour  to 
imitate  the  Minister  wlio  introduced  the 
Bill  in  limiting  my  observations  to  w^hat 
I  think  needful  in  the  circumstances  of 
the  cfiae  so  far  as  I  am  myself  concerned. 
I  shall  not  revert  to  historical  matters 
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eonnected  witlx  the  condition  of  fcliis 
question  at  former  periutls,  nor  shall  I 
tfiink  it  necessary  to  express  an  opinion 
one  way  or  tho  other  as  to  the  necessity, 
real  or  supposed,  of  a  large  measure  of 
land  purchase  in  Ireland.  It  is  enough 
for  me  to  look  at  the  Ciise  as  we  have  it 
before  ns.  On  the  responsibility  «>f  the 
Executive  Government  an  extensive  and 
iinportjint  measure  is  proposed,  and  the 
line  which  I  am  disposed  to  follow  is  this 
— that,  viewing  that  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  tho  country,  I 
shall  not  enter  into  any  abstract  question, 
but  limit  myself  to  tliis  proposal*  I 
tthould  not  think  it  right  to  offer  oppt> 
fiition  to  a  Bill  so  proposed  excepting 
upon  the  ground  that  the  objections  were 
of  a  natare  requiring  and  warranting 
tliat  opposition  upon  the  merits  of  the 
case.  I  do  not  in  these  cireumstances 
interpose  any  preliminary  ol>jection  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill.  Other  gentle- 
men, I  have  no  donbt,  may  do  so  ;  but  I 
must  bear  in  mind  that  this  proceeding 
is,  after  all,  to  a  great  extent  in  the 
nature  of  a  continuation  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  hist  Session.  We  then  had  a 
discussion  upon  this  Bill,  and  I  think  a 
very  useful  and  by  no  means  unduly 
protracted  disi-nssion.  Considerable  pro- 
gress was  made  at  that  time  in  ascer- 
taining and  exhibiting  its  character,  and 
all  I  have  to  ask  myself  is  whetiicr  the 
objections  tbit  were  then  taken  to  the 
measure  by  myself  and  othei's  who 
thought  with  me  still  hold  good,  or 
whether,  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
having  made  changes  in  his  measure,  it 
can  be  said  those  clianges  are  of  sucb 
imjwrtaDce  that  they  call  upon  us  to 
deviate  from  the  course  we  then  took. 
The  changes  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  not  numerous,  and  only 
with  one  exception  are  all  important. 
The  most  importtmt  change,  as  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  make  is  the  re- 
moval of  the  20  years*  limit ;  and  besides 
that,  if  it  be  generally  desired  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  tho  Government 
will  give  a  control  on  the  part  of  Irish 
Counties  over  a  portion  of  the  securities 
that  are  to  bo  pledged,  tl»at  control  to  be 
exercised  in  the  form  of  a  plSLsciie  of 
the  ratepayers.  I  said  over  a  portion  of 
the  security,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
if  I  were  going  to  enter  into  a  detailed 
argument  I  should  strongly  contend  that 
JTk  //:  ^,  Gladstone 


there  was  no  ground  whatever  for  draw^ 
ing  a  distinction  beitween  two  classes  ; 
but  I  will  not  trouble  the  House  upon 
this  subject  now»  There  is  something 
tantalising  in  the  character  of  this* 
proposition,  which  is  not  in  the  Bill, 
but  which  is  held  out  to  us  as  a  kind  of 
inducement  and  reward  to  pass  tho  BilL 
If  we  only  show  a  large  amount  of 
inclination  and  desire  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  that  disposition  will  be  met  in  this 
way.  But  it  is  only  right  we  should,  at 
any  rate,  know  what  is  the  cliange  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  ready  to 
introduce  into  the  BilL  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  he  will  make  it  perfectly 
clear  in  the  course  of  the  Debate,  but 
the  proposal  is  obviously  capable  of 
assuming  forms  essentially  different. 
From  its  being  a  control  to  be  exercised 
in  the  nature  of  a  jdchimite,  it  is  quite 
obvious  it  is  not  a  control  such  as  was* 
usefully  suggested  by  my  right  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, which  control  was  intended  ia 
apply  Sfriatim  to  the  diiferent  tranaiic- 
tions,  and  to  establish  an  effective  form 
of  interference  where  it  seemed  to  be 
required,  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  a 
transaction  in  the  carrying  out  of  which 
local  responsibilities  seem  to  be  involv^ed. 
It  is  manifest  that  it  cannot  be  a  pro- 
posal of  that  kind.  Well,  then,  what 
kind  of  a  proposal  is  it  ?  The  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  capable  of 
being  understood  in  either  of  two  ways. 
It  may  be  that  the  ratepayers  will  have 
the  opportunity  of  stiiting  simplicii^r 
whether  certain  contingent  funds  shall 
be  made  lial>le  for  the  obligations  of  the 
British  Government,  or  whether  they 
shall  not,  and  that  their  negative  upon 
the  liability  of  these  funds  will  have  no 
effect  wliatever  on  the  course  of  the 
transaction.  In  that  case  it  would  have 
no  other  toffee t  than  that  of  weakening' 
the  securities,  such  as  they  are,  that  are 
provided.  Still,  stating  the  case  as  I 
gather  it  from  the  partial  statement 
already  made,  it  may  be  also  that  this 
proceeding,  withdrawing  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  securities,  may  have  the 
effect  of  thereby  stopping  land  purchase 
in  the  county  when  the  vote  was  taken. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour,  Majichestcr, 
E,)  :  Yes  ;  that  is  so» 

Mr.  W,  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  under- 
stand from  the   right   hon.   Gentleman 
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that  tha.t  is  his  meaning,  and  that  is 
undoubtedly  an  important  provision. 
Before  considering  how  far  such  a  pro- 
vision may  be  workable,  I  ghonld  like  tp 
see  it  in  definite  form,  so  as  to  be  able  to 
pass  a  judgment  upon  it.  For  the 
present  it  is  quite  enough  for  me  to  say 
it  is  not  in  tlie  Bill,  and^  not  being  in 
the  Bill^  I  am  totally  unaware  what  may 
be  the  state  of  opinion  in  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  probability  of 
obtaining  its  introduction  into  the 
BilL  There  is  another  point  which 
I  took  last  year  which  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  enter  upon  to*night, 
I  then  stated,  and  I  think  the 
opinion  was  a  sound  one,  that  in  my 
judgment  the  House  would  commit  a 
great  mistake  if  it  passed  a  large  meaaui*e 
of  land  purchase  for  Ireland  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  decided  convictions  and  per- 
severing opposition  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. Undoubtedly  last  year  their  con- 
victions were  hostile  to  the  kind  of 
measure  then  introduced  ;  and  in  the 
peculiar  circumstiinoes  of  the  present 
moment  we  Lave  no  information  from 
them,  and  I  shaU  not  dwell  upon  that 
point,  The  other  change  proposed  to  be 
introduced,  which  may  be  fairly  con- 
sidered of  an  important  character,  is  the 
removal  of  the  20  years'  h'mit ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ingeniously  ob» 
served  tliat  that  removal  was  recom- 
mended by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle.  Yes,  sir,  but  it 
was  recommended  by  my  right  hon, 
Friend  in  conjunction  with  a  strong  con* 
tention  on  our  part  that  there  ought  to 
be  introduced  into  the  Bill  an  effective 
control  by  an  Irish  authority  —  not 
merely  a  negative  such  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  a  plSisclte  proposes  to 
supply  on  the  general  question  whether 
the  Act  should  operate  within  the  county 
or  not — but  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
effective  control  over  tlic  particulars  of 
these  transactions.  It  may  bo  that  if  a 
contix>l  such  as  was  recommended  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham were  introduced,  then  the  removal 
of  the  20  years'  limit  would  be  a  valu- 
able change  in  the  Hill.  I  will  not 
enter  upon  that  question  ;  but  I  attach 
weight  to  the  judgment  of  those  who 
formed  that  opinion.  But  if  no  effective 
control  ia  introduced  over  particular 
transactions,  it  is  quite  plain  that  the 
removal  of  the  20  years'  limit  is  a  change 


in  the  nature  of  distinct  deterioration^ 
My  hon,  Friend  has  said,  and  said  wisely, 
that  he  was  not  governed  by  party  &3n- 
siderations  in  framing  the  Amendment 
he  has  proposed.     I  made  no  secret  of  it 
that  it  would  be,  in  my  opinion,  a  great 
advantage,  a  narrowing  of  the  ground,  a 
clearing  c^f  tlie  issues,  a  lightening  of  the 
task  that  may  be  in  prospect,  if  upon 
any  tolerable   terms  this  land  question 
could  for  a  time,  at  all   events,  be   put 
out  of  the  way.     That,  of  course,  would 
not    justify   us    in    adopting    measure* 
which  apjiear  to  us    in  principle  objec- 
tionable.     I   wnll,    however,    say    that, 
having  had   the  opportunity  of  stating 
all    these    objections  on    former    occa- 
sions,   I  do   not  intend  tt3   dwell    upon 
ihem  at  any  period  of  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill.       Though  from  its  necessary 
complications  it  may  require  some  con- 
siderable   portion   of    the    time   of    the 
House,  at  no  period  ought  the  provisions 
of  such  a  Bill  to  be  discussed  except  ^vith 
strict  regai'd  to  its  provisions,  and  never 
in  the  slightest  degree  for  any  ulterior 
purpose  dmwn  from  a  political  motive. 
I  adhere  to  the  opinion  that  I  gave  utter* 
an ce  to  in  tbe  last  Session  of  Parliament 
in  respect  of  the  pledging  cf  the  credit 
of  the  British  Government.     I  do  think 
— I  may  l>e  wrong,  but  it  is  mj  opinion 
— ^tbat    this   Parliament   was    returned 
upon   an    honourable  understanding,  to 
say  the  least,  with  the  constituencies  of 
the   country  that    it  would    not  pledge 
the    credit    of     the    British    Treasury. 
I  will   not    enter    into    the    merits   of 
that    question    in    the    nbs tract.     It    is 
undoubtedly    a    very    large    pecuniary 
boon    to    the    country,    although,    like 
many  of  our  pecuniary   boons    to    Ire* 
land,  it  may  be  given  in  such  a  form  thatj 
instead  of  beinjr  an  advantage  or  a  real^ 
favour  or  benefit,  it  might,  on  the  con- 
trary, appear  to  l^e  in  the  nature  rather 
of  an  injury,  and  heap  up  and  accumu- 
late  clainus   of   Ireland   against   us.      I 
think,  indeed,  that  Ireland  has  just  claims 
against  us,  and  if  I  am  to  give  the  use 
of  British  credit  aa  the  means  of  meeting 
those  claims,  it  must  be  in  such  a  way 
as  to  make  it  lare^ely  beneficial  to  Ireland 
at  large,  and  not  in  any  way  to  c^m&ne 
it  to  a  limited  portion  of  the  population. 
In  the  present  Parliament  I   must  say  I 
am    at  a   loss  to  know  how  it   is   that 
Gentlemen  opposite  conceive  themselves 
to  be  at  liberty  to  make  a  proposal  of 
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this  kind*  I  know  ttat  there  wei*e 
those  wlio  went  strongly  against  the 
question  of  British  credit  being  pledged 
in  1886— and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  We^t  Birmingham  was  one 
of  them— but  who  now  say  they  are  dis- 
posed in  the  present  case,  becanse  of  the 
different  conditions  and  securities  which 
are  attached  to  this  new  proposal,  to 
support  the  Bili  I  make  no  doubt  of 
the  good  faith  of  those  Gentlemen,  but 
how  can  tbey  say  that  the  personal 
security  of  the  Irish  occupier  under  the 
power  of  eviction  which  ia  to  be  con- 
ducted on  the  part  of  the  British 
Treasury  is  a  better  security  than  the 
positive  absolute  possession  in  the  hands 
of  the  British  Executive^  with  the  entire 
public  revenues  of  England  and  the 
whole  force  of  the  Crown  at  its  back  1 
I  am  aware  that  a  certain  number  of 
tenants  have  undergone  a  pj*ocess 
analogous  to  eviction — that  is  to  say, 
their  interests  in  their  holdings  have 
been  sold  for  the  satisfaction  of  British 
claims.  There  are  between  20  and  30 
of  such  cases.  That  may  be  so,  but  this 
may  be  a  question  of  tens  or  even  hun- 
dreds of  thousands t  I  for  one  am  not 
prepared  to  rely  on  the  security  of 
evictions  conducted  at  the  suit  of  this 
country.  As  soon  as  the  dimensions  of 
the  subject  have  reached  a  stage  such  as 
to  give  it  somewhat  of  the  international 
character  which  it  assumes  when  a 
plan  of  this  kind  has  been  operated 
upon,  it  ssems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a 
most  impolitic  course  to  adopt  to  open  a 
new  source  of  possible  conflict  and  colli- 
sion at  the  point  of  greatest  delicacy  and 
irritability,  the  most  morbid  i>oint  in  the 
whole  state  and  condition  of  Ireland — 
namely,  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant.  To  do  so  would  place  the  Trea- 
sury absolutely  for  the  first  time  in  that 
new  relation,  except  in  those  cases  under 
the  Bright  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act 
which  deal  with  select  individuals,  and 
on  a  very  limited  scale,  where  I  admit 
there  is  a  possibility  of  a  similar  relation. 
The  question  of  the  want  of  an  Irish 
authority,  in  my  opinion,  goes  nearly  to 
the  root  of  the  whole  matter.  As  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  were  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
really  embodied  in  the  Bill,  and  an  effec- 
tive control  over  the  terms  of  those  sales 
given  to  an  Irish  authority,  it  would 
alter,  I  frankly  admit,  my  attitude  with 
Mk  jr.  £.  Giad$(one 


respect  to  it  I  should  still  have  tho 
difficulty  I  have  stated  as  to  the  pledg- 
ing of  British  credit,  but,  assuming  the 
judgment  of  the  House  to  be  largely  in 
favour  of  such  a  scheme,  and  assuming, 
on  which  I  give  no  opinion,  that  Ireland 
did  not  object,  and  looking  at  it  from  tho 
point  of  view  of  a  member  of  this  House, 
I  should  feel  that  the  intervention  of 
such  an  authority  was  a  change  of  in- 
estimable  value.  It  would  take  away  a 
very  large  portion  of  ray  objections  to 
the  Bill.  We  have  had  since  last  Ses- 
sion important  evidence  on  this  subject 
in  the  declarations  of  the  purchasing 
tenants  who  have  come  forward  to  state 
the  circumstances  under  which  they 
have  made  their  arrangements.  The 
allegation  of  the  tenants  is  that  in  these 
transactions  they  are  not  able  to  meet 
the  landlords  on  terms  of  equality  be- 
cause of  the  unhappy  omission  from  the 
Land  Act  of  1887  of  the  considemtion  of 
arrears  of  rent.  That  omission  appears 
to  me  to  have  gone  far  to  vitiate  the 
entire  Ixisis  on  which  landlord  and  tenant 
should  deal  with  regard  tothose  purchases. 
That  authority  would  supply  a  national 
guarantee  almost  invaluable,  but  inde- 
pendently of  that  authority  I  know  not 
how  toj'answer  the  allegations  of  those 
purchasing  tenants  who  say,  '*  It  is  true 
we  purchased  ceilain  land  and  entered 
into  a  certain  agreement,  but  we  did  it 
because  tho  only  alternatives  were  pur- 
chase or  eviction,"  I  think  it  is  impos- 
sible to  deny  that  those  objections  both 
justify  and  require  a  vote  hostile  to  tho 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  must 
refer  to  another  point  whicli  I  think  of 
tho  greatest  importance,  although  at  the 
same  time  I  do  not  take  entirely  the 
same  view  of  it  as  of  those  I  have  already 
mentioned,  because  it  is  possible  a 
material  Amendment  may  l>e  introduced 
if  tlie  Bill  is  fairly  handled  by  the  House 
in  Committee.  I  refer  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  enormous  fund  which  it 
is  proposed  to  create  by  the  employment 
of  British  credit  is  to  be  disposed  •  of  as 
between  those  who  may  be  considered 
the  just  claimants  on  that  fund»  Wlien 
we  proposed  the  Bill  of  1HS6  we  felt 
that  it  was  most  important  to  avoid  the 
arbitrary  selection  of  one  set  of  tenants 
who  might  be  more  limited  or  extended, 
but  who  in  any  case  must  for  a  great 
number  of  years  continue  to  be  a  select 
and  favoured  class  ;  we  thought  it  most 
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important  to  avoid  the  risk  of  making 
their  position  so  exceptionally  favoured 
that  it  would  be  a  source  of  social  danger 
to  the  country.  I  have  been  alluding 
just  now  to  th©  want  of  security  against 
oppression  upon  putx^hasing  tenants. 
That  is  nndoubtedly  one  objection, 
although  W6  have  had  pointed  out  to  us 
a  mode  in  which  that  objection  may  be 
met ;  but  the  objection  I  make  now  pro- 
ceeds on  another  supposition^  No  doubt, 
while  there  might  be  many  cases  in 
which  the  landlord  took  an  unfair 
advantage  of  his  position  towards  tenants 
in  arrear  to  extort  terms  unduubttdly 
high,  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  uiany 
cases  in  which  terms  would  be  fair, 
and  where  there  were  those  fair  terms 
an  advantage  would  be  given  to  the 
purchasing  tenant,  including  the 
eventual  acquiring  of  the  fee  simple 
of  the  land — an  advantage  of  not 
less  than  30  per  cent,  on  the  rent. 
Let  the  Government  consider  the  conse- 
quences of  this  exceptional  treatment  on 
isolated  cases.  Take  the  cas3  of  two 
estates  having  only  tliis  difference  be- 
tween them — that  one  of  them  has  a 
landlord  who  is  willing  t<.>  sell,  and  the 
other  a  landlord  who  refuses  to  sell. 
The  landlord  willing  to  sell  applies,  gives 
reasonable  terms,  and  the  transfer  is 
concluded,  and  his  tenants  immediately 
are  better  off  as  compared  with  the 
tenants  on  'the  neighbouring  estate  to 
the  extent  of  one- third  of  the  sum  that 
they  paid  before.  How  are  you  to  expect 
that  peace  could  prevail  in  such  circum* 
stances  as  these  ?  How  can  you  hope  to 
maintain  freedom  if  you  create  such 
inequality  ?  I  admit  that  inequality  of 
this  kind  is  to  some  extent  involved  in 
all  these  wholesale  purchase  Bills.  There 
was  none  in  the  original  Bright  clause, 
but  there  is  some  of  it  in  every  Bill  that 
has  regard,  and  I  am  afraid  it  is  impossi- 
ble not  to  have  some  regard,  to  the  work 
of  what  I  have  called  the  Socialistic 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
appointed  before  the  passing  of  the  Laud 
Act.  Bat  when  we  introduced  the  Bill 
of  1886  we  tried  to  reduce  this  evil  to  a 
minimum.  We  tried  to  bring  about 
that  a  full  moiety  should  go  not  to  the 
purchasing  tenant  individually,  or  as  a 
class,  but  to  Ireland  as  a  whole.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  a 
certain  recognition  to  that  principle,  but 
a.  recognition  so  narrow,  feeble,  and 
VOL.  OCCXLIX.     [thibd  sibms.] 
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ineffectual  that  iii  my  opinion  it  utterly . 
deranges   the    balance   of  just  claim  as' 
between    the    purchasing    tenants    con- 
sidered  as   a   class   and   the  Irish  com- 
munity   at   large,   and    if  I  do  not  say  i 
that     this    consideration    is    conclusive 
against  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
it    is   because    I    hope    that    we    may 
carry  some  effective  Amendment  upon 
the  subject  in  Committee,  so  strong  are  i 
the   cousiderEitions  that  bear  upon  it,  so 
honest,  just,  and  well-supported  by  good  \ 
authorities — and  not  only  by  Home  Rule  t 
authorities,  but  by  other  well-informed 
persons  thoi'oughly  conversant  with  the 
Irish     land    question— so^  great  is   the 
weight  of  the  argument  pointing  out  the 
enormoua  social  danger  to  Ireland  that 
would  accrue  from  the  lavish  concession 
of  so  vast  a  boon  to  the  purchasers  as  al 
class,  accompanied  with  such  a  serious] 
neglect   of    the    interests   of    the   com*! 
m unity  in  which  they  live.     I  promised 
1  would  not  long  detain  the   House.    I 
think  I  have  said  all  that  is  necessary. 
My  hon.  Friend  behind  me  has  set  out 
most    of    these    considerations    in    his 
Amendment.      I  must  own   that  I  think 
it  is  very  difficult  to  answer  his  argu- 
ments.     If    the  House  overrides   them 
we   shall   do   our   best   to   assist  in  no 
factious  spirit  in  impmving,  as  far  as  we 
can,  the  details  of  the  BtlL     My  right 
h<m.  Friend  the   Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, in  his  speech  last  year,  looked 
with  a  practical  eye  into  the  working  i 
this  measure,  and  although  I  am  afraid 
I  differ  from  hira  on  the  question  of  the 
employment  of  British  credit,   yet  un- 
doubtedly his  proposals,  if  the  Govern- 
ment may  be  induced  to  take  n  favoumble 
view  of  them,  would  conciliate  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  people  who  object  U^ 
the    measure    as   it  stands*      Upon  the 
grounds  which  I  have   endeavoured  to 
erphiin    without  going   into   details   at 
undue  length,  I  shall  give  my  cordial 
support  Uy  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  which   goes  to  the   root  of  the 
mattt^r  and  is  adverse  to  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

(5.6.)  Mr.  J,  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, W/)  :  I  should  like,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  to  say  a  few 
words  at  this  stage.  I  follow  my  right 
hon.  Friend  not  because  I  am  anxious  to 
follow  the  arguments  which  he  has 
placed  before  the  House,  but  because  he 
hsjs  referred  to  me,  and  because  I  am 
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anxious  before  the  Chief  Secretary 
replies  that  ho  should  hv  in  possession 
of  my  views  in  reference  to  a  statement 
made  on  a  pi^evious  occasion.  My  right 
hou.  Friend  has  referred  to  two  im- 
portant chants  in  the  nature  of  con- 
cessions which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
made,  or  has  offered  to  make,  in  the 
structure  of  this  Bill,  But  my  right 
horn  Friend  has  omitted  all  reference  to 
another  change,  to  wiiich  T  attach  great 
importance — namely,  the  concession 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  is  prepared  to 
make  to  the  views  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Meiriber  for  Cork  as  to  some  limitation 
f>f  the  area  of  the  Bill  I  underst-and 
that  the  Chief  iSecretary  proposes  to 
exclude — ^  in  addition  to  the  other 
exclusions  mentioned  in  the  Bill 
— all  pasture  land  and  all  land 
not  actually  in  the  occupation  oi  a 
tenant.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
suggested  in  his  speech  that  tlie  lirnita* 
tion  should  be  one  of  £50  valuation.  It 
is  interesting  to  examine  how  far  the 
offer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  meets  the 
demand  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  I 
recollect  a  speech  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  some  time  ago,  in  which  he 
said  that  in  his  view  the  limitation 
ought  to  be  a  limitation  of  £30  valua- 
tion, and  that  if  the  action  of  the  Bill 
were  limited  in  tliat  w^y  the  total  sum 
required  would  be  nndur  £80,000,000, 
,\sthe  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  now 
increased  his  limit  to  £50,  it  is  not  un- 
fair to  assume  that  in  his  opinion  the  sum 
required  would  be  over  £100,000,000. 
Now,  I  won  Id  like  to  know  what  would 
be  the  total  amoniit  required  under  the 
proposal  of  the  Chief  Secretary  1  If,  as  I 
believe  from  the  best  information  1 
have,  the  limitation  which  he  has  pro- 
posed will  reduce  the  total  sum  required 
under  £100,000,000,  it  is  perfectly  evi- 
dent that  the  concession  meets  the 
demand  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  will  be  one  satisfactory  generally  to 
the  House.  Everybody  feel^  that  dealing 
as  we  are  at  the  present  moment  with 
what  after  all  is  a  limit  of  security 
measured  by  something  like  £3.% 000, 00 6, 
it  is  desirable  to  make  it  go  as  far  as 
possible,  and  to  deal  with  the  most 
urgent  part  of  the  problem.  The 
second  change  made  by  the  Chief  Secre^ 
t-ary  is  the  proposed  omission  of  the  20 
years'  valuation  maximum  in  the  pur- 
chase of  property.  1  understand  thiit 
Mr.  X  Cfuzmberlain 


that  concession  is  not  accepted  as  satis- 
factory by  my  right  hon.  Friend  or  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  I 
strongly  advise  the  Government  to  with- 
draw the  proposed  concession.  I  can 
understand  that  there  may  be  argu- 
ment on  the  other  side  with  reference  to 
this  matter.  It  may  be  said,  *'  If  you 
fix  a  maximum  of  this  kind  it  will 
always  tend  to  be  a  minimum  as  well  as 
a  maximum.*'  If,  then,  you  think  that 
20  years*  purchase  is  too  much — as,  in 
view  of  the  working  of  the  Ashboarne 
Acts,  I  am  inclined  to  do — it  is  undesir- 
able to  impose  ii  limitation  in  the  Bill 
which  would  lead  to  that  maximum  being 
generally  adopt^.d.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
you  think  that  20  years*  purchase  is  a 
treasonable  price,  and  might  with  advan- 
tage be  exacted,  you  may  vote  for  the 
exclusion  of  any  limitation  at  all  ;  the 
question  is  so  full  of  doubt  that  I  repeat 
my  recomraendation  thnt  this  concession, 
iis  it  appears  unlikely  to  conciliate  any- 
one, should  be  withdrawn.  Then  we 
come  t4>  the  most  important  of  the  con- 
cessions announced  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  order  to  meet  the  objections 
made  by  various  Members  of  the  House, 
The  objections  which  we  took  to 
the  Bill  as  it  stotid  were  really  of  two 
kinds.  One  I  would  call  a  sentimental 
objection,  and  the  other  a  really  practical 
objection.  The  sentimental  objection 
was  this :  We  said  it  was  a  harsh  and 
almost  indefensible  thing  to  pledge  pro- 
perty which,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
was  the  property  of  the  Lncal  Authorities 
withoutconsultingthose Local  Authorities 
in  any  way.  Of  course,  we  meant  that  it 
was  the  property  of  the  constituency 
that  the  Lncal  Authority  represents,  I 
must  say  that  the  offer  of  tlie  Chief 
Secretary  meets  absolutely  that  senti- 
mental objection.  If  the  suggestion  that 
he  has  made  were  adopted,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  say  any  longer  that  the 
constituencies  whose  property  is  con- 
cerned would  not  be  consulted  as  to  ita 
application.  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Membc^r  for 
Mid  Lothian,  that  when  we  oome  to  dis- 
cuss tliis  question  in  Committee  it  will 
be  difficult  logically  to  establish  any  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  parts  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund,  I  admit  that  the  mere 
fact  that  hitherto  what  was  en  lied  the 
cash  [portion  of  the  Contingent  Fund  has 
uot  been  in  posse saion  of  the  Local  Autho- 
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rity,  lias  Dotliing  whatever  to  do  witli 
it.  It  iindoTibtedly  belonged  to  the  Local 
Authority,  and  was  intended  to  be  used 
for  local  ptii-poses  for  the  nd vantage  of 
the  constitnency,  and  therefore  was  in 
the  same  category  as  the  contingent 
portion,  which  was  actually  under  the 
control  of  the  Local  Authority.  I  now 
come  to  what  I  call  the  practical 
objection  to  the  Bill  in  its  original  form, 
to  remove  which  I  am  afraid  the  offer  of 
the  Chief  Sec rt* tar y  is  not  equally  potent 
It  was  twofold.  In  the  first  place,  we 
thouglit  that  it  was  rather  a  dangerous 
thiiig  to  give  these  enormous  advantages 
to  a  single,  and,  after  all,  a  limited  class 
in  Ireland,  at  the  expense  of  what 
belongs  to  the  whole  population.  Tho 
whole  of  the  ratepayers  are  interested  in 
the  security  we  seek  to  pledge,  and  the 
whole  of  the  ratepayers,  therefore,  ought 
to  derive  some  advantage  from  it  if  you 
wisu  them  to  look  with  a  favourable  eye 
upon  the  scheme.  It  may,  of  course,  be 
said  that  they  would  all  have  the 
advantage  that  would  arise  from  the 
tranqnifiily  of  the  country.  But  as 
practical  men  we  must  all  admit  that 
they  would  see  their  interest  much  more 
clearly  if  it  took  the  shape  of  something 
that  wcmld  touch  their  own  pockets 
directly.  Therefore,  I  am  anxious  that  a 
considei^able  proportion  of  the  30  per 
cent.  whicK  under  the  Bill,  will  be  made 
a  gift  to  the  purchasing  tenants,  should 
go  in  aid  of  the  ratepayers  generally* 
That  is  one  reason  why  we  want  to  see 
the  intervention  of  the  Loe^l  Authority, 
which  should  be  pecuniarily  interested 
in  the  success  of  the  scheme.  There  is 
another  reason  :  I  think  that  the  risk  of 
this  operation  would  be  materially  les* 
aened  if  we  had  a  Local  Authority  as  a 
** buffer*'  between  the  State  and  the 
tenant.  I  have  never  concealed  my  ob- 
jection to  allowing  the  State  to  become 
the  landlord  in  Ireland.  1  think  that 
would  be  a  dangerous  position.  I  do  not 
mean  that  it  would  involve  a  danger  of 
loss  of  money  to  the  taxpayer.  Of 
course,  the  foundation  of  this  Bill  is  the 
use  of  British  credit.  But  though  we 
admit  that  British  credit  is  used,  we  do 
not  admit  that  British  credit  ia  risked. 
That  is  a  totally  different  thing.  We 
hold  that  British  credit  would  be  used  in 
the  same  way  as  the  credit  of  the  Bank 
of  England  is  used  in  the  ciise  of  bank- 
notes issued  as  against  bullion,  and  that 


there  is  absolute  security  for  every 
penny  of  British  money  which  is  nsed. 
We  do  not  l>elieve  that  there  is  any 
danger  to  the  pocket  of  the  British  tax- 
payer. Let  me  on  this  point  refer  to  the 
observations  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
He  says  what  many  of  his  followers 
have  less  courteously  said,  that  hon. 
Members  who  support  this  Bill  are 
doing  so  in  breach  of  faith  ;  that  they,  or 
the  majority  of  them,  are  pledged  to 
their  constituents  not  to  use  British 
credit  for  any  such  purpose  as  this.  Let 
each  speak  for  himself.  1  myself  am 
absolutely  free  from  any  such  charge. 
In  my  speeches  and  addrtsses  to  my 
constituents,  from  first  to  last  I  have 
stated  my  willingness  to  use  British 
credit  and  to  risk  British  credit,  though 
1  have  always  stated  that  I  would  not 
use  or  risk  it  for  a  country  to  be  placed 
in  the  position  of  a  foreign  country.  But 
it  has  been  part  of  my  own  policy  tliat 
it  is  right  and  |»lttic  to  use  British 
credit  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
occupying  tenant  the  owner  of  the  soil 
not  in  Ireland  alone,  but  throughout 
the  United  Kingdom.  My  conscience* 
therefore,  is  clear  ^  I  am  prepared  to  ns 
British  credit,  although  1  am  very  ^ 
I  am  not  called  up>n  to  risk  it.  But 
though  there  is  no  danger,  in  my 
opinion,  to  the  purse  of  the  BritisVi  tax- 
payer, there  is  danger  of  great  friction, 
of  irritation,  and  of  loss  of  what  is  the 
chief  object  of  this  measure — the  tran- 
quillity of  Ireland.  If  you  place  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  direct  relation 
with  the  tenant,  you  almost  tempt  the 
tenaut  to  resent  the  payment  of  his 
instalments,  and  tempt  him  to  say  that 
the  price  at  which  he  was  iTiduccd  to 
buy  was  too  high.  A  tenant  would  tind 
plenty  of  persons  like  the  Mover  of  this 
Amendment  to  support  him  in  such  a 
contention.  Therefore,  nnless  you  can 
get  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland — and 
it  does  not  now  exist—  in  favour  of  the 
payment  of  the  full  instalments,  there 
will  be  a  constant  danger  of  irritation 
and  trouble.  By  this  plan  which  I  ven- 
ture to  submit  you  would  do  a  great  deal 
to  create  such  a  just  public  opinion.  You 
would  have  the  Lccal  Authority  in  the 
position  of  landlord,  and  knowing  that  if 
it  collected  the  instalments  in  full  it 
would  thereby  be  securing  a  certain 
pecuniary  advantage  for  the  ratep»yei 
lit  large  ;  whereas,  if  it  did  not,  an  add 
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tional  rate  would  have  to  be  levied  to 
make  g^ood  tbe  deficiency.  By  this  plan 
you  would  haye  tlie  ratepayers  interestf  d 
in  the  full  payment  of  their  inBtalraeutB 
hy  those  who  had  purchased  under  the 
Act.  Would  not  the  Bill  be  strength- 
ened and  improved  by  such  a  plan  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  referred  to  what  I 
8^d  on  this  matter  on  a  previous  occa- 
fiiou.  I  should  not  like  to  be  held  to 
eveiy  word  I  said  at  that  time,  because 
it  is  quite  possible  a  better  way  may  be 
found-  I  want  to  establish  the  principle, 
I  admit  that  in  the  oourse  of  further 
consideration  of  the  subject  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  would  be 
some  advantag't'8  in  leaving  to  the  Local 
Authority,  or  the  constituents  if  you 
please,  the  one  great  question  whether 
the  Act  should  be  put  in  force  or  not, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be 
advisable  for  the  Local  Authority  to  con- 
sider each  transaction*  There  is  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  a  referendum 
on  the  larger  question  whether  the  Act 
should  be  put  into  operation,  but  the 
details,  I  think,  should  be  left  to  be 
arranged  by  the  authorities  representing 
the  State— the  Lfitid  Commiaaiou  and 
the  Exchequer.  I  think  that  in  the 
state  of  Ireland,  if  uvery  transaction  was 
to  be  separately  ctinvtissed  by  the  Local 
Authority,  there  would  be  a  possibiHty 
of  all  sorts  of  personal  queBtions  arisingi 
which  would  interfere  with  the  fair 
consideration  of  the  different  trans- 
actions. But  after  the  terms  of  purchase 
had  been  arranged,  it  might  h^i  well  to 
hand  over  to  the  Liical  Authority  the 
duty  of  collecting  the  instalments  and  to 
place  the  Local  Authority  in  the  position 
of  liiudlord  until  all  tlie  instalments  had 
been  paid*  1  gather  from  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  he  is 
governed  largely  by  the  general  con- 
sideration of  his  unwillingness  in  the 
present  Parliament  fco  use  British  credit 
without  a  further  appeal  to  the  con- 
stituencies. That  is  a  consideration 
which  does  not  govern  me.  I  am  free 
from  any  feeling  of  that  kind,  and,  con- 
sequently, I  shall  have  no  hesitation  io 
supporting  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bilh  When  we  come  to  Committee, 
and  when  this  matter  is  raised,  as  it  cer- 
tainly will  be,  I  hold  myself  at  perfect 
liberty  to  vote  for  any  AmendmeDts 
which  will  carry  out  the  ideas  I  have 
expreaaed.  I  know  with  what  care  the 
J/r.  t/,  CAamberlain 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary haa  considered  all  propositions  that 
have  been  made  to  him  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Bill  from  all  parts  of  the 
House,  and  I  do  beg  him  to  re-consider 
his  position  in  regard  to  this  matter  of 
the  Local  Authority,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  by  so  doing  he  would  pro- 
bably receive  powerful  support  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian. 

(5.30.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  had 
not  intended  to  intervene  so  early 
in  the  Debate,  hut  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  and 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) necessitate  some  immediate 
notice  from  this  Bench,  and  no  Member 
on  this  Bench  is  so  well  acquainted  with 
the  details  of  this  Bill  as  myself  I  hope, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  John 
Ellis)  will  forgive  me  if  I  do  not  spend 
much  time  in  replying  to  his  speech  in 
support  of  his  Amendment  I  was  not 
surprised  either  at  his  speech  or  at  his 
Amendment  The  lengtliy  Amendment 
he  has  placed  on  the  Paper  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  very  hapjpy  and  concise 
summary  of  all  the  usual  erroi^  and 
logical  confusions  which  do  so  much  to 
render  useless  the  speeches  which  are 
from  time  to  time  delivered  on  the  land 
question  both  inside  this  House  and  out 
of  it  by  Members  of  the  Party  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  nn  ornament  I 
pass  now.  Sir,  from  these  general  state- 
ments to  the  particular  criticisms  passed 
on  the  Bill  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Memljer  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken,  and  I  may  begin  by  replying  to 
the  challenge,  or  rather  the  question, 
put  to  me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham.  He  dealt 
with  the  alterations — the  important 
alterations,  as  he  rightly  termed  them — 
I  have  made  in  the  Bill  by  which  the 
fti-ea  of  purchase  is  limited  by  restrictions 
that  did  not  exist  in  previous  Bills.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  me,  if  these 
limitations  as  introduced  were  carried 
into  effect,  what  would  be  the  capital 
sum,  as  h\T  as  I  c^n  estimate  it,  which 
would  be  required  to  complete  land 
purchase  in  L-eland.  The  question  is  one 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  the  best  of 
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mj  power  to  inreatigate,  but  the  d<Ua 
are  imperfect,  and  to  a  ctrasiderable  extent 
oonjeotui'aL  Do  what  jou  will  with 
existing  statistics,  take  what  trouble  you 
may  to  collect  now  statistics,  it  is  quite 
impoflsible,  in  my  opinion,  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  npon  thia  subject  which  will 
not  have  ia  it  a  very  large  hyjjothetical 
element.  The  beat  calculation  that  I 
can  make  is  that  in  any  case  the  total 
amount  to  complete  land  purchase  would 
be  somewhere  about  £95,000,000  ster- 
ling* Therefore,  although  the  30  odd 
millions  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  allo- 
cate to  land  purchase  certainly  is  far 
from  carrying  it  out  completely,  it  will 
he  observed  that,  if  we  deduct  from  the 
£95^000,000  those  cases  in  which  land- 
lords and  tenants  do  not  desire  to  sell  or 
purchase,  with  the  re-payments  of  the 
£30,000,000,  we  may  really  expect 
under  thia  Bill  to  see  a  great  impression 
made  upon  the  problem  we  have  to 
solve.  The  next  point  touched  on  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham,  which  was  also  adverted 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gei\tleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  dealt  with 
the  limit  of  20  years,  whicJi  appeared 
in  last  yearns  Bill  and  does  not  appear 
in  this  BilL  I  think  both  these  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  not  present  in  their 
minds  quite  clearly  that  neither  by  the 
terms  «jf  the  Bill  nor  by  the  language  of 
the  speech  in  which  I  introduced  the 
Bill  waa  it  ever  suggested  that  in  the 
opmion  of  the  Government  20  years  was 
the  outside  limit  of  the  value  of  land  in 
Ireland.  All  that  the  Bill  said  and  all 
that  I  said  at  that  time  was  that  we 
thought  that  the  Public  Exchequer  should 
not  be  called  upon  with  regard  to  any 
holding  to  advance  more  than  the  price 
which  corresponded  to  20  years'  pur- 
chase. It  will  be  observed  that  that 
operation  does  not  constitute  the  fixing 
the  price  of  land  in  Ireland,  It  did  not, 
in  our  opinion,  even  constitute  a  sugges- 
tion that  20  years*  purchase  was  the 
proper  price  at  which  land  should  l>e 
sold.  I  found  there  was  great  opposi- 
tion to  the  proposal.  However,  it  is,  no 
doubt,  the  fact  that  some  tenants  in  the 
better  parts  of  Ireland  occupy  holdings 
for  which  they  are  prepared  to  give 
more  than  20  years'  purchase,  and  which 
are  worth  more  than  20  years*  purchase. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  there  is  no  in- 
trinsic 'reason  why  the  State  should  aid 


the  purchase  of  land  by  advancing  more 
than  what  amounts  to  20  years*  purchase* 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  ia  represented 
to  me  by  persons  who  know  tht^  districts 
to  which  I  have  referred  that  this  re- 
striction would  practically  prevent  thosai 
tenants  from  buying,  though  perhapfl 
they  are  the  most  eligible  class  of  tenant 
proprietors  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  This 
is  not  a  question  on  which  I  individually 
entertain  a  strong  opinion^  but  I  think 
that  as  the  question  has  been  raised  on 
the  Second  Reading  it  is  only  due  to 
the  House  to  point  out  that,  since  the 
Bill  uf  last  year  was  before  the  country,  J 
this  practical  objection  has  been  brought! 
to  my  notice,  and  I  think  some  weight 
should  be  allowed  to  it*  I  now  come  to 
the  much  larger  and  more  important 
question  which  relates  to  the  kind  of 
control,  if  any,  that  should  be  given  to 
localities  over  pnrchaBea.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  indicated  that,  in  his  opinion, 
there  should  not  only  be  a  general  kind 
of  control,  which  I  gather  would  fully 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham,  but  also  a 
particular  and  special  kind  of  control 
over  each  trujisaction  between  each  land* 
lord  and  each  tt^nant.  That,  I  must  say, 
in  plain  terms,  appears  to  me  to  bo  abso- 
lutoly  inadmissible*  I  cannot  conceive 
such  machinery  working  justly  to  either 
party.  Practically,  you  would  have 
tenants  combining  together  and  deciding  j 
that  no  tenant  should  be  allowed  to  buj 
at  more  than  a  certain  number  of 
years'  purchase.  They  would  "  hear,** 
or  artificially  force  down  the  value 
of  land  through  the  very  machinery  i 
with  which  you  would  supply  them. 
Everybody  will  feel  that  that  argu- 
ment alone  is  sufiBcient,  and  that  you 
must  not  allow  the  mass  of  the  people 
who  are  not  buyers^  but  who  look  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  they  may  become 
buyers,  to  settle  the  price  of  the  article 
they  may  buy*  I  therefore  for  that 
reason,  if  for  no  other^  reject  absolutely 
any  proposal  which  would  give  to  the 
Local  Authority  control  over  individual 
transactions*  Now,  Sir,  there  is  a  wider 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  has  dealt  with 
the  suggestion  I  threw  out  to  the  House  on 
the  First  Reading  of  the  BiU*  The 
House  will  recollect  that  I  threw 
out     that     suggestion     as    «*    ^asKCL^ftQ- 


^^ 


375      Purchase  of  Land,  dec. 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  BUI.  376 


mise,  and  in  the  interests  of  peace. 
I  did  not  pretend  to  think  that  its  adop- 
tion would  be  an  improvement  to  the 
Bill,  and  I  do  not  pretend  to  think  so 
now.  It  has  the  vice  incidental  to 
almost  every  compromise  1  have  ever 
heard  of.  It  is  not  so  logically  compact 
that  you  cannot  bring  logical  argument 
against  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  says  he  is 
unable  to  distinguish  logically  between 
that  part  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  over 
which  the  Local  Authorities  are  to  have 
control  and  that  other  part  over  which 
the  Local  Authorities  are  to  have  no  con- 
trol. I  do  not  think  that  at  the  present 
moment  it  is  my  business  to  supply  a 
logical  distinction,  but  I  say  that  there 
is  a  great  sentimental  distinction.  The 
distinction  between  mortgaging  funds 
which  have  been  given  to  localities  during 
the  past  few  years,  for  such  ordinary 
purposes  as  roads,  and  the  funds  over 
which  they  have  had  immemorial  con- 
trol, so  to  speak — funds  for  such  pur- 
poses as  education  and  the  support  of 
pauper  lunatics  —is  enormous.  You  may 
say  that  both  are  the  property  of  the 
localities.  They  are  contributions  given 
to  the  locality  by  the  free  gift  of  the 
Legislature  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  may  be  withdrawn  at  any  moment. 
The  claim  of  a  locality  to  these  contribu- 
tions is  based  only  on  the  fact  that  other 
localities  have  the  same.  I  do  not  at  all 
deny  that  there  is  a  strong  claim,  but  I 
do  deny  that  there  is  a  claim  of  the  same 
strength  as  that  of  a  man  to  property 
that  belongs  to  him.  I  admit,  though  1 
do  not  go  to  the  length  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
in  denying  that  there  is  any  logical  dis- 
tinction between  these  two  kinds  of  funds 
— I  admit  that  there  are  diflBculties  in 
drawing  a  distinction  between  them,  but 
that  is  the  case  in  every  compromise.  If 
I  could  pass  this  Bill  as  I  wish,  I  should 
say, — "Here  is  a  boon  given  by  the 
country  at  large  to  Ireland  for  the  pur- 
pose of  improving  its  social  position.  Do 
not  allow  localities  to  interfere  with  that 
boon.  Give  it  freely,  and  take  care  that 
the  people  get  the  advantage  of  it."  That 
is  my  point  of  view,  though  it  is  not  the 
point  of  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham,  or  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  and  all  I  suggested  in  my 
alioH  statement  on  the  First  Beading  was 
^r.  A.  J,  Bed/our 


that,  if  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  rather 
with  those  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  wemight 
come  to  a  compromise,  which,  though  it 
may  have  the  vices,  has  still  the  merits 
of  all  good  compromises,  and  which  may 
bring  peace  to  8  question  with  regard  to 
which  there  are  many  vital  differences  of 
opinion  between  us.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, in  a  very  interesting  part  of 
his  speech,  went  on  to  discuss  the  in- 
terest the  Local  Authority  has  in  the 
proper  administration  of  the  Bill.  He 
said — "  If  you  want  a  Bill  to  work  you 
must  give  the  Local  Authority  a  large 
pecuniary  interest  in  seeing  that  the 
rents  are  collected,  so  that  public  opinion 
may  be  in  the  future  what  it  has  never 
been  in  the  past,  namely,  on  the  side 
of  the  payment  of  rents  or  annuities." 
Now,  Sir,  I  for  one  at  once  admit  the 
force  of  that  argument,  but  I  want  to 
show  how  fer  the  Bill  is  open  to  the 
criticisms  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  how  far  it  may  be  truly  said  that  the 
locality  has  no  interest  under  the  exist- 
ing Bill  in 'Seeing  that  these  contracts  ore 
kept.  In  the  first  place,  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  locality  does  already 
get  what  is  called  the  Crown  per  cent. — 
the  county  cess.  That  is  more  than  any 
land  agent  in  Ireland  gets  for  the  collection 
of  rent,  and  it  is  a  free  gift  from  the 
State,  and  subject  to  no  obligation  what- 
ever. So  much  for  the  amount  of  the  gift 
to  the  locality.  In  the  second  place,  let 
me  point  out  that  the  difference  between 
giving  a  locality  money  if  the  contracts 
are  observed  and  taking  away  money  if 
the  contracts  are  not  observed  is  very  little 
more  than  a  difference  of  language. 
Under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  a  locality- 
loses  money  if  the  contracts  are  not 
observed ;  under  the  Bill  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham would  wish  it,  the  locality 
would  get  money  if  the  contracts  were 
observed.  As  far  as  the  mere  effect  on 
the  public  opinion  of  the  localiiy  is  con- 
cerned, I  think  that  that  is  a  distinction 
which  is  not  a  very  great  one.  It  is  a 
money  distinction,  and  in  both  cases  the 
pocket  of  the  general  ratepayer  is 
touched.  Therefore  the  genersJ  opinion 
of  the  locality  will  be  moved  in  the  direc- 
tion of  insisting  upon  payment,  and  I  do 
not  see  any  great  distinction  between  the 
plan  of  mulcting  the  locality  if  contracts 
are  not  kept  and  that  of  bribiitg  them  if 
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the  contracts  are  kept,  as  the  right  liun. 
Gentleman   propfjses.       Tlien    I    would 
point  out— and  I  think  it  is  worthy  of 
the  consideration   of    the   House — that 
you  have  not  so  large  a  margin  to  give 
to  the  locality  as  at  fii'st  sight  appears. 
It  is  true  that  the  diminution  of  the  an- 
ouity  is  considerable  as  compared  with 
the  rent,  but  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
motive    to    a    te'nant   to    buy    can   be 
measured  accurately  by  that  diminution 
alone.     I'he  terras  under  which  he  holds 
the  land  after  purchase  are  severer  than 
those  under  an  ordinary  tenancy  in  Ire- 
land.    There  are  arrears^  and  the  State 
will  not  and  cannot,  I  think,  give  the 
same  laxity  of  treatment  to   the  annui- 
tants as  a  landlord  in  Ireland   usually 
does  to  the   tenants,  and  many  tenants 
even  with  this  bribe  of  20  per  cent,  and 
over  will,  I  believe^  distinctly  prefer  to 
remain    under    their   old   landlords    to 
coming   under  the    harder    and    more 
rigorous     management     of     the    State. 
Therefore,  if  you  are  going  still  further 
to  diminish  what  I  may  call  the  arith- 
metical benefit  which  the  tenant  obtains 
from   purchase,   you    will    remove    the 
motive    for    purchase    and    pro    tanio 
diminish  the  benefits  which  I  hope  and 
believe    Ireland   will   obtain  from    this 
Bill.      I  tliink    I   have    dealt  with  the 
arguments  common  to  the  two  important 
speeches  which  we  have  heard,  and  now 
I  will  in  a  very  few  words  further  deal 
only  with  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
He  repeated   very  briefly  some    of  the 
arguments  formerly   nsed    against   this 
Bill,  but  his  main   argument,  after  all, 
was  the  old  one — that  the  British  Treasury 
would  have  to  evict  in  order  to  enforce 
payment  of  the   annuities.      I   dissent 
from  that  statement  of  the  principles  of 
the  Bill   absolutely  and    in   toto.     The 
actual  process  by  which  a  tenant  who 
does  not  pay  his  annuity  wull  be  dealt 
with   will  be   undertaken  by  the  Land 
Commission  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
British  Treasury >  but  of  the  local  funds. 
That   difference  is  fundamental.     It   is 
not  as  if  the  British  Treaaury  would  be 
benefited  by  one  sixpence  if  the  holding 
is  sold,  but  the  ratepayers  of  the  loavlity 
would  be   saved  £rom  losing  the  funds 
contributed   out   of   the   Imperial    Ex- 
chequer.    Then   the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  dwelt 
on  an  argument  previously  advanced — 


I  think  unfortunately— by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  (Mr.  John  Ellis) 
with  regard  to  the  involuntary  purchases 
which  have  taken  place  under  the  Bil 
already.  But  be  forgot,  I  think,  tha 
his  own  Bill  was  based  ufion  involuntar_ 
purchase  j  the  whole  essence  and  sub- 
stance of  his  Bill  was  that  the  landlord 
miglit  or  might  not  sell,  but  practically 
the  tenant  was  compelled  to  buy,  not  at 
17  years'  purchase,  which  is  the  average 
price  under  the  existing  Act,  but  at 
20  yearH*  purchase  of  the  judicial  rcnt^ 
broadly  speaking. 

Mr.  J,  MORLKY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  There  has  been  power  to 
mitigate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALPOUB :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  corrects  me.  It  is  true  that 
there  was  power  to  lessen  the  term,  but 
the  basis  of  the  Bill  was  compulsory 
purchase  at  20  years,  and  amounted  to  a  i 
direction  to  the  Land  Commission  to' 
insist  upon  sale  at  that  price,  unless  in 
individual  cases  strong  reas<:»n  could  be 
shown  against  it.  Therefore,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
criticises  our  Bill  because,  if  the  stoi-y  of 
the  tenant  is  to  be  believed,  involuntary 
purchase  has'taken  place,  he  forgets  that, 
if  it  ever  did  occur  at  all,  what  was  a  re- 
grettable accident  in  our  Bill  was  an 
inevitable  necessity  in  bis  own.  I  was 
unable  to  reconcile  that  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  w  ith 
his  own  Bill, and  also  with  the  next  part 
of  his  argument,  which  was  that  sales 
under  this  Bill  will  so  improve  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  tenant  who  purchases 
that  the  unfortunate  tenants  who  are  his 
next  neighbours,  and  are  unable  to  pur- 
chase, will  practically  feel  that  they 
have  a  grievance  against  the  landlord  or 
the  State,  and  that  you  will  produce  a 
condition  of  80cijil  discord  greater  than 
that  which  you  relieve.  Well,  Sir,  but 
if  the  position  of  the  tenant-purchaser 
is  80  very  much  better  than  that  of  the 
tenant  who  pays  rent,  what  becomes  of 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham,  which  w^as  endorsed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself — namely, 
that  the  people  who  liave  purchased 
already  have  a  grievance,  and  ought  to 
be  relieved  of  part  of  their  bargains? 
I  am  ready  and  anxious  to  give  all  the 
information  I  can  about  these  complain- 
ing purchasers,  but  I  dedxia^  i\iSA  ^^tl^x^ 
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proposition  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
bou.  Geutleman,  that  if  the  tenant  after 
purchase  pays  an  annuity  less  than  the 
rent  he  ymd  as  tenant,  he  not  only  has  a 
grievance,  but  be  is  also  the  suhject  of 
envy  to  the  neighbouring  tenants.  Test 
the  purchasers  by  this  criterion,  and  y6u 
will  see  what  their  grievance  is.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  suppose  that  I 
think  that  there  ia  not  some  solid  basis 
for  hia  criticism  on  the  Bill, not  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kottingham,  but  more  from  his  own  ; 
that  is  to  say,  it  is  possible  that  tenants 
who  desire  to  buy,  hut  are  unable,  will 
compare  their  condition  with  that  of 
tliose  who  are  more  favourably  situated* 
Now,  Sir,  the  House  will  see  that  in  the 
Bill  I  have  introduc€*d  I  have  done  some- 
thing to  meet  this  possible  difficulty  and 
danger,  because  I  have  given  power  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  continue  the  80 
per  cent,  over  a  longer  period  of  five 
years,  which  was  the  period  fixed 
io  the  Bill  of  last  year.  I  think 
that  the  Lord  Lieut>enjint  will  be  able 
to  consider  the  stxjial  position  of 
each  county  in  Ireland*  and  if  he 
finds  the  competition  or  the  desire  to  buy 
80  keen  as  to  be  likely  to  lead  to  discon- 
tent, he  can,  so  to  speak,  put  his  fingor 
upon  the  throttle  valve,  and  so  diminish 
the  immediate  benefit  which  the  tenants 
expect  to  get,  and  he  may  thereby  miti- 
gate that  excessive  competition  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  fear, 
and  which  I  admit  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland  is  a  possible  danger.  I  have 
taken  the  best  advice  I  can  in  the  matter, 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  the  advantages 
which  the  tenants  think  that  they 
will  obtain  by  becoming  subject  to  an 
annuity  to  the  State  are  go  great  over 
their  present  condition  of  tenants  paying 
rent  to  a  landloi*d,  and  I  do  not  believe 
that  over  a  great  part  of  Ireland  this 
competition  and  desire  to  buy  will  exist. 
I  think  that  I  have  now  touched  upon 
all  the  arguments  advanced  in  the 
speeches  to  which  we  have  listened  with 
Bo  much  interest.  With  regai-d  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, let  me  say  that  most  of  it  seemed 
to  me  to  be  an  argument  in  favour  of 
the  BilL  He  dwelt  at  great  length 
and  with  great  elaboration  on  the  evila 
which  exist  under  the  present  system, 
and  TijX)n  all  the  diffioultiea  which  exi^t 
between  landlord  find  tenant,  and  whicX 
JTr,  A,  y.  Bal/mir 


besL^t  the  dealing  of  landlord  with  tenant. 
Those  difficulties  do  exist,  and  there  is  no 
way  out  of  them  except  by  land  purchase, 
and  by  land  purchase  alone  will  you  put 
an  end  to   them,  or   remove  from   the 
jmth  of  Irish  progress  that  agrarian  dis- 
content which  is  in  itself  the  fruit  and 
product  of  a  long  and  melancholy  history, 
but  which  I  do  believe  if  once  removed 
from  that  path  will  leave  it  unimpeded, 
and  may  hold  out  to  us  who  liave  the  pro- 
sperity of  that  country  at  heart  some  not 
distant  hope  of  seeing  a  great  change  for 
the    better   in   the    social    condition   of 
Ireland. 
*v5.580     Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfriee, 
&c.) :  I  listened  with  consternation  to  the 
language    of   the    right    hon.    Member 
for  West  Birmingham  and  of  the    Chief 
Secretary  when  they  spoke  of  the  large 
sums  of  money  which  would  be  required 
for  the   purpose    of    working   out   this 
scheme.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  put  the 
sum  at   £100,000,000,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary put  it  at  £95,000,000.       I   suppose 
the  sum,  whatever  it  is,  is  in  excess  of  the 
£30,000,000   which   is  provided  for  in 
this  BilL     This   is   to   be   added  k)  the 
National   Debt,  and  we  are  to  give  it  to 
that  class  who  in  their  conduct  in  the  past 
have  been  most  neglectful  of  their  dutieB, 
and     have    by    their    selfishness     pro- 
duced more  disaffection  and  more  turbu- 
lence  in  Ireland  than  any  other  olaaa  in 
the  United  Kingdom.      The  money  is  to 
be  repaid  by  those  who  are  in  strained 
relations  with  the  British    Government, 
and    may    possibly    combine    to    resist 
payment  of   the  instalments,  and  whose 
combination  can  only  be  broken  by  stepe 
that  would  partially  depopulate  portiona 
of  the  country,  a  thing  intolerable  in  this 
stage   of   oui*  civilisation,    and,   indeed, 
equivalent  to  a  condition  of  civil  war.     I 
cannot    believe    that    hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite  are  so  confident  as  they  affect 
to  be  as  to  the  value  of  the  securities* 
The  probability  of  a  political  strike   if 
the  present   rigimt    imder  the   Crimea 
Act  is  continued  is  self-evident.     Even 
if  Home  Rule  is  conceded,  as  I  trust  it 
may  be,  this   Bill   would  offer  a  most 
tempting     weapon     in     the     event     of 
any    difference    arising     between     the 
two  countries,   most   mortifying   to  our 
pride,   and    certain    to    produce   corre- 
sponding resentment  on  this  side  of  the 
water.      Now,    it  has    been   said    that 
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the  "No  Rent"  mauifeato  did  not  produce 
a  general  repadiatioii  of  rents,  I  ngre©  it 
did  not,  but  it  woiild  be  a  very  bad  look 
out  for  the  peaceful  relations  between  this 
conntrj  and  Ireland  if  it  were  in  the 
power  of  Nationalist  leaders  hereafter 
to  put  the  Government  of  this  country 
to  such  an  extremity  m  that  to  which 
Irish  landlords  were  forced  to  recover 
their  renta  in  1881  and  1882.  In  addi- 
tion to  this  there  are  other  dangers  to  be 
feared.  There  is  danger  arising  from  a 
fall  in  prices,  from  foreign  competitioo, 
from  the  pressure  of  war  ;  and  scores  of 
other  con  tinge  nee  8  may  arise  in  the 
oourae  of  50  years,  so  to  depreciate  the 
value  of  land  that  tenantfl  will  be  unable 
to  pay  their  instalments.  I  believe  if  it 
were  not  for  Party  recollections,  Party 
tiest  and  Party  fears  the  Bill  would  have 
no  chance  of  passing  into  law.  We  on 
this  side  are  under  a  great  disadvantage  ; 
we  are  fighting  under  the  shadow  of 
the  Bilt  of  1886.  I  know  that  Bill 
differed  from  this  in  n)any  particulars, 
and  was  itself  intended  to  be  part 
of  an  agrarian  and  political  settle- 
ment ;  it  is  none  the  less  true  that  the 
main  principle  of  that  Bill  was  similar 
to  the  main  principle  of  this  Bill,  that 
is  an  indiscriminate  purchase  of  Irish 
land  at  the  cost  of  British  credit.  Now 
that  is  precisely  the  principle  which  was 
condemned  at  the  last  General  Election, 
and  I  believe  it  would  be  condemned  at 
any  further  election  if  the  country  had 
the  opportunity  of  declaring  its  opinion 
upon  it.  But  although  it  has  been  so 
condemned  I  do  not  gather  that  it  has 
been  renounced  by  leaders  on  either  side 
of  the  House.  I  have  listened  to 
speeches,  and  I  have  read  mEmy 
speeches  on  the  subject,  and  although 
the  leaders  of  the  liberal  Party 
have  opposed  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  unsafe  to  the  taxpayer,  unjust 
to  the  tenant,  and  unfair,  if  not  dis- 
honest, to  the  constituencies  of  this 
country,  yet  I  have  not  heard  anything 
said  which  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  re -introduction  of  another  Bill  pro- 
viding an  equal  sum  for  a  like  object 
in  the  event  of  the  Liberal  Party  being 
returned  to  power  again.  I  think  the 
position  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
me,  and  especially  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
is  logically  unassailable.  It  is  perfectly 
true  the  methods  in  the  Bill,  the  with- 


hold ing  of  local  control  over  the  dis- 
position of  local  funds,  are  features  that 
justify  strenuous  resistance  even  on  the 
part  of  those  who  are  prepared  to  sup- 
port a  wiser  measure  directed  to  the 
aamo  purpose ;  but  it  is  none  the  less 
true  that  our  chance  of  successful  re- 
sistance ti»  this  Bill  is  impaired,  if  not 
demolished,  by  the  fear  that  even  if  the 
Bill  were  defeated  defeat  will  be  only 
the  prelude  to  the  introduction  of 
another  Bill  on  the  same  subject.  Of 
coujse  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  are 
indisposed  towards  the  Bill,  naturally 
say  if  it  is  certain  that  under  any  cir- 
cumstances a  Bill  of  this  kind  will  be 
passed  they  prefer  to  trust  it  to  their  own 
leaders  in  whom  they  have  confidence, 
rather  than  run  the  risk  of  the  passing 
of  a  Bill  introduced  by  their  politick 
opponents.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  may  say  to  themselves  that  if 
such  a  Bill  is  to  pass  unquestionably'  it 
will  be  better  to  pass  it  at  once  rather 
than  lead  to  the  inevitable  rupture  of 
the  Liberal  Party  in  a  future  Parlia- 
ment. So  the  inclinations  of  both  sides 
have  b«en  enlisted  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  not  because  it  is  a  popular 
measure,  indeed  it  ia  notoriously  un- 
popular, but  because  the  Front  Benches 
on  both  sides  having  advocated  or 
acquiesced  in  the  principle  private 
Members  have  accepted  it  as  doom. 
Now  I  am  not  prepared  to  accept  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  do  not  know 
what  there  is  in  the  condition  of 
Ireland  that  nece^^sitates  a  Bill  of 
this  charact-er.  This  measure  has  been 
advocated  and  supported  in  the 
country  on  the  ground,  or  largely 
on  the  ground,  that  it  is  for  the 
relief  of  persons  in  an  impoverished 
condition.  But  the  Bill  will  do  nothing 
of  the  kind.  This  Bill  will  apply  to  the 
rich,  the  comfortable,  the  well-to-do 
tenants  just  as  much,  and  indeed  more, 
than  it  will  apply  to  those  in  a  humbler, 
poorer  condition.  We  know  from  past 
experience  of  the  Ashbourne  Act  that 
the  comparatively  well-to-do  class  of 
tenants  have  chiefly  derived  advantage 
from  previous  Acts  passed  with  a  similar 
purpose  to  this.  The  policy  of  the  Bill 
ia  not  compassionate ;  its  policy  is  to 
confer  benefit,  by  the  manipulation  of 
State  credit,  on  landlord  or  tenant,  or 
both,  who  shall  agree  to  any  ^MTC^Vk^a^a^ 
and  sale  oiHtid  \ti  \t^\«*u^  Ver^^V^ifex.  \o. 
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fact,  the  sale  of  land  is  regarded  as  in 
itself  a  transaction  of  such  tmnscendeiit 
merit  that  the  State  on  every  such 
occasion  interposes  with  the  cash^ 
to  be  haggled  over  and  divided  be* 
tween  landlord  and  tenant  according 
to  their  several  necessities,  or  skill 
in  haggling  Now,  the  State  credit 
is  the  common  property  of  us  all, 
and  it  diminishes  in  value  in  pro- 
portion to  the  obligations  placed  upon 
it.  I  should  like  to  know  if  money 
is  to  be  given  to  those  dealing  in  land  in 
Ireland  without  respect  to  their  financial 
position,  what  answer  can  be  given  to 
similar  demands  made  on  behalf  of  Eng- 
land or  Scotland.  I  might  go  further, 
and  say,  if  the  State  credit  is  to  be  in- 
vtiked  in  favour  of  private  individuals 
and  private  transactions  in  land  in  Ire* 
land,  why  should  not  State  credit  be 
usefully  applied  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
tending industries  in  this  ci^untry,  which 
m^ight,  by  borrowing  at  3  per  cent.,  be 
largely  developed,  and  provide  more  occu- 
pation for  a  portion  of  the  people  ?  This 
doctrine,  this  practice  of  advancing 
money,  granting  the  use  of  State  credit 
for  the  benefit  of  private  individuals,  is 
likely  in  time  to  lead  to  some  startling 
conclusions.  If  it  if*  to  be  allowed  at  all 
it  ought  to  be  applied  in  favour  of  the 
poorest  part  of  the  population.  Now\ 
this  IB  not  the  policy  of  the  Bill.  Indeed 
the  poUcy  of  the  Bill  is  rather  the 
reverse,  for  I  maintain  that  the 
benefit  will  go  rather  to  those  who  are 
well-to-do  than  to  the  poor,  and  that 
in  precisely  the  proportion  they  are  re- 
moved from  poverty.  The  benefit  granted 
by  Stat 3  credit  is  thrown  as  a  matter  of 
contention  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  naturally  the  liMidlord  will  try  to 
get  as  large  a  share  as  he  can.  The 
strong  tenant  wOl  be  able  effectually  to 
resist  his  landlord,  and  will  succeed,  no 
doubt,  in  getting  the  lion's  share,  but 
thesH  are  precisely  the  kind  of  men  we 
do  not  require  to  assist.  We  require  to 
assist  the  weak  tenant— the  man  who  is 
under  arrears  and  in  fear  of  eviction,  or 
who,  overwhelmed  by  his  poverty,  has 
already  been  converted  into  a  caretaker, 
and  IB  umible  to  contend  successfully 
with  his  landlord.  This  is  the  man  for 
whom  this  measure  will  do  little.  In 
other  words  thib  bonus  granted  by 
the  State  credit  goes  in  very  large 
part  to  the  landlord^   and  that   which 


goes  to  the  tenant  will  be  greatest 
in  coses  where  the  need  is  least, 
gradually  diminishing  to  a  vanishing 
point  in  the  case  of  those  who  need  the 
assistance  most.  That  is  a  kind  of  in- 
verted Socialism  I  have  no  sort  of' 
sympathy  with  my  so  If.  Another  effect 
of  the  Bill  will  be  to  inflame  the  feeling 
against  the  Government — against  any 
Govemmeut.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  referred  to  that.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  intimated  his  opinion 
that  there  will  be  no  ill-feeling  created 
by  evictions  which  will  hereafter  b© 
undertaken  by  the  Commissioners, 
because  the  people  of  each  county  will 
see  that  clearly  the  evictions  are  in 
the  interest  of  those  who  are  liable  to 
contribute  to  the  Guarantee  Fund.  But 
1  cannot  at  all  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  view.  Hitherto  the 
feeling  against  evictions  has  been 
general,  and  this  feeling  will  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  landlords  to  the  Govem- 
ment»  which  takes  the  place  of  the 
landlords,  for  when,  as  must  inevitably 
happen,  either  from  poverty  or  bad 
seasons,  ill-health,  bad  fortune,  or  a 
variety  of  reasons,  individual  tenants 
are  unable  to  pay  their  rent,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  in  the  interest 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  locality,  to 
enforce  rigidly  their  power  of  eviction, 
and  the  ill-blood  and  ill-feeling  now  enter* 
tained  towards  evicting  landlords  will  be 
transferred  to  the  heads  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  would  endeavour  to  reconcile 
myself  to  the  Bill  if  I  could  see  that  it 
would  really  effect  a  settlement  of  the 
land  difficulty  even  in  those  cases  where 
it  is  applied,  but  I  find  it  will  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  If  we  are  to 
advance  money  from  the  Public  Funds 
in  order  to  aid  transactions  between 
landlords  and  tenants  we  ought  at  least 
to  see  that  the  slate  is  wiped  quite  clean ; 
there  ought  to  be  no  more  relations 
between  landlord,  so  that  they  may  not 
harass  and  molest  each  other  for  the 
future.  But  it  is  quite  possible,  indeed 
most  likely,  that  under  this  Bill,  when 
the  landloi^  has  received  the  full  amount 
he  is  to  receive  from  the  State  he  will 
still  remain  in  the  position  of  creditor, 
or  second  mortgagee.  The  Bill  does  not 
ask  whether  the  terms  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant  are  fair,  and  the 
landlord  may  impose  conditions  upon  the 
tenant  which  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
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may  compel  \dm  to  accept,  Hiid  when  the 
tenant  has  ptiid  all  his  instalmentB  to 
the  State  he  will  require  to  pay- 
other  instalments  due  to  his  landloi-d, 
and  the  conaequentse  may  very  well  be 
that  the  landlord  will  use  his  power  to 
sell  up  the  tenant,  take  his  stock,  make 
liim  bankrupts  and  effect  a  sale  of  his 
property.  What  sort  of  a  settlement 
will  that  be  of  the  land  question  ?  To  one 
more  point  I  desire  to  draw  attention. 
It  appears  to  me  that  this  Bill,  if  it  is 
largely  applied,  will  produce  some  of  the 
evils  which  were  amended  by  the  Bills 
of  1881  and  1887.  The  reason  why 
these  Bill 3^  fixing'  fair  rents ,  were 
passed  into  law  was  because,  by  a  series 
of  Reports  by  Royal  Commissions,  and 
by  the  authority  of  all  ecf^nomiste,  it  was 
impossible  to  arrange  in  Ireland  that 
contracts  between  landlord  and  tenaut 
should  be  ideally  free.  The  competition 
for  laud  was  so  great  that  landlords  were 
tempted  to  let  their  land  to  the  highest 
bidder  \  and  tenants,  to  secure  the  hind, 
were  tempted  to  offer  more  rent  than 
they  could  really  afford  to  pay.  Now,  I 
will  suppose  that,  under  this  Bill,  a  large 
number  of  tenanta,  whose  fair  rents  have 
been  fixed,  are  allowed  to  become  pur- 
chasers, I  will  take  such  a  case  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  put,  that  of  a  man  who 
pays  a  fair  rent  of  £100  a  year.  Under 
this  Bill,  that  tenant  has  his  rent  reduced 
to  £68.  It  is  true  sub- letting  is  for- 
bidden under  the  Act ;  but  who  supposes 
that  sub-letting  can  be  effectually  pre- 
vented by  a  clause  in  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?  This  tenant,  whose  fair  rent 
is  reduced  from  £100  to  £68  under  this 
Bill,  may  be  able  to  let  his  land  again 
for  £110  or  £120,  and  thereby  turn 
himself  into  a  sort  of  middleman  ;  and 
yon  will  have  to  do  the  same  thing  over 
again — pass  another  Bill  fixing  fair 
rents.  This  was  pointed  out  in  the 
Report  of  the  Bess  borough  Commission 
a  long  time  ago,  and  the  danger  is  so 
apparent  that  I  am  surprised  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  it  by  some  hon. 
Gentleman  who  favours  the  system.  In 
fact,  we  shall  be  obliged  again  to  legis- 
late in  a  vicious  circle.  I  cannot  believe, 
although  I  do  not  question  the  philan- 
thropic motives  and  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  this  Bill,  that 
these  are  the  sole  motives  for  the  Bill. 
We  have  heard  it  stated  in  the  country, 
although  it  has  not  been  much  referred 


to  in  the  Hoose,  that  the  Act  of  1881 
wa^  a  great  injustice  to  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  In  his  speech  in  the  year  1883, 
in  this  House  I  think,  the  Chief  Secretary 
practically  said  the  same  thing.  That 
was  one  of  tiie  arguments  with  whichf 
at  that  time  consistently  enough,  he  con- 
tended against  the  introduction  of  a 
system  of  land  purchase.  It  has  been 
regarded  throughout  the  country  that 
this  Bill  is  introduced  more  in  the 
interest  of  the  landlords,  and  by  way  of 
compensation  to  them  for  the  loss  they 
sustained  through  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1881,  than  from  any  other 
motive. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Menaber  quotes  from  a  speech  of  mine 
delivered  a  long  time  ago,  the  terms  of 
which  are  not  in  my  mind.  If  he  im- 
putes to  me  a  suggestion  that  land  pur- 
chase is  introduced  in  order  to  compen- 
sate the  landlords  for  something  taken 
away  from  them  by  previous  legislators, 
he  is  certainly  mistaken. 

•Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  I  have  a  reoollection 
of  the  speech,  but  I  have  not  read  it 
recently.  Practically  it  amounted  to  this, 
that  a  great  wrong  had  been  done  to 
Irish  landlords,  that  it  was  a  very 
dangerous  social  experiment^  and  might 
be  repeated  in  other  parts  of  the 
kingdom.  Certainly  I  will  accept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  denial  at 
once,  but  I  was  under  the  impression 
then,  and  have  been  since,  that  he  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  some  reparation 
or  compensation  was  due  to  landowners 
for  their  loss  by  the  Act  of  1881.  There 
is  one  other  point  has  been  referred  to  by 
not  a  few  speakers  in  former  debates — 
the  hope  that  the  Bill  will  have  the 
effect  of  tranquillising  Ireland.  Now,  if 
I  thought  there  was  such  a  prospect,  I 
would  not  oppose  the  Bill.  What  is  the 
position  of  affairs  in  Ireland  at  the 
present  time  ?  You  have  the  congested 
districts,  and  I  firmly  believe  that  this 
countty  will  some  time  be  obliged  to 
spend  a  sum  of  money  to  relieve  these 
congested  districts.  But  yon  must  treat 
them  separately  from  the  rest  of  Ireland  ; 
this  BOl  refers  to  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
You  have  also  some  estates  on  which 
the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenants— I  will  not  now  inquire  by  whoee 
fau Italia ve  come  to  such  a  pass  that 
there  is  no  prospect  of  peace  during  iUfc 
present  genera^an.    \  WA^  ^^ssfc'OoaX* 
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it  might  be  desirable »  probably  would  be, 
to  take  theae  particular  estates  and  con- 
fer on  some  authority  compulsory 
powers  to  expropriate  the  hmdlords, 
preventing  scenes  of  turbulence  and 
disorder  in  the  future,  and  to  do  so  on 
such  terms  as  would  deter  landlords 
from  forcing  such  a  condition  of  tilings 
in  the  future.  Beyond  the  congested 
districts  and  a  few  disturbed  estates, 
there  is  nothing  in  the  condition  of 
Ireland  to  justify  any  demand  for  the 
indiscriminate  purchase  of  land  by  the 
use  of  State  credit.  When  the  right 
Hon,  Gentleman  introduced  the  Bill  be 
gare  us  a  long  explanation,  and  he  told 
us  of  a  series  of  Reports  by  Com- 
misaions,  but  I  do  not  think  they 
amounted  to  what  he  understood  them 
to  be,  authority  for  the  intToduction  of 
any  such  Bill.  There  is  nothing  to 
warrant  the  introduction  of  an  indis- 
criminate Purchase  Bill  for  Ireland, 
unless,  indeed,  it  is  that  rente  in  general 
are  not  at  present  fair.  But  that  argu» 
ment  has  not  been  advanced  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  nor  has  the  real  reasons 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  been 
explained.  I  do  not  know  whether 
renta  generally  in  Ireland  are  fair  or  not. 
If  they  are  unfair  the  recommendations 
of  the  Oowper  Commission  should  be 
carried  out»  and  the  period  of  judicial 
rents  be  fixed  at  five  years,  but  if  they 
are  fair  there  is  no  sufficient  reason  for 
the  Bill.  I  have  no  wish  to  interpose 
between  any  advantages  that  might  be 
conferred  fairly  and  legitimately  by  this 
House  upon  Irish  tenants,  but  1  main- 
tain that  the  Bill  will  not  confer  benefits 
upon  tenants  so  much  aa  upon  landlords, 
and  even  as  far  as  it  will  confer  benefits 
upon  tenants,  those  benefits  will  be 
reaped  by  the  wealthier  tenants  who  do 
not  need  them,  and  not  by  the  poor 
tenanti*  I  know  perfectly  well  that  in  the 
disorganised  state  of  public  affairs  it  may 
be  difficult  to  prevent  the  Bill  becoming 
law,  but  I  feel  so  confident  that  it  will 
not  be  a  settlement  of  the  land  question, 
that  in  itself  it  contains  the  seeds  of 
discord,  thf»t  we  are  certain  to  bear 
again  and  again  of  this  same  Irish  land 
question,  and  to  have  to  pay  more  money 
for  similar  purposes,  that  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  oppose  the  BilL 

•(6.28.)    Ma.  T.  W.  RUSSKLL  (Tyrone, 

B.y  I  It  is  perhaps  only  a  Member  repre- 

Menting  an  Irish  oonstituenoy  who  has 
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had  practical  experience  of  affairs  in  Ira- 
land  who  can  appreciate  all  the  fal- 
lacies which  have  been  put  forth  in 
the  course  of  this  Debate.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  RushclifFe  Division  in 
his  Amendment  charges  the  Government 
with  using  the  forces  of  the  Crown  to 
carry  out  evictions  for  the  non-payment 
of  nnjust  rents.  Now,  I  have  just  come 
from  a  distant  part  of  Ireland,  where 
pure  accident  took  me,  and  I  happened 
to  be  in  the  neighbourhood  up^n  the 
last  day  of  the  evictions  carried  out 
upon  the  Olphert  Estate,  at  G  weed  ore. 
More  than  a  hundred  tenants  were 
evicted  in  three  or  four  days.  I  arrived 
there  on  the  last  day,  and  gathered  facta 
regarding  42  of  those  tenants.  In  24 
cases  which  I  personally  investigated  the 
aggregate  annual  rent  was  £40.  The 
total  amount  due  on  the  decrees  was 
£170,  and  the  landlord  offered  to  give 
those  24  men  a  full  discharge  on  the 
pajment  of  £31. 

Mb.  J.  E.   ELLIS:    Were  the  rents 
judicial  rents  ? 

♦Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Mainly  judicial, 
and  these  are  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
called  unjust  rents.  In  the  cases  of  18 
other  tenants  the  annual  rent  was  £47  ; 
the  total  amount  due  under  the  decrees 
was  £186,  and  on  the  day  on  which 
those  18  men  were  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment they  were  in  possession  of  711 
sheep,  111  head  of  cattle,  and  the  crops 
of  the  whole  year.  On  one  man,  who 
was  arrested  on  a  charge  of  murdering 
his  wife,  and  who  had  11  sheep  and 
four  head  of  cattle,  his  rent  being 
only  IGs.  \)eT  annnm,  the  police 
found  in  c^sh  a  sum  of  £8  179,  6d. 
I  want  the  House  to  appreciate  at  its 
true  worth  the  charge  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  are  lending  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  carry  out  evic- 
tions for  unjust  rents.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  there  have  not  been  unjust 
rents,  or  that  there  have  not  been  evic- 
tions for  unjust  rents,  but  what  I  oom- 
piain  of  is  that  hou.  Members  who  go  to 
Ireland,  and  tramp  through  bogs  to  the 
knees  to  witness  evictions,  take  very 
little  pains  indeed  to  get  at  the  actual 
facts  of  the  situation  they  go  to  investi- 
gate.  When  a  m erasure  similar  to  the 
BiU  now  under  discussion  was  before 
the  House  last  Session,  I  spoke  at 
considerable  length  upon  the  Motion  for 
the  Second  Beading,      I  come  from   a 
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part  of  the  country  where  there  is  not 
the  slightest  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  utility  of  land  purchase.  Anyone 
who  knows  anything  of  the  Province  of 
Ulster  knows  tliat  there  are  only  two 
opinionB  regarding  land  jmrchaee  in  that 
province.  There  is  a  con  side  rahle  party 
who  are  so  enamoured  of  land  purchase 
that  they  will  be  content  with  nothing 
leaa  than  a  conaptilaai^  ede  of  the  land- 
lord's interest  Tbat  party  is  not  a  large 
one,  but  I  have  told  them  that  they 
are  doing  what  they  can  to  impede  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemnn  in  carrying  land 
purchase.  By  far  the  greater  number 
of  the  intelligent  farmers  of  Ulster — 
and  the  small  farmers  are  qnite  as  in- 
telligent as  the  large  ones- — are  perfectly 
convinced  as  to  the  utility  of  land 
purchase;  nay,  more^  they  are  persuaded 
that  the  future  of  Ireland,  the  future 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland  depends 
upon  it.  Therefore,  in  voting  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  I  am  acting 
not  only  with  xaj  own  constituents  at  my 
back,  but  with  the  whole  province  of 
Ulster  behind  me.  Now,  the  Chief 
\  Secretary  has  split  his  Bill  of  last  year 
I  into  two,  and  I  frankly  say  I  do  not 
quite  understand  what  he  means  by  that 
process.  The  other  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  designed  to  save 
time,  that  it  was  possible  to  get  one  portion 
of  the  Bill  passed  which  will  be  complete 
in  itself*  while  it  might  not  be  possible  to 
get  the  other  portion  passed,  I  could 
quite  understand  that,  but  I  find  that 
in  the  first  Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  the  Land  Commission  a  permanent 
body — a  very  proper  thing  to  do — and 
that  ii)  the  second  Bill  he  proposes  to 
create  a  Land  Department,  What  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by 
making  the  Land  Commission  a  permanent 
body»  and  then  setting  up  a  Land  Depart- 
ment which  must  supersede  the  Land 
Commission  F  There  is  more  that  I  do 
not  like.  I  observe  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  crowded  into  his  second  Bill  a 
great  many  valuable  provisions  that  were 
in  his  first  Bill,  everyone  of  those  pro- 
visions being  warmly  supported  by  the 
tenants,  and  bitterly  opposed  by  the 
landlords.  Take  the  question  of  turbary, 
for  example.  Is  the  right  hon*  Gentle- 
man prepared  to  allow  the  first  Bill  to 
come  into  operation,  and  to  leave  the 
question  of  turbary  as  at  present t  Jf 
he   is   prepared   to  do   that,   he   leaves 


the  landlord  still  landlord  of  the  bog,  and 
free  to  exact  from  the  tenant  purchaser 
for  turljary  what  he  may  think  he  has 
lost  in  the  price  of  the  land,  and  I  main- 
tain that  that  will  be  an  improper 
situation  to  create.  There  is  another 
question  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  Government  have  given  the  Tithes 
Bill  priority  over  the  Laud  Purchase 
Bill ;  in  other  words  tbey  have  given  the 
Tithes  Bill,  which  was  vrithin  an  aco  of 
defeat  last  night  if  the  Irish  Members 
had  come  down  from  the  Committee 
room  in  which  they  were  assembled— 
they  have  given  the  Tithes  Bill,  which 
is  not  cared  for  by  many  of  their  own 
supporters,  priority  over  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill,  which  is  cared  for.  Is  that 
precedence  to  be  maintained  after  the 
Second  Reading,  and  is  the  Land  Bill  to 
be  caught  in  the  toils  of  the  Assisted 
Education  Bill  in  the  same  way  as  it 
was  caught  last  year  io  tbe  toils  of  the 
Compensation  to  Publicans  Bill?  I  will 
now  deal  with  the  alterations  the  Chief 
Secretary  proposes  to  make,  and  will 
first  of  all  take  the  question  of  the 
20  years'  limit.  I  am  glad  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  left  that  out ;  I  do 
not  think  it  had  any  supporters  in  Ire- 
land. The  Chief  Secretary  is  quite  right 
in  saying  that  a  great  many  Ulster  land- 
lords object  to  it.  Rightly  or  wrongly 
the  Ulster  landlords  consider  they  ought 
to  get  more  than  20  years  purchase  for 
their  laud,  and  they  object  to  the 
tenant  purchaser  being  forced  to  go  to 
the  money-lender  or  the  gombeen  man 
for  the  excess  over  the  20  years*  [►urchase. 
The  tenants  of  Ireland  object  to  the 
20  years'  limit  quite  as  much  as  the 
landlords  do ;  for,  no  matter  w  hat  may  be 
said,  if  there  is  a  limit  in  the  Bill  at  all, 
an  implied  standard  of  value  is  set 
up,  and  therefore  the  tenants  object 
to  the  20  years'  limit,  I  am  glad  that 
the  limit  has  disappeared,  and  that  the 
landlords  and  tenants  will  be  able  to  fight 
the  matter  out.  There  is  another  alteration 
in  the  Bill  which  I  thoroughly  dislike, 
and  I  am  bound  to  place  it  before  the 
Chief  Secretary.  There  was  a  most 
valuable  practical  clause  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year  which  provided  that  where  a 
landlord  is  willing  to  sell  and  the  tenant 
is  anxious  to  buy,  but  where  they  cannot 
come  to  terms  as  to  the  price,  they  may, 
with  the  oouaent  of  both  parties,  call  in 
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the  Land  CommiBsiou  as  arbitrator  to 
decide  the  matter.  That  clause  would 
have  affected  au  enonnous  Dumber  of 
properties,  bcc*iuse  that  is  exactly  the 
situation  in  a  great  mauj  cases ;  the 
landlord  would  sell  and  the  tenant  would 
buy,  but  they  cannot  come  to  terms. 
The  Bill  of  last  year  provided  the 
machinery  for  bringing  them  together. 
The  provision  was  violently  opposed  by 
the  Irifih  landlords  ;  it  has  disappeared 
from  the  Bill,  and  I  greatly  regret  it.  I 
now  come  to  the  vexed  question  of 
I>opular  control,  and  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  stating  clearly  and 
explicitly  what  I  think  about  it  We 
are  proposing  under  this  Bill  to  mort- 
gage the  property  of  a  county,  and  I 
think  the  argument  in  favour  of  the 
county  having  the  right  to  veto  that 
mortgage  is  absolutely  unassailable  in 
logic-  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  if  it 
were  England  or  Scotland  we  were 
dealing  with  it  would  never  be  attempted 
to  mortgage  the  property  of  a  county 
without  the  consent  of  the  county. 
But  to  give  an  Irish  Locjil  Authority 
control  to  veto  the  sales  under  this  Act 
ia  a  very  serious  operation  indeed. 
The  Local  Authority  will  in  tlie 
main  consist  of  the  farmers  ;  that  is 
to  say,  they  will  either  be  farmers  them* 
selves  interested  in  the  question  or 
they  will  be  men  elected  by  farmers. 
Stripped  of  all  rhetoric  the  proposal  is 
simply  to  give  the  County  Councils  the 
power  to  fix  the  price  of  the  land,  and 
that  is  a  proposal  the  House  ought  not 
to  entertain.  No  man  onght  to  be  judge 
in  his  own  case,  and  the  Irish  tenant 
farmers  are  no  better  than  any  other 
class  of  men.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Memlxjr  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  thought  this  Bill  has 
been  advocated  to  a  large  extent  on  false 
pretences,  I  candidly  confess  that  I 
consider  land  purchase  to  he  the  instru- 
ment with  which  we  are  to  defeat  the 
hon,  and  learneii  Member  in  his  designs 
upon  Ireland.  Does  the  h on.  and  learned 
Gentleman  imagine  that  any  sensible 
man  would  furnish  his  political  opponent 
with  a  weapon  which  would  undo  the 
work  he  himself  is  doing?  Upon  the 
grounds  I  have  stated  it  is  perfectly 
impossible  to  place  in  the  hands  of 
the  Local  Authority  the  right  to  control 
or  veto  these  sales,  for  they  will  either  fix 
the  }>rice  of  thf  land  or  hamstring  the 


Act  upon  which  the  Government  and  the 
Unionist  Party  depend  for  the  tran- 
quillizing and  paciicatipn  of  Ireland* 
There  is  a  third  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  done.  We  have  had  some  little 
experience  in  the  matter  of  land  pur- 
chase, and  when  hon.  Members  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Rushcliffe  Division 
(Mr.  J.  E.Ellis) rise  with  information  as  to 
the  tenants  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster,  the 
Marquess  of  Bath,  and  Lord  Waterford 
wishing  to  get  a  change  in  the  terms 
because  of  the  bad  season,  I  may 
put  the  matter  in  this  way :  The 
glebe  tenants  purchased  22  ytars  ago — - 
many  of  them  at  28  years'  purchase. 
They  could  not  help  purchasing  under 
the  Churrh  Act,  for  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  responsible.  They  had  to 
purchase  or  go.  What  has  happened  I 
Notwithstanding  that  they  purchased 
under  the  onerous  condition  of  28  years 
of  the  old  unrevined  rents,  the  glebe 
tenants  have  laboured  to  meet  their  en- 
gagements, and  they  have  met  them. 
Take  the  purchasers  under  the  Budget 
Clauses,  for  which  again  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  were  responsible.  What 
have  those  purchasers  done  ?  Have 
they  repudiated  their  engagements  f 
Some  of  them  purcha.*jed  at  25  years  of 
the  old  un  re  vised  rents ;  they  have 
honestly  met  their  engagements,  and  are 
meeting  them  to~day.  What  has  hap- 
pened during  the  five  years  the  Ash- 
bourne Act  has  been  in  operation  1  W© 
had  it  from  the  Chief  Secretary  yesterday 
that  only  £28,000  is  in  arrear.  So 
we  have  had  some  experience  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland.  As  I  have  more 
than  once  said,  I  believe  a  good  deal  of 
the  agitation  is  a  put*up  job  to  deter  the 
House  of  Commons  from  entering  on  the 
considei-ation  of  this  Purchase  Bill,  and 
I  believe  the  tenants  of  the  Duke  of 
Leinster,  the  Maixjueas  of  Bath,  and  Lord 
Waterford,  know  too  well  the  bai^in  they 
have  made  to  run  any  risk  in  the  matter. 
In  concltision,  I  desire  to  say  that,  whilst 
I  chiim  the  right  to  criticise  the  Bill  in 
detail  J  the  Chief  Secretary  may  rely 
ujxjn  my  loyal  support  of  the  BilL  1 
have  been  told  that  this  is  a  landlords' 
Bilh  If  it  be  a  landlords'  Bill,  how 
comes  it  that  the  tenants  of  Ireland  are 
clamouring  for  it'?  They  have  nut  been 
in  tlie  habit  of  chnnouring  for  assist- 
ance fur  the  landlords  in  thu  past.    Tlie 
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tenants  of  Ireland  are  the  hereditary 
foes  of  Irish  land  lord  isra,  and  I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  speak  in  the  House  of 
Commons  with  very  little  experience  of 
Ireland  to  explain  how  it  comes  about 
that  the  mo&t  enthusiastic  support  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  comes  from 
the  tcinanta  of  Ireland. 

♦(6.50/)  Mb.  J.  SEYMOm  KEAY 
(Elgin  and  Nairn) ;  I  tbiuk  I  can  give  at 
once  a  reply  to  the  hon,  Meml*ep  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell).  He 
ftska  why  it  is  that,  if  the  Bill  is  unjust 
to  the  tenants,  the  tenants  clamour  for 
it.  The  answer  is  this:  the  British 
know  that  the  intervention  of  tenants 
CT'edit  represents  an  enormous  sum  of 
money  to  be  given  to  someone.  They 
know,  to  their  pain,  tliat  probably  nine* 
tenths  of  thnt  immense  boon  will  be 
taken  away  by  the  landlords,  yet,  for 
the  Siike  of  t!ie  odd  tenth  that  may  come 
into  their  possession ,  they  want  the  Bill. 
It  appears  tome»  as  one  who  has  devot^ed 
some  attention  to  the  matter  of  land  pur- 
ehiise  in  Ireland,  that,  next  to  its  prede- 
cessor, which  I  admit  was  still  more  com- 
plex, thisBillisoiie  of  the  most  complicated 
measures  ever  laid  before  Parliament. 
Not  only  has  the  Bill  itself  to  be 
mastered,  but  14  Acts  of  Parliament 
to  which  it  alludes  have  to  be  read  along 
with  it.  The  measure  is  one  which  may 
be  best  described  as  combining  the  most 
abstruse  banking  problems  with  the  most 
ul:J3truae  legal  phraseology.  Its  unparalleled 
complexity  is  proved  by  a  mere  recital  of 
the  different  funds  and  aooounts  through 
which  the  money  will  have  to  pass.  They 
are  the  land  purchase  account,  the  local 
taxation  account,  the  guarantee  deposit, 
the  Guarantee  Fund,  the  caah  portion 
and  the  contingent  portion  of  the 
Gufirantee  Fund,  tjjie  Sinking  Fund,  the 
Reserve  Fund,  the  County  Percentage 
Fund,  the  Purchasers'  Insurance  Fund, 
and»  lastly — to  the  present  and  future 
aoiTow  of  the  British  taxpayer — the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Assuredly  such  an 
unprecedented  measure  should  not  have 
been  placed  in  our  hands  with  the  ex- 
pectation that  we  would  master  it  in  48 
hours.  I  object  to  the  Bill  because  in 
my  judgment  it  is  an  embodiment  of  the 
policy  of  the  unjust  steward  in  the 
parable.  The  Government  know  they 
will  shortly  have  to  give  up  their  place, 
and  BO  they  are  determined  to  transfer 
to  their  friends  as  much  of  their  master's 


goods  as  possible.  I  think  the  Bill  tells 
us  pretty  plainly  why  its  predecessor 
was  withdrawn.  Mere  decency  caused 
the  insertion  of  a  limit  of  20  years* 
purchase  in  the  last  Bill,  but  most  of  us 
know  that  the  landlords— the  friends 
of  the  Government — protested  against 
that  limit.  They  did  not  see  why,  when 
they  had  such  a  fine  opportunity  of 
dipping  their  hands  into  the  Public 
Treasury,  they  should  have  any  Omit 
plfl-ced  on  the  amount  they  could 
extract.  In  fact,  the  landlords  were 
lukewarm  about  the  last  Bill  be- 
ciinge  the  Limitation  Clause  allowed 
them  only  to  dip  their  arms  up  to  the 
ellx)w  in  the  Public  Treasury,  and  they 
have  now  compelled  the  Government  to 
bring  ID  a  Bill  which  will  enable  them 
t^  dip  in  their  anna  up  to  the  shoulder. 
I  should  like  the  Government  to  give  a 
categorical  answer  to  the  question  why 
they  have  increased  the  advance  to  be 
made  by  the  British  taxpayer  under  the 
present  measura  a«  distinguished  from 
the  last  Bill.  I  ask  whether  the 
security  has  increased  since  last 
February?  The  express  contrary  has 
been  shown  to  he  the  case.  Surely  it 
does  not  add  to  the  security  of  Irish 
land  that  a  famine  is  expected  to  stalk 
through  Ireland  in  a  short  time.  Bound 
finance  would  have  demanded  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  fixed 
the  limit  lower  in  the  present  Bill  than 
in  the  last  one.  He  has,  however, 
actually  withdrawn  all  limit  whatever. 
In  fact,  he  has  done  just  the  opposit-e  of 
what  every  banker  and  financier  wonld 
have  done,  as  he  has  practically  agreed 
to  increase  his  advances  in  inverse 
ratio  to  the  solvency  of  the  tenants. 
Another  ground  on  which  I  object  to 
the  Bill  is  that  it  needlessly  and  gratui- 
tously gives  as  a  present  to  one  or  Wo 
classes  of  men  the  benefit  of  the 
enormous  money  value  produced  by  the 
interposition  of  British  credit.  Granting 
the  most  fiwourable  supposition  that  all 
the  tenants  could  actually  borrow  money 
at  5  per  cent,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  themselves  proprietors  of  their 
holdings,  and  supposing  they  did  so,  and 
had  to  pay  the  money  back  at  the  end  of 
49  years,  I  would  point  out  that  the  State, 
by  stepping  in  and  raising  money  for 
them  at  2|  per  cent.,  will  have  saved 
them  in  interest  alone  the  enormous  sum 
gf  £,'^07fi00flO0  on  this  one  transaction 
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of  £43,000,000.  The  figmrea  may  seem 
Burpiifiing,  but  I  think  they  will  not  be 
controverted.  And  yet  the  valne  of  the 
whole  fee  -  simple  amounts  to  only 
je43,O00,000.  Then  why  ehould  not  the 
State  reserve  to  itself  at  least £4 3, 000, 000 
worth  of  this  boon  of  over  £300,000,000 
by  retaining  the  fee-simple  of  the  laud 
instead  of  giving  it  to  the  tenants  ?  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  tenants 
would  still  have  the  benefit  of  the  re- 
maining £260,000^000  or  so  in  thi3  bhape 
of  reduced  rents  during  the  whole  term. 
If  we  apply  this  calculation  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland — aye,  and  to  Great  Britain 
aJso- — I  think  it  will  soon  appear  to 
everyone  tbat,  by  the  using  of  British 
credit,  the  nationalisation  of  the  land 
can  be  accompHshed  with  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  tenants,  with  full  com- 
pensation to  the  landlords,  and  with  great 
benefit  to  the  country,  which  would  re- 
ceive the  whole  rents  in  perpetuity. 
But  the  force  of  the  argument  against 
the  Bill  is  further  increased  by  the  well- 
known  fact  that  the  landlords  will  cany 
away  suoh  an  enormous  part  of  the  boon 
conferred  by  British  credit,  The  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  during  the  Debate  ujwn  the 
former  Bill  lust  Seaeion  went  fully  into 
this  demouiitratiou,  and  showed  tbat  the 
landlord  would  be  able  to  secure  the  lion's 
share  of  the  benefit  by  simply  increasitig 
the  purchase  price.  I  remember  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replied 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
oocafiion,  and  he  said  that  only  when 
the  tenants  needed  more  to  buy  than 
the  landlords  needed  to  sell,  such  an 
increased  purchase  price  would  take 
place.  But  the  right  hon.  Geotleman 
must  know  that  in  nearly  all  cases  the 
landlord  has  not  so  much  need  to  sell  as 
the  tenant  lias  to  buy.  He  must  know 
very  well  that  there  is  a  great  difEerence 
between  the  two.  The  landlord  has  not 
always  process  out  against  him,  or  the 
fear  of  eviction  hanging  over  his  head. 
It  was  in  February  last,  I  think,  thit 
the  Chief  Secretary  made  his  remarkable 
eulogy  of  the  advantages  of  voluntary 
purchase,  because,  he  said,  it  would 
enable  both  of  the  parties  to  maintain 
what  he  called  freedom  of  contract.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  side  of  the 
House  assured  us  there  was  no  inter- 
ference with  freedom  of  oontraot  so 
long  as  an  alternative  was  offered.  But 
Mr,  J.  Seymour  Keay 
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the  alternative  which  the  landlord  gives 
the  tenant  is  something  in  the  nature  of 
tbat  offered  by  the  highwayman — money 
or  life.  The  victim  naturally  prefer .  to 
part  with  his  money.  The  landlord  says 
to  the  tenant,  ^'  Give  me  my  purchase 
price  or  be  evicted  and  starve,"  and  the 
tenant,  if  be  can,  pays  the  purchaae 
price.  That  is  the  view  of  freedom  of 
contract  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
offers  to  the  Irish  peasant.  But  there  is 
another  objection  to  the  Bill,  if  possible, 
of  a  still  graver  character.  It  will  be 
observed  in  the  Bill  that  there  is  a  care- 
ful avoidance  of  naming  the  limit  of  the 
amount  to  be  granted.  The  two  Ash^ 
bourne  Acts  contained  an  arithmetical 
limit;  £5,000,000  were  mentioned  in 
each  case.  But  this  Bill  mentions  no  limit 
nf  money  i  What  does  this  mean  1  It 
simply  means  this  :  that  the  Government 
have  reserved  to  themselves  the 
power,  even  in  the  next  Budget,  of  in- 
creasing the  amount  by  simply  voting 
an  increase  of  the  Imperial  contributions 
to  Ireland.  The  new  loans  are  to  be 
limited  to  25  times  the  Imperial  con* 
tributions  to  Ireland.  That  simply  means 
that  Imperial  contributions  may  prove, 
and  probably  will  prove,  to  bo  variable ; 
and,  if  the  landlords  can  make  them 
steadily  increase  in  amount, I  want  gentle- 
men on  that  Bench  to  tell  us  how  we  are 
going  to  prevent  the  lendings  jumping 
from  £30,000,000  to  £00,000,000.  It 
must  be  reiuerabered  that  there  would  be 
no  further  need  to  apply  to  this  or  the  other 
House.  It  may  be  said  that  no  Govern- 
ment would  ever  do  such  a  thing.  But 
1  say  that  at  this  moment  the  Govern- 
ment is  in  the  act  of  doing  it  In  point 
of  fact,  the  Chief  Secretary  boasted  to  us 
on  Friday  last  that  three  years  a^ 
Ireland  had  none  of  these  sums,  and  he  i 
claiming  to-day  the  hypothecation  o3 
them.  We  all  know  that  one  at  leastj 
of  those  sums,  £40,000  from  Probate 
Duty,  was  actually  given  this  year  for 
the  very  purpose  that  it  should  be  bottled 
up  for  five  years  in  order  that  another 
£5,000,000  may  be  issued  to  thi 
Irisli  landlords.  I  think,  therefore^  then 
ia  grave  doubt  about  the  object  of  the 
Government  in  leaving  out  of  the  Bill 
a  statement  of  the  exact  pecuniary  limits 
to  which  they  intend  to  go.  We  surely 
most  give  the  Treasury  Bench  the  credit 
of  knowing  and  feeling  that  no  "  "  '  ' 
taxpikyer   would   ever    knowingly 
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an  obligation  to  snch  an  extent  as  that  I 
suggest.      What  would  happen  1      Sup- 
posing the  £30,000,000  is  exhausted,  as 
the    Ashbourne   money  is   about  done. 
Supposing  this  money  were  all  urgently 
applied  for  and  appropriated  by  needy 
Irish  landlords.     Supposing  some  noble 
Duke,  a   relative  of  a  Member  of    the 
Government,   wanted  a    million  or   so, 
would  it  not  be  very  easy  for  him  to 
persuade  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, on  the  occasion  of  the  next  Budget, 
to  give  another  £40,000  as  a  contribution 
to  Ireland,  in  order  that  an  odd  million 
might  be  disposable  to  him  ?     There  is  a 
noble  Lord  actually  in  that  position  at 
the  present  moment — Lord  Ardilaun  I 
mean,  whom  the  Government  promoted 
the  other  day  to  second  the  Address.  The 
noble  Lord's  rent  roll  is  about  £7,000  a 
year,  but  he  has  only  sold  about  one- 
sixteenth    part   of  his   property   under 
the   Ashbourne    Acts.     If    we    are    to 
judge     of    his     future     action    by    his 
paat,   he   still   want«   £130,000   of   the 
British  taxpayers'  money  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  the  rest  of  his  unsaleable  property 
Now,  suppose  the  £30,000,000  exhausted. 
I    imagine  that  Lord    Ardilaun  could 
easily  come  forward  and  persuade  the 
Government  to  make  a  suitable  increase 
to  the  Imperial  contributions.      I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the   Chief  Secretary,  or 
some  Member  of  the  Government,  will 
tell  us  whether  there  is  to  be  any  way 
of  putting  a  limit  to  the  money  raised 
under  this  Bill.     I   will   now  take  the 
briefest  glance  at  the  so-called  securities 
which  are  said  to  be  provided   by  this 
Bill.     The  first  of  them  is  the  land  itself. 
But  the   Chief  Secretary  has   actually 
taken  care  to  destroy  the  value  of  the 
land  by  a  double  system  of  over-valuing. 
In  the  first  place,  in  order  to  determine 
the  purchase  price,  he   takes  so  many 
years'  purchase  of  what  is  practically  the 
gross  instead  of  the  net  rent.      If  the 
rent   of  a  farm  is  £100,  he  allows  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant  to  capitalise  the 
gross  rent,  deducting  only  the  local  rates, 
and  deducting  nothing  for  outgoings  of 
the   landlord,    such    as    land    manage- 
ment  and    cost    of    collection,    not    to 
speak     of     arrears,     which     in     many 
cases  practically  deprive   the    landlords 
of  a  great  part  of  their  income.      The 
landlord  has  no  right  to  capitalise  those 
outgoings,  and  take  the  money  out  of  the 
British  Treasury,  because  they  comprise 
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no  part  6f    the  income   which    he   is 
able  to  retain  and  apply  to  his  own  use. 
This  practice  alone  is  BuflBicient  to  destroy 
the  validity  of  the  land  as  a  banking 
security.  But  in  the  present  condition*  of 
Ireland,  I  say  that  it  is  unsafe  to  take 
even  the  net  rents  for  the  purpose   of 
capitalising  them.     The  only  safe  basis 
is  not  the  amount  of  any  nominal  rent 
which    the    tenant  has    marked    down 
against  him,  but  th^  actual  amount  of 
rent  which  he  has  been  able  to  pay.  For 
example,  a  man  has  a  nominal  rent  of 
£10,  and   he  has  not  been  able  to  pay 
more  than  £5  for  many  years,  because 
of  the  fall  in  agricultural  values.     In  all 
such  cases  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  by 
capitalising  the  rental  of    £10 — at    20 
years'  purchase,  £200 — the  Treasury  is 
advancing   really   double   the  value   of 
the   land.     We  have  never  heard  that 
land    purchase    prices    in    Ireland    are 
based     on     the    rents     actually     paid. 
Last  Thursday  or  Friday  I  asked  the 
Chief   Secretary  for   information  as  to 
how  many  of   the  existing  Ashbourne 
tenants    had   paid   only   part  of    their 
rents     and     how     many    arrears     had 
been     outstanding     against     them     at 
the  time  of  purchase,  my  object  being 
to    see    how  far    the    land    had    been 
over-capitalised  ;    but    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  refused  the  information,  and 
he  did  so  from  what  I  regarded  as  extra- 
ordinary data.     He  said  the  Land  Com- 
missioners had   no   record   from  which 
that  information  could  be  supplied,  and 
I  asked  him   on  the   spot   how  it  was 
possible  that  that  body,  whose  duty  it  was 
to  see  that  the  land  was  of  the  full  and 
proper   value  before   the   advance    was 
made,  could  fairly  discharge  that'duty  if 
they  did  not  know — not  what  the  nomi- 
nal rent  was,   but — the  actual  amount 
paid  as  rent  before   the   purchase   was 
arranged.     Now,  let  me  take  the  case  of 
a  tenant  with  a  nominal  rent  of  £10. 
Supposing  he  had  to  buy  at  20  years' 
purchase,     he     would     have     to     pay 
£200,    although    in    point   of  fact   he 
might    never     have    paid    more    than 
£5  per  annum  in  actual  rent.     Under 
this  Bill  the  amount  he  will  have  to  pay 
would  be  not  £5  but  £8  per  annum,  or, 
in  other  words,  he  will  have  to  pay  £3 
more  per  annum  than  he  was  able  to  pay 
before  he  made  the  purchase,  simply  be- 
cause the  nominal  rent  will  be  capitalised 
in  the  purchase,  and  he  has  apparently 
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never  been  asked  as  to  the  real  rent  he 
was  able  to  extract  from  the  land.  We 
shall  doubtless  be  told,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
already  made  a  great  point  of  this,  that 
we  have  one  great  security,  and  that  is 
what  is  called  "  the  landlord's  fifth."  I 
believe,  however,  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary will  be  one  of  the  first  to  admit 
that,  assuming  the  arrears  to  have 
been  large,  and  assuming  that  in  .con- 
sequence the  land  has  been  over- valued 
to  the  extent  of  even  20  per  cent.,  the 
landlord's  fifth  absolutely  disappears 
from  existence  as  a  security — in  fact,  it 
never  comes  into  existence  at  all.  There 
are  t*70  other  so-called  securities  that  I 
will  class  with  the  landlord's  fifth, 
namely,  the  county  percentage  and  the 
tenants'  insurance.  In  the  case  of  all 
these  three  classes  of  securities  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  first  lends  money, 
and  then  when  he  keeps  back  or  gets 
back  a  small  portion  of  it  he  gravely 
turns  round  and  says  he  has  excellent 
security  for  the  large  amount  which 
remains  unpaid.  I  do  not  think  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  deny  that  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  doing  what  every 
other  financier  is  refusing  to  do,  namely, 
lending  money  for  a  long  period  on  land 
at  its  present  value,  in  a  falling  market, 
and  with  no  margin  left  for  depreciation. 
I  ask  the  Government  to  say  what  pre- 
parations they  have  made  against  a 
further  fall^say,  of  25  per  cent. — in 
agricultural  values  either  in  the  pre- 
sent or  in  the  far-off  future,  under  a 
Bill  which  practically  covers  a  century 
in  its  operation.  I  now  come  to  the  last 
point  with  which  I  will  trouble  the 
House.  [Ironical  cheers,']  I  wonder 
whether  those  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench  will  cheer  when  they  have  heard 
what  I  have  to  say  ?  I  have,  naturally 
enough,  reserved  the  most  important 
point  for  the  last,  and  I  am  sorry  I  do 
not  see  any  financial  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment present,  because  I  am  not 
aware  whether  I  shall  be  fully  under- 
stood I  by  those  who  now  occupy  the 
Treasury  Bench.  My  last  ^wint  is,  in  my 
opinion,  so  important  that  although  I 
have  no  right  to  detain  the  House  much 
longer,  I  think  hon.  Members  will  pardon 
me  when  they  hear  what  it  is.  It  is 
neither  more  nor  less  than  the  pecuniary 
validity  or  otherwise  of  the  Guarantee 
Fund  itself.  Hon.  Members  need  notqe 
Jfn  J,  SBj/mour  Keay 


alarmed,  I  am  not  going  to  analyse  the 
details,  or  even  to  question  what  will 
happen  when  the  particular  items  of  this 
Fund  are  all  impounded,  when  the  roads 
in  Ireland  are  allowed  to  go  to  pieces, 
when  the  pauper  lunatics  ane  set  at 
large,  and  when  the  industrial  school 
children  are  all  starving.  I  am  assuming 
that  the  money  for  these  purposes 
is  kept  back  and  turned  into  hard  cash 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Fund  in  the  way 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wants  to  see  it  done.  But,  first  of  all,  I 
should  remind  the  House  of  what  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  when  bringing  in  the  fir.st 
Bill.     He  said— 

**  It  was  a  mathematical  impossibility  that 
any  loss  could  possibly  fall  on  the  British  tax- 
payer :  '* 

and  he  added  that 

"  The  deduction  that  the  Treasury  cannot 
sufifer  is  not  open  to  argument." 

1  propose  to  analyse  this  Fund,  but 
before  doing  so  I  will  take  this  oppor 
tunity  of  reminding  the  House  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) said  on  the  same  occasion,  because 
in  the  speech  he  has  made  to-night  he 
slightly  softened  certain  strong  and  clear 
and  frank  expressions  which  he  had 
formerly  used.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, on  the  occasion  referred  to,  ad- 
mitted plainly  and  frankly  that  he 
only  supported  the  Government  because 
tlie  Guarantee  Fund  had  been  absolutely 
proved  by  them  to  cover  every  ha  f - 
penny  of  the  loans,  so  that  no  loss  could 
possibly  fall  on  the  British  tax-payer 
even  in  the  event  of  total  repudiation. 
That  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
position,  and  I  will  now  read  two  or 
three  sentences  from  the  speech  he  made 
on  that  occasion.     He  said — 

*'  I  say  for  the  sake  of  this  argument  you 
have  to  assume  that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  rest 
upon  the  probabilities  of  the  case.  I  have,  in 
order  to  make  my  case  good,  to  prove  that  the 
loss  is  impossible.  It  is  not  enough  to  say 
that  it  is  so  improbable  as  to  be  almost  im- 
possible.'* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added — 

*<  Supposing  that  you  have  a  general  repudia- 
tion, you  have  in  your  hands  sufficient  re- 
sources to  bring  you  home  without  the  loss  of 
a  penny." 

Now,  what  are  the  facts  with  regard  to 
the  amount  of  the  Fund  as  compared 
with  the  liabilities  that  may  have  to  be 
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met  ?  If  you  take  the  figures  adduced 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  last  year  as  to 
the  principal  amount  of  the  money  to  be 
loaned  to  Ireland  you  wi)!  find  that  he 
put  it  at  £43,000,000.  Then  we  have 
to  consider  the  interest.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  to  create  a  land 
stock  every  year  to  pay  the  interest  of  2  J 
per  cent,  if  he  does  not  get  the  instal- 
ments in.  Now,  I  take  the  total  interest 
during  49  years  on  this  £43,000,000 
land  stock,  in  the  event  of  the  instal- 
ments not  coming  in,  and  I  find  by  a 
plain  calculation  that  it  amounts  to 
£119,000,000,  which  added  to  the  prin- 
cipal gives  a  total  of  £162,000,000 
sterling.  That  is  the  actual  amount  of 
the  land  stock  that  would  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  public  at  the  end  of  the 
49th  year,  assuming  the  instalments  not 
to  be  paid.  Now  we  have  to  be  brought 
home  through  the  medium  of  this  Guar- 
antee Fund  without  the  loss  of  a  penny. 
What  will  the  Guarantee  Fund  which  is 
to  be  set  off  as  a  resource  to  meet  this 
enormous  liability  consist  of?  I  will 
take  the  Chief  Secretary's  own  return, 
and  assume  his  figures  to  be  turned  into 
hard  cash.  By  this  return  he  will  have 
yearly  in  the  shape  of  contributions,  both 
of  the  cash  and  contingent  portions  of 
the  Guarantee  Fund,  £1,169,000.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  25  times 
that  sum  for  the  purpose  of  capitalising 
the  Fund,  and  thus  the  annual  instal- 
ments on  the  new  loans  will  be  equal  to 
£1,169,000,  and  if  the  figures  are  sound 
that  is  a  very  natural  principle ;  but  I 
will  show  that  the  figures  are  unsound. 
I  will  go  further  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  will  increase  the  yearly 
income  of  his  Fund  from  £1,169,000  to 
£1,200,000, 1  will  give  him  49  years'  pur- 
chase of  that  income,  and  I  will  let  him 
add  compound  interest  at  the  rate  of  2J 
per  cent.,  which  I  admit  he  has  a  perfect 
right  to  do.  What,  then,  would  be  the 
result  ?  It  is  that  mathematically  there 
must  be  a  deficit,  and  that  that  deficit  may 
amount,  in  the  event  of  the  Ashbourne 
payments  falling  in  speedily  by  redemp- 
tion or  sale  from  default,  to  £42,000,000, 
namely,  the  whole  capitalised  value  of 
the  land  that  he  is  operating  upon. 
That  is  a  direct  statement,  and  I 
challenge  a  reply  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
made  a  mild  suggestion  that  it  was 
possible  some  Members  of  the  Treasury 


Bench  thought  two  and  two  made  five. 
Now  they  have  an  easy  way  of  showing 
me  that  1  am  in  error.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  show  how  I  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion I  have  stated.  I  have  already  re- 
ferred to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham —a  speech  in  which  he  staked 
his  whole  political  consistency  on  the  issue 
whether  the  Guarantee  Fund  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  the  loan.  He  said 
the  issue  was  to  bo  decided  by  the 
answer  to  the  question  whether  this 
Bill  imposed  upon  the  British  taxpayer 
a  burden,  or  the  risk  of  a  burden  ;  and  he 
added,  **  If  there  is  a  fraction  of  a  risk, 
then  I  am  inconsistent  in  supporting  this 
Bill."  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  now  in  his  place  I  would  invite 
him  to  look  at  the  calculations  1  have 
made,  and  when  he  had  seen  them  I 
would  demand  of  him  respectfully  that 
he  should  go  into  the  Lobby  against  the 
Bill.  This  mistake  is  fatal  to  the  whole 
character  for  accuracy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  has  happened  simply  be- 
cause they  have  been  so  pressed  by  the 
landlords  to  get  the  control  of  an  addi- 
tional £10,000,000.  Somehow  or  other, 
they  forgot  that  whatever  they  re-lent  of 
the  Ashbourne  moneys  was  destitute  of 
guarantee.  Is  the  Chief  Secretary 
aware  that  the  Guarantee  Fund  is  so 
constructed  that  it  only  covers  new 
money  as  distinct  from  the  re-lending  of 
the  Ashbourne  Act  or  any  other  money  ? 
Neither  he  nor  his  colleagues  explained, 
when  they  asserted  that  the  Guarantee 
Fund  covered  the  liabilities  created 
under  the    Bill,   that    the    Ashbourne 

money  being  thrown  into  the  vortex 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  arguing  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion. As  the  Bill  was  framed  laist  year 
the  Ashbourne  money  was  to  be  re-lent 
with  the  assent  of  Parliament.  As  the 
Bill  is  now  drafted  the  Ashbourne  money 
cannot  be  re-lent. 
•Mr.  KEAY:  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  that  money  cannot 
be  re-lent.  I  am  not  an  expert  in  legal 
phraseology,  but  I  certainly  think  that 
Clause  6,  Sub-section  3,  covers  the  re- 
lending  of  the  Ashbourne  money.  This 
is  an  extremely  important  point. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   is    quite    in    error.     There    is 
nothing  in  the  section  which  authoriaei^^ 
S  2 
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or  appears  to  authorise,  the  re-issue  of 
that  money. 

*Mr.  KEAY:  Of  course,  I  am  not 
speaking  of  any  mere  ear- marking  of  that 
particular  money,  but  of  the  use  of  the 
Fund  of  which  it  forms  part.  Still,  I  fail 
to  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  says  there  is  nothing  which 
enables  the  Ashbourne  money  to  be  re- 
issued. I  am  delighted  with  the 
assurance. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  given 
it  in  the  most  categorical  manner. 

♦Mr.  KEAY:  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  said  it  was  not  in  the  Bill.  I  take' 
that  as  equivalent  to  the  assurance  it  is 
not  to  be  re-lent.  In  that  case  the  Gua- 
rantee Fund  will  hold  water  for  the 
original  advances.  But  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  excess  money  to  be  lent 
to  the  county  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Under  the  Bill 
as  it  stands,  money  is  to  be  lent  up  to  25 
years'  purchase  of  the  Guarantee  Fund. 
With  the  accumulation  of  the  Sinking 
Fund,  by  which  the  loans  are  to  be  paid 
ofP,  further  advances  maybe  made, equiva- 
lent to  the  amount  of  the  Sinking  Fund. 
Therefore,  necessarily,  the  liabilities  of 
the  counties  will  always  be  covered. 

*Mb.  KEAY  :  Will  not  that  be  the  re- 
lending  of  the  Ashbourne  money,  which, 
is  now  being  paid  into  the  Sinking  Fund, 
as  far  as  the  principal  is  concerned  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  the 
Ashbourne  Acts  are  left  precisely  as  they 
are,  with  this  exception  with  respect  to 
further  advances.  This  Bill  only  deals 
in  the  future  with  advances  on  guaranteed 
land  stock ;  that  guaranteed  land  stock 
is  to  be  covered  by  the  Guarantee  Fund  ; 
and  any  further  issue  of  guaranteed 
stock  beyond  the  21  years'  purchase  is  to 
be  covered  by  the  amount  of  the  Sinking 
Fund. 

•Mr.  KEAY :  I  certainly  cannot  say  I 
understand  that  in  a  financial  sense.  As 
long  as  there  is  no  Sinking  Fund  in  the 
Ashbourne  Acts,  and  provision  is  now 
made  for  making  one,  I  cannot  see  how 
the  Ashbourne  money  is  to  be  kept 
from  being  re-lent.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  conferred  a  great 
favour  on  the  House  if  he  liad  alluded  to 
the  point  in  his  speech,  and  made  it  clear 
that  he  has  taken  away  the  power  of  re- 
lending  this  £10,000,000,  which  form 
the  capital  of  the  Ashbourne  Acts.  I  do 
not  think  I  need  further  detain  the 
Jfr.  A.  J.  Bal/our 


House.  I  have  attempted  to  raise  what  I 
believe  to  be  a  most  serious  point,  and  I 
can  only  now  thank  hon.  Members 
for  the  indulgence  they  have  extended 
to  me. 
*(7.45.)  Mr.  R.  B.  HALDANE  (Had- 
dington) :  Whether  or  not  we  agree  with 
the  criticisms  of  the  last  speaker,  we 
must  all  feel  it  is  of  great  importance  that 
such  criticisms  should  be  applied  to  the 
details  of  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude.  1 
should  not  have  risen  to  address  the 
House  had  it  not  been  for  a  note  which 
struck  me  most  forcibly  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries.  I  feel 
that  that  speech  marked  a  new  point  in 
the  attitude,  not  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  but  of  a  large  proportion 
of  those  who  support  the  Liberal  Leaders 
in  the  House,  on  the  general  question  of 
land  purchase.  My  hon.  Friend  com- 
plained of  a  want  of  thorough  repudia- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  oflficial  leaders  of 
the  Liberal  Party  of  the  general  principle 
which  underlay  the  Government  measure. 
As  I  understood  him,  and  as  I  under- 
stood the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth,  the  objection 
of  my  hon.  Friend  and  some  other  hon. 
Members  of  the  Opposition  side  is  to  the 
principle  of  employing  British  credit  for 
the"  benefit  of  the  Irish  landlords.  It  is 
important  that  the  House  should  note 
that  this  marks  a  new  period  in  the  his- 
tory, at  any  rate,  of  a  large  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party  towards  land  purchase. 
Tlie  Liberal  Party  were  land  purchasers 
when  the  Bright  Clause^  were  first  dis- 
cussed in  1870;  again  in  1881,  1884, 
1885,  when  no  opposition  was  offered 
to  the  principle  of  the  Ashbourne  Act ; 
in  1886,  when  the  Liberal  Party  brought 
forward  a  Land  Purchase  Bill,  which, 
considering  the  difficulties  of  the  time 
and  the  opposition  encountered,  dis- 
played an  amount  of  courage  for  which 
the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  will  be 
remembered  in  history.  They  are  laud 
purchasers,  so  far  as  their  leaders  are 
concerned,  to-day,  and  there  is  no 
stronger  land  purchaser  than  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle,  as 
was  evidenced  by  his  speech  at  Swindon 
the  other  day.  But  new  difficulties  have 
now  been  placed  in  the  way  of  those 
who  believe  in  this  principle.  It  is  not 
long  since  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  a 
position  to  discuss  the  question  of  land 
purchase  on  the  basis  that  the  objection 
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to  any  scheme  which  the  Conservative 
Government  might  bring  forward  was 
that  there  was  no  central  re2)re8entative 
National  Authority  to  stand  as  a  buffer 
between  the  Imperial  Exchequer  and 
the  Irish  tenant.  But  the  present  objec- 
tions go  far  beyond  that,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  and 
others  now  object  to  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  State  intervening  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  tenant  or  the  Irish 
landlord.  I  should  like  to  understand 
the  principle  on  which  that  opposition  is 
based.  I  could  understand  it  well 
coming  from  those  who  take  a  wider 
view  of  the  land  question.  It  may  be 
that  it  is  wrong  to  do  anything  to 
further  recognise  the  private  tenure  of 
land  or  the  creation  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary. It  may  be  from  the  point  of 
view  of  land  nationalisation  that  it  is 
wrong  to  bring  forward  any  scheme  of 
land  purchase  in  any  circumstances, 
but  that  is  not  the  attitude  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  and 
some  other  hon.  Members  who  think 
with  him.  Those  hon.  Gentlemen 
are  in  favour  of  allotments,  leasehold 
enfranchisement,  and  the  recognition  of 
private  property  in  land.  It  is  not 
enough  for  thera  to  say  it  is  only  a 
question  of  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land. Are  they  prepared  to  come 
forward  and  say  that  the  Irish  landlords 
hjive  so  conducted  themselves  that  the 
State  ought  not  to  interfere  on  their 
behalf  ?  There  may  well  be  some  truth 
in  the  general  charge  against  Irish  land- 
lords. The  Irish  landlords  have  been 
responsible  for  a  good  deal  in  the  past, 
but  this  is  not  the  occasion  on  which  to 
condemn  them.  In  considering  the 
question  of  land  purchase  the  House  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  landlords.  They  are  entitled  to 
justice,  just  as  much  as  any  other 
section  of  the  community.  If  it  be 
right  otherwise,  if  it  be  proper  or  part 
of  our  policy  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
of  land  purchase,  then  the  mere  fact 
that  the  Irish  landlords  have  behaved 
ever  so  badly  cannot  affect  the  propriety 
of  that  policy.  It  is  no  fault  of 
the  Irish  Nationalist  Party  that  they 
are  not  able  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  land  without  a 
certain  amount  of  prejudice  against  the 
Irish  landlord  faction.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  ,fair  to  ask  the  Kepresentatiyes  of  the 


Irish  nation  sitting  in  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment to  take  upon  themselves  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion. It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  up 
to  this  point  there  has  been  a  certain 
amount  of  community  of  purpose 
between  the  policy  of  the  Government 
and  the  policy  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  We  are  strong  Home 
Rulers,  and  continue  to  be  so.  We  are 
not  to  be  shaken  or  affected  in  the 
slightest  degree  by  temporary  difficulties 
which  may  have  arisen  at  this  or  any 
particular  moment.  But  it  has  been  part 
of  our  policy,  and  I  believe  it  still  to  be 
part  of  the  policy  of  many  of  us,  to 
accompany  the  settlement  of  the  difficulty 
with  regard  to  Irish  government  with  a 
settlement  of  the  land  question.  We 
believe  that  by  taking  that  course  we 
can  make  Home  Rule  work  smoothly, 
and,  therefore,  we  find  ourselves  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  at  the  same  point  of  view  as 
the  Government.  I  know  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  Government  are 
opposed  to  Home  Rule.  They  hold,  how- 
ever, it  is  essentia]  that  the  Irish  land 
question  should  at  once  be  dealt  with.  I 
agree  with  them,  and  I  believe  we  should 
approach  the  subject  not  on  a  mere 
ordinary  Party  basis,  but  that  we  should 
deal  with  it  with  the  united  skill  of  both 
Political  Parties.  I  am  far  from  pre- 
tending that  I  think  this  is  a  good  BiU. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  defective  in  a  lead- 
ing characteristic.  But  I  find  myself 
brought  face  to  face  vrith  this  question, 
"  What  is  the  alternative  to  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill  1 "  And  the  question  must 
now  be  answered  with  little  hesitation. 
It  is  to  have  no  Imperial  measure  of  land 
purchase  at  all.  I  believe  that  if  the  Bill 
of  1886  had  been  carried  there  might  have 
been  a  settlement  of  this  question,  and  we 
should  have  been  saved  from  the  necessity 
of  grappling  with  it  this 'year.  As  a 
Member  of  the  Liberal  Party  I  am  unable 
to  see  any  prospect  of  carrying  a  measure 
of  land  purchase,  which,  in  my  judgment, 
forms  a  most  important  part  of  any 
scheme  for  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
But  there  is  this  great  defect  in  the  Bill. 
There  is  no  suggestion  of  even  adequate 
local  authority  being  interposed  between 
the  Irish  tenants  and  the  State.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  are  certain  considera- 
tions which  reconcile  me  to  what 
otherwise  would  be  a  more  weighty 
objection.     It  seems  to  me^ttovxN.  ^  ^y^vsc 
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sideration  of  the  framing  of  this  Bill,  that 
there  is  nothing  in  it  to  prevent  us  or  any- 
other  Party,  should  an  Irish  Legislative 
Body  be  established  in  Dublin,  from 
tacking  on  the  interposition  of  such  a 
body  to  the  scheme  of  land  purchase. 
But,  after  all,  this  is  largely  a  question 
of  the  machinery  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill 
takes  the  principle  of  the  Ashbourne  Act 
that  extends  and  improves  it.  Taking 
the  Bill  as  it  stands,  there  is  much  in  it 
which  seems  to  me  to  point  to  an  im- 
provement in  the  general  machinery  of 
the  scheme  which  differentiates  it  for 
the  better  from  the  machinery  of  the 
Ashbourne  Acfcs.  For  example,  there  is 
the  provision  of  80  per  cent,  for  the 
first  five  years.  Then,  again,  you  seem 
to  have  made  a  distinct  step  forward  in 
the  scheme  of  the  measure,  because  it  will 
ba  possible  for  the  Irish  tenant  to  dis- 
count the  future  bad  times  by  paying  in 
advance,  and  the  provision  is  improved 
by  the  clause  as  it  comes  this  Session 
before  us  enabling  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
still  further  to  extend  the  period  during 
which  the  80  per  cent,  is  to  be  payable. 
That  provision  seems  to  me  to  be  one 
which  ought,  at  all  events,  to  lead  those 
who  are  considering  the  Bill  favourably 
readily  to  the  belief  that  the  Grovern- 
ment  are  in  earnest  in  trying  to  make 
the  best  of  this  part  of  their  machinery. 
Then  there  is  another  improvement,  the 
limitation  of  purchasing  powers  to 
resident  occupiers,  which  not  only 
gives  relief  to  the  class  who  want  it, 
but  to  some  extent,  at  all  events,  gets 
rid  of  the  objection  that  a  large 
and  indefinite  sum  will  be  re- 
quired before  a  large  and  complete 
system  of  land  purchase  can  be  carried 
out.  We  have  heard  from  a  Representa- 
tive of  the  Government  to-night  that 
not  more  than  the  £95,000,000  men- 
tioned by  the  responsible  Representative 
of  the  Government  will  be  required.  A 
complete  system  of  land  purchase  which 
would  give  the  fee-simple  to  all  occupiers 
would  require  provision  to  be  made  for 
the  expenditure  of  that  sum.  On  this 
point  you  have  got  a  calculation  put 
forward  in  a  simple  fashion,  and  have 
got  away  from  the  very  large  figure  you 
had  to  deal  with  before.  Taking  it  at  a 
sum  very  much  short  of  £95,000,000, 
which  will  be  constantly  used,  over  and 
over  again,  for  carrying  out  land  pur- 
ehase,  it  aeeina  to  me  that  yon  have  got 
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as  near  as  you  can  get,  in  the  absence  of 
the  interposition  of  an  Irish  Executive, 
to  getting  rid  of  material  risk  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  There  is  theoretical 
risk,  and  we  ought  to  be  prepared  to  run 
that,  at  least,  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
rid  of  a  great  evil 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
No,  no. 

•Mb.  HALDANE  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  dissents  from  that,  but 
I  think  we  owe  a  debt  to  the  Irish  Repre- 
sentatives and  to  the  Irish  people  in  this 
respect. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Where  are  the 
Irish  Representatives  % 

•Mr.  HALDANE :  I  think  the  Irish 
Representatives  have  good  cause  to  com- 
plain of  the  extent  to  which  people  in 
this  country  in  the  past  have  been 
responsible  for  the  acute  state  of  feeling 
that  separates  the  Irish  landlords  from 
the  Irish  tenants,  and  with  that  in  view 
I  am  prepared  to  run  not  only  theoretical 
risk,  but  to  a  certain  point  substantial 
risk  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
settlement  of  the  land  question.  And  it 
is  because  I  believe  that  the  Bill  has 
gone  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  go  in  the 
absence  of  a  Home  Rule  scheme,  and  as 
far  as  we  are  likely  to  go  with  or 
without  such  a  scheme — having  in  view 
the  protection  of  the  British  taxpayer — 
that  I  shall  support  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  holds  that  this  is  not  a  Bill  for 
the  relief  of  impoverished  tenants.  To 
my  mind  that  is  one  of  its  advantages. 
We  do  not  want  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of 
impoverished  tenante.  We  do  not  want 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  patting  paupers 
again  on  these  lands.  What  we  want  is 
to  take  the  honest,  industrious,  and 
solvent  tenants  and  put  them  into  the 
position  of  owners.  What  we  are  here 
to  do  is  to  solve  a  problem  which  we 
have  hitherto  succeeded  in  dealing  with 
only  very  ineflBiciently ;  because  I  do  not 
believe  anyone,  however  sanguine,  will 
say  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  or  even 
that  of  1881,  or  even,  for  that  matter, 
the  Act  of  1887,  can  be  looked  upon  as 
anything  like  a  solution  of  the  Irish 
land  question.  For  the  first  time  we  are 
face  to  face  with  a  scheme  which,  at  any 
rate,  attempts  to  grapple  with  the 
question  radically  and  thoroughly  ;  and 
whilst  regretting  that  I  should  give  a 
vote  which  may   seem   to  separate   me 
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from  those  with  whom  I  habitually  vote, 
I  am  bound  to  do  so  on  tlie  present 
occcoaion.  It  Is  all  very  well  for  tiiose 
of  influence  and  authority  in  the 
councils  of  the  Liberal  Party  to  stand 
upon  a  principle  like  this ;  bat  witbin  thL^ 
ranks  there  are  those  who  have  set  them- 
selves against  tlie  recognition  of  the 
principle  in  any  shape  or  form.  It 
follows,  then,  that  those  who  take  a 
different  vifj  w  must  set  their  faces  against 
opposition  to  tliut  principle,  and,  holding 
that  view,  I  for  one  feel  myself  compelled 
to  give  a  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill.  It  is  not  because  I  have  the 
slightest  misgivings  about  the  genera  J 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Party  with  reganl 
to  Irtjland,  but  because  I  thick  this  Bill 
will  assLat  XLS,  and  assist  us  materially,  in 
jiaving  the  way  towards  a  solution  of  the 
Irish  question,  which  will  priweed  on 
lines  infinitelv  wider  than  any  that  luive 
been  placed  before  the  country  by  Htr 
Ma j e B fcy 's  Govern ment.     (8.10.) 

(8.40.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Menv 
bers  were  not  px'esent;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

•(8.43.)  Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down. 
E.) :  I  am  sure  many  of  us,  on  this 
side  of  the  Huuse,  have  listened  with 
great  pleasure  to  some  of  the  remarks 
which  fell  from  the  last  speaker.  This, 
he  says,  is  the  first  time  we  have  found 
ourselves  face  to  face  with  a  great 
measure  dealing  thoroughly  with  the 
great  Irish  land  question,  and,  no  doubt, 
it  is  pleasing  to  us  to  have  such  a  recog- 
nition from  a  distinguished  lawyer 
opposite.  At  the  stime  time,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  went  on 
to  refer  to  the  changes  mude  in  tlie 
Bill  this  Session  as  compared  with 
the  Bill  of  last  iSession,  and  said  the^e 
changes  were  very  important.  Now  we 
have  the  Chief  Secretaiy  telling  us  that 
the  changes  are  unimportant,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  told  us  the  same  thing. 
I  am  glad,  however,  to  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Haddington  finds  the 
changes  important,  because  these,  per- 
haps, have  enabled  him  more  easily  to 
come  nmnd  to  the  support  of  the  Bill, 
though  he  voted  against  the  Bill  last 
Session.  Further,  as  a  reason  which 
seemed  to  weigh  with  him,  lie  said  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  ttsk  Irish  Mem- 
bers   to    dual    with    thiB    question    of 
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land  in  an  Irish  Parliament.  On  that 
matter  I  think  he  may  set  his  mind 
at  rest,  for  I  can  assure  him  that 
there  is  no  possibility  of  Irish  Members, 
for  a  long  time  being  asked  to  deal 
with  this  or  any  other  question  in 
an  Irish  Parliamont.  jSgain,  the 
hon.  Member,  referring  to  the  British 
taxpayers,  said  we  owo  a  debt  to 
the  Irish  Party,  and  then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  called  out, 
'*  Wliere  are  they  P  "  Now  I  do  not 
know  where  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party  are  at  this  moment,  but  I  can  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  where  they  were  on 
Thursday  laat,  they  were  here,  voting  in 
favour  of  the  First  Reading  of  this 
Bill  [An  hon.  Member  :  No,  walked 
out.]  I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  a  large  majorit}^  of  the  Pamellite 
Party  voted  in  favour  of  the  First  Read* 
ing.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cocke rmouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  cheered 
the  remark  of  the  last  sjjeaker,  that  Irish 
landlords  have  their  rights,  but,  if  I 
recollect,  in  the  course  of  the  Debate  on 
the  First  Reading,  the  hon.  Baronet  told 
as,  that  Irish  landlonls,  or  landlords  in 
general,  were  of  no  value  whatever 
Now,  those  people  who  have  no  value, 
perform  ud  duties,  and  those  who  per- 
form no  duties,  can  have  no  rights,  so 
thut  the  hon.  Bartmet  is  scarcely  con- 
sistent. Then  we  had  some  remarks  of 
ft  highly  metaphysical  character  in  a 
speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr,  Reed},  a  speech  so  meta- 
physical that  I  was  unable  to  understand 
almost  any  part  of  it— metaphysical,  I 
mean,  in  the  sense  of  that  definition  of 
metaphysics  which  says,  **Wlien  one 
man  is  explaining  a  subject  of  which  he 
knuws  nothing  to  another  man  who  doei 
not  understand  him ;  then  that  is 
metaphysics/'  I  did,  however,  under- 
siind  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
to  say  he  would  supjtort  the  Bill, 
if  it  would  create  good  feeling  be- 
tween latidlords  and  tenants.  On  that 
point  I  can  set  his  mind  at  rest^  and 
assure  him  that  good  feeling  will  result 
Furthermore  if  the  Bill  operates  largely, 
it  will  extinguish  the  relations  between 
laudlorfl  and  tenant,  the  latter  by  pur- 
chase of  their  holdings  becoming  owners. 
Argument  has  been  exhausted  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  I  would  not 
ftave  intervened  in  this  Debate  were  it 
not  that  the  com^i:^iW<i  ^\\«i\iRfc  ^'l  **^5Mi 
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Ulster  Biepresentatives  on  the  Second 
Beading  last  Session  has  been  misinter- 
preted in  some  quarters,  and  it  has  been 
alleged  that  Ulster  is  very  cold  in  regard 
to  the  measure.  Now,  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  that  is  a  complete  mis- 
apprehension, and  that  not  onlj  Ulster 
but  the  whole  of  Ireland  is  strongly 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  If  ever  Ireland 
was  united  on  any  subject,  it  is  on  this. 
Last  Session  we  had  much  opposition 
from  Irish  Members,  speaking,  as  they 
said,  the  minds  of  their  constituents. 
But  they  are  met  by  a  dilemma,  for 
if  they  represented  the  feeling  of 
their  constituents  then,  they  could 
not  have  done  so  last  week  when  they 
supported  the  Bill,  unless  there  has  been 
such  a  revolution  of  opinion  as  would 
be  rare,  even  in  Irish  politics.  I  can 
speak  particularly  of  one  Home  Kule 
county,  the  County  Donegal,  and  I 
can  state  positively  that  in  all  parts 
of  that  county  there  is  a  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  this  Bill.  There  are,  no 
doubt,  many  persons  who  desire  to  see 
the  principle  of  compulsory  sale  intro- 
duced. But  the  working  of  any  such 
principle  is  surrounded  by  immense 
diflBculties.  We  are  told  there  is 
nothing  an  Irishman  hates  so  much 
as  coercion,  and  I  think  the  real 
meaning  of  coercion,  is  not  an  Act 
preventing  a  man  from  doing  what  he 
wants  to  do,  but  rather  an  Act  compel- 
ling him  to  do  something  he  does  not 
want  to  do.  Certainly,  the  principle  of 
compulsion,  as  applied  to  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  land,  should  only  be  adopted 
as  the  very  last  resource,  after  all  other 
methods  have  failed.  If  landlords  were 
compelled  to  sell,  tenants  would  have 
also  to  be  compelled  to  buy.  This  would 
be  coercion  of  the  most  objectionable 
kind,  and  would  certainly  give  the  pur- 
chasers some  excuse  for  subsequently 
refusing  to  pay  their  instalments.  In 
connection  with  a  system  of  compulsory 
sale  there  comes  the  difficulty  of  fixing 
the  price.  We  know  that  where  there 
is  a  difficulty  in  getting  persons  to  agree 
upon  a  price,  then  the  price  must  be 
arbitrarily  fixed  for  them,  and  for  this, 
a  tribunal  must  be  established,  and 
the  decision  of  that  tribunal  will  be 
sure  to  cause  dissatisfaction  either  to 
buyer  or  seller,  or  to  both.  There 
are  some  people  in  Ireland  who  are  in 
favour  of  compulaory  sale  as  applied  to 
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landlords,  because  they  desire  to  inflict 
punishment  upon  landlords.  There  are 
some  who  would  prefer  compulsory  sale 
voluntary  sale,  and  would  apply  compul- 
sion at  once.  With  regard  to  the  character 
of  landlords  we  have  heard  much  for 
and  against.  On  either  side  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  spoken  of  Irish  landlords  in 
terms  of  tlie  highest  praise ;  but  we 
have  also  heard  them  referred  to,  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  as  if  they 
were  the  foulest  wretches  that  ever 
cumbered  the  earth.  Anyone  who  knows 
Irish  landlords,  and  will  judge  from 
personal  knowledge,  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  as  a  class  they  are  a 
fair,  an  honourable,  an  upright,  and,  on 
the  whole,  a  generous  body  of  men.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  in  the  past,  on 
some  estates  bad,  tyrannical,  and  cruel 
things  have  been  done ;  but  they  Were 
done — and  I  speak  from  personal  know- 
ledge not  small — in  nearly  every  in- 
stamce,  not  by  the  landlords,  or  with 
the  knowledge  of  landlords,  but  by  bailiffs 
and  underlings  connected  with  the 
management  of  the  estate,  so  that  those 
who  now  desire  compulsory  sale  as  a 
retaliatory  measure  against  Irish  land- 
lords, would  not,  if  they  accomplished 
their  desire,  inflict  punishment  on  the 
actual  wrongdoers.  It  is  admitted,  that 
the  agents  or  bailiffs  are  answerable  for 
most  of  the  cruel  acts  done  to  tenants, 
f^nd  vengeance  in  the  shape  of  compulsory 
sale  cannot  reach  them.  Others  desire 
compulsory  sale  because  they  believe 
that  landlords  will  not  be  willing  to  sell. 
To  these  gentlemen  I  may  fairly  say,  give 
the  landlords  a  trial  before  you  condenm 
them,  ^\^%  them  the  chance  of  showing 
what  they  will  do.  It  seems  to  me 
that  landlords,  considering  their  position, 
would  be  very  likely  to  sell,  because  in 
the  proper  sense  of  the  term  there 
is  no  such  thing  as  a  landlord  in 
Ireland  at  all  ;  the  Irish  landlords 
are  nothing  more  than  rent-chargers. 
Elsewhere  landlords  liave  rights  and 
powers ;  but  an  Irish  landlord  would  be 
treated  as  a  trespasser  if  he  went  on  the 
property  called  his  own.  He  simply  has 
a  rent-charge  upon  that  property. 
Now,  when  we  have  a  rent-charger 
whose  security  is  said  not  to  be 
very  good,  surely  he  will  be  very 
glad  to  get  rid  of  his  rent-charge  if  he 
can  get  good  terms.  Therefore,  it  seems 
to  me>  there  can  hardly  be  a  doubt,  but 
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that  the  landlords  would  be  extremely 
glad  to  sell  if  the  opportunity  be  given 
to  them,  and  compulsion  should  not  be 
used,  nor  will  it  be  desired,  except  for 
purposes  of  revenge,  until  every  other 
method  has  been  tried.  Of  course,  the 
dual  ownership  that  does  exist,  and  with 
which  this  Bill  tries  to  deal,  has  been 
largely  created  by  legislation  of  recent 
years.  In  many  instances,  this  is  an 
evil,  but  at  the  same  time,  while  this 
dual  ownership  exists  it  must  be  dealt 
with,  and  1  think  this  Bill  deals  with  it 
in  a  broad  and  thorough  fashion.  But 
furthermore,  this  Bill  takes  into  account 
that  which  every  attempt  at  legislation 
for  Ireland  ought  to  take  into  account, 
namely,  that  in  this,  as  in  almost  every- 
thing else,  there  ia  not  one  Ireland 
but  two.  There  are  certainly  two  Ire- 
lands  in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  country  is  populated — that  is  to  say, 
there  are  the  uncongested  and  the  con- 
gested Irelands.  Any  Bill  of  any  kind 
that  has  ignored  the  existence  of  two 
Irelands  has  failed,  and  had  not  this  Bill 
taken  that  fact  into  account  it  would 
have  been  incomplete  from  every  point  of 
view.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth  (Sir  W.  Lawson)  said  the 
other  night  that  Unionist  speakers 
boasted  that  the  Irish  tenant  had  better 
terms  than  any  other  tenant  in  the  world, 
therefore  why  aid  him  further?  It  is 
true  that  he  has  better  terms  than  any 
other  tenant,  but  it  is  also  true 
that  he  is  more  dependent  on  agri- 
culture than  any  other  tenant.  His 
case  is  peculiar,  and  he  requires  to  have 
more  done  for  him  than  any  other  tenant 
in  the  world.  The  hon.  Baronet  also 
asked  why,  if  Unionist  speakers  are 
right,  in  declaring  that  Ireland  is 
peaceful  and  contented,  anything  more 
should  be  done  for  her.  The  hon. 
Baronet's  argument  is  that  because 
Ireland  is  peaceful  and  contented 
nothing  should  be  given  to  her.  The 
logical  conclusion  is  that  if  Ireland  were 
discontented  and  turbulent,  everything 
should  be  given  her.  No  doubt  it  has 
been  the  policy  of  Liberal  Governments 
in  the  past  to  give  to  turbulence  and 
riot  what  they  would  not  give  to  a  peace- 
ful people.  On  the  other  hand,  Tory 
Governments  always  consistently  refuse 
to  yield  anything  to  turbulence  and  riot, 
though  they  are  ready  to  give  to  peace- 
ful and  law-abiding  men.     It  has  been 


asked  "  Why  was  not  this  Bill  brought 
in  two  or  three  years  ago?"  It  was 
because  Ireland  was  not  peaceful  at  that 
time,  and  the  present  Government  said, 
"  When  Ireland  becomes  peaceful  we  will 
deal  with  Ireland  generously,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, more  than  generously."  The  hon. 
Baronet  condemned  a  statement  by  the 
Earl  of  Derby  that  his  chief  reason 
for  supporting  this  Bill  was  that  the 
Irish  Sfembers  were  against  it,  there- 
fore the  hon.  Baronet  says  in  substance 
that  one  ought  to  vote,  not  against 
the  Irish  Members,  but  with  them. 
If  so,  then  in  the  present  case  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  doing  the  very  thing  he  con- 
demns the  Earl  of  Derby  for  doing,  because 
he  is  voting  against  the  distinct  action  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  Parnellite  Mem- 
bers, who  supported  the  Bill  on  Thursday 
last.  The  hon.  Baronet  asked,  "What 
is  the  use  of  a  landlord?"  and,  in 
order  to  prove  the  uselessness  of  land- 
lords, gave  himself  as  an  instance.  The 
question  whether  or  not  the  hon.  Baronet 
is  useless  is  more  within  the  knowledge 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  than  within  my 
knowledge,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  controvert  what  the  hon. 
Baronet  said  about  himself;  but,  even 
granting  that  English  landlords  are  use- 
less, Irish  landlords  stand  on  a  dilEerent 
footing  The  complaint  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  against  landlords  was  that 
"  they  toiled  not  neither  did  they 
spin." 

Sir  W.  lawson  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  May  I  say  that  was  a 
quotation  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain.) 

♦Mr.  RENTOUL  :  WeU,  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  was  not  the  originator 
of  the  language.  The  Member  for 
Birmingham  used  the  words,  and  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  quoted  them, 
either  second-hand  from  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  or  first-hand  from  the 
original  source.  But,  to  continue  my 
argument,  the  Irish  landlords  stand  on 
a  totally  different  footing.  Three-fourths 
of  them  have  purchased  their  estates 
under  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act  of 
1849,  and  paid  cash  down.  That  money 
was  evidently  earned  by  somebody  who 
did  both  toil  and  spin.  A  strong  charge 
was  made  last  Session  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Cavan  (Mr.   Knox)  «igakaa\»  Vlt\fe  ^Sv^^aV 
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Secretary,  that  he  does  not  consult  with 
the  Irish  Representatives,  but  treats 
them  as  "  mere  Irishmen."  I  do  not  | 
think  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
ever  done  anything  of  the  kind.  If 
my  right  hon.  Friend  ignored  Irish 
opinion,  or  contemptuously  ti-eated  Irish- 
men on  every  occasion,  I  myself  am  just 
enough  of  an  Irishman  to  be  sorry  for 
it,  and  to  resent  it.  But  I  think  I  did  see 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  treating 
the  Irish  as  mere  Irish,  and  an  Irish 
Member  as  a  school  boy  on  one  occasion, 
for  when  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cavan  commenced  his  speech  that  night, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  went  and 
s  it  at  the  end  of  the  second  Opposition 
Bjnch  above  the  Gangway,  and  put  his 
hand  to  his  ear  and  gazed  into  the  face 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  with  an 
amount  of  attention  I  have  never  seen 
exactly  equalled  except  by  Mr.  Toole  when 
playing  Paul  Pry.  It  was  evident  the 
right  hon.  Gentlenfan  loft  his  place  in 
order  to  show  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Cavan  that  he  did  not  treat  him  as  a 
"  mere  Irishman,"  but  as  a  very  important 
personage  on  that  side  of  the  House.  It 
was  evident  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's spirit  was  very  willing  to  compli- 
nient  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
West  Cavan,  but,  unfortunately,  the 
flesh  was  weak,  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman yawned  18  times  during  the 
speech.  Now  if  that  is  treating  a  man  as 
anything  else  than  "  a  mere  Irishman  " 
— and  as  a  very  poor  type  of  an  Irishman, 
one  who  is  easily  flattered — I  cannot 
understand  what  such  treatment  is.  I 
trust  no  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting 
on  the  Front  Bench  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  ever  offer  to  treat  me  in  such 
a  way.  Now  as  to  this  Bill  being  a 
pledging  of  British  credit,  those  who 
are  most  familiar  with  the  question  de- 
clare that  there  is  no  risk  to  British  credit 
whatever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  asked  in 
this  connection  with  great  solemnity, 
whether  any  Member  on  this  side, 
in  good  faith  and  openly,  would  as- 
sert that  two  and  two  made  five.  Of 
course  no  Member  on  this  side  of  the 
House  took  up  that  challenge.  No 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  would 
assert  anything  of  the  kind,  because  we 
know,  that  figures  never  lie — though  we 
Jojow  that  under  akiltul  manipulation 
J/r.  Hentaul 


they  may  be  induced  to  prevaricate  to 
an  extent  that  almost  answers  the 
purpose — and .  there  are  certain  gentle- 
men, on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who  are  able  to  deal  with  figures  in  a 
masterly  manner.  There  are  also  some 
Gentlemen  —  notably  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
— who  always  have  to  explain  every 
speech  they  make,  on  this  or  on  any  other 
question — reminding  one  of  the  man  who, 
when  he  wrote  a  letter,  delivered  it  him 
self  in  order  that  he  might  read  it  to  the 
person  for  whom  it  was  intended,  no 
one  but  the  writer  himself  being 
able  to  read  it.  Now  as  to  British 
credit,  'even  supposing  that  it  were 
necessary  to  risk  it  to  some  extent,  all 
Parties  on  every  side  of  the  House  have 
over  and  over  again  asserted  that  this 
country  owes  a  deep  debt  to  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  stated  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  ob- 
tained their  ssats  at  the  election  of 
1886,  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
they  would  not  risk  British  credit. 
Well,  since  the  vote  on  this  Bill  last  Ses- 
sion, the  constituencies  have  had  ample 
opportunity  of  speaking  out  on  that  sub- 
ject ;  yet  what  constituency  has  spoken 
out  against  the  vote  of  its  Member  even 
supposing  there  was  an  understanding 
of  that  sort  in  1886,  which  we  entirely 
deny  1  [^Opposition  cries  of  "  Eccles."] 
Every  one  knows  that  Eccles  was  won 
upon  the  eight  hours  question,  and 
therefore  that  election  proved  nothing 
with  regard  to  the  Irish  question  or  to 
an  Irish  Land  Bill. 

(9.15.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The 
hon.  Member  has  blamed  a  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  House  because  he  spoke 
to  him  metaphysically.  He  said  his 
intelligence  was  not  sufficiently  great  to 
enable  him  to  understand  my  meta- 
physical friend.  Well,  I  am  bound  to 
say  for  myself  that  my  intelligence  has 
not  been  sufficiently  great  to  enable  me 
to  understand  a  great  deal  that  fell^from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon. 
Member  commenced  by  saying  that  he 
would  put  to  us  a  series  of  dilemmas. 
I  was  puzzled  to  see  where  they  were, 
and  I  confess  I  am  not  disposed  to  take 
the  slightest  trouble  to  get  out  of  one 
of  them. 

•Mb.  RBNTOUL:    1  said  one  single 
dilemma. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  WeU,  *^  one 
single  dilemma  *'  is  quite  enough.  As  if 
we  had  not  htid  enough  speeches  this 
ISesiiion,  he  fell  back  on  last  Session,  siiid 
said  ho  wa^  in  favour  of  tlie  Bill  because 
the  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Cork  had  made  a  speech  lust  year 
in  the  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  had 
yawned  18  times  daring  that  sjjeech. 
The  hon.  Member  said  we  were  given  to 
repetition  and  were  not  in  the  habit  of 
producing  new  arguments.  If  what  I 
have  repeated  from  him  is  a  specimen  of 
the  new  arguments  that  hoo.  Mem  here 
opjK>site  are  going  to  submit  to  tlie 
HuBsc  in  support  of  this  Bill,  I  confess  I 
should  prefer  even  the  repetition  of  au 
old  argument,  for  greater  nonsense,  I 
ea.n  fissure  the  hon.  Member,  I  never 
liBtened  to  in  my  life.  The  hon.  Member 
seems  to  suppose  that  an  Orange  Mem- 
ber is  to  be  thiken  as  an  exponent  of 
public  opinion  throughout  Ireland,  and 
having  done  that  he  comes  forward  tc* 
defend  the  landlords.  I  could  not  help 
thinking  that  if  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
could  have  heard  the  hon.  Member,  they 
would  have  said,  '*  Preserve  us  from  our 
friends."  What  did  he  say  ?  He  declared 
that  on  a  vast  number  of  estates  horrible 
things  uro  done. 
•Mr,  KENTOUL:  Were  done. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do  not  know 
where  **  were  "  ends  and  '*  are  "  begins, 
but  we  will  take  it  either  way.  WTiat 
wag  the  explanation  of  this  advocate  of 
the  landloi^ls  t  Why,  that  the  landlords 
were  the  best  and  noblest  of  human 
beings.  They  lived  away  from  their 
est>ates,  had  btiiliffs  representing  them  to 
bully  the  miserable  tenants  and  g^i  all 
the  money  they  could  from  them,  which 
money  the  landlords  ^vere  to  spend  else- 
where, and  if  anything  wrong  was 
chai^ged  against  them,  they  were  to 
say,  **  Oh,  it  is  only  the  act  of 
ray  bailifF,''  That  w^as  exactly  tlie 
position  taken  up  by  the  slave  owners 
in  the  Southern  States  of  America 
in  the  old  slave-o waning  days.  If 
anything  went  wrong  the  blame  was 
laid  at  the  door  of  the  overseer,  who 
was  replaced  by  another  person  whose 
doings  were  precisely  similar  to  those  of 
his  predecessor.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
why  the  electors  liave  not  protested  if 
\\m   Friends  opposite  have  not  fulfilled 


their  pledges.  Well,  the  electors  are 
only  longing  for  an  opjiortuiiity  to  pro- 
test. They  are  ii.sking  every  dajf  for  a 
Genenil  Election,  \Lintgh(er,^  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  luugh,  but  they 
take  very  good  care  only  to  laugh  here, 
and  not  ri.sk  a  General  Election.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  the  Eccles 
election  was  not  a  protest  on  the  part  of 
the  constituency,  because  it  was  won 
upon  the  eight  hours  question. 
What  does  he  know  about  the 
eight  hours  question?  All  I  know 
18  that  there  was  a  supporter  of 
the  Government  ou  one  side  and  a 
gentleman  who  avowed  himself  as  our 
ally — and  an  opponent  of  this  Bill— on 
the  other,  and  that  the  latter  was  re- 
turned by  a  large  majority,  the  seat 
having  formerly  been  held  by  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Government  Let  the 
hon.  Member  remember  the  number  of 
followers  the  Government  possessed  at 
the  commencement  of  this  Parliament^ 
and  let  him  count  them  now.  I  think 
he  will  observe  in  the  result  some  sort  of 
a  reply  from  the  electors.  The  number 
of  his  friends  has  materially  reduced, 
and  it  will  be  much  more  reduced  when 
we  have  what  we  ask  for,  that  is  an 
appeal  to  the  count r}^  I  have  heard  a 
speech  on  this  side  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  from  a  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Haldane)  who  has  not  even  the 
excuse  of  being  a  Liberal  Unionist.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Haddingt-on 
has  said  that  he  is  a  theoretical  financier, 
and  that  we  ought  to  incur  risks.  For 
my  own  part,  I  think  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  l)een  in  business  and  had 
tried  to  carry  out  his  theoretical  finance 
he  would  have  been  ruined  long  ago. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  given 
a  curious  reason  for  voting  for  the  Bill. 
He'does  not  think  that  it  is  a  good  Bill, 
in  fact  he  thinks  it  is  rather  a  bad  Bill, 
but  ho  says  that  he  will  vote  for  it  on 
the  ground  that  any  Bill  is  blotter  than 
no  Bill.  Then  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  ha«  said  that  a  Liitid  Bill  ought 
to  accompany  a  Home  Rule  Bill.  But 
where  is  the  Home  Rule  Bill  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell),  on  the  other  hand,  is  going 
to  vote  for  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it 
will  prevent  Home  Rule.  There  seems 
to  bo  a  curious  diversity  of  opinion 
among  the  supporters  of  the  Bill.     \^* 
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has  been  said  by  my  lion.  Friend  that  we 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
conduct  of  the  Irish  landlords  and 
that  we  ought  to  do  justice  to  them. 
I  agree  with  that ;  1  should  like  to  do 
justice  to  them,  but  what  is  proposed  is 
t)  make  them  a  vast  present.  That  is 
not  justice  to  them,  but  injustice  to  the 
British  taxpayer.  There  is  npthing  in 
this  Bill  to  show  that  the  occupier  will 
become  the  owner  of  the  land,  because 
there  is  nothing  in  it  to  prevent  the 
tenant  from  going  somewhere  else  as 
soon  as  the  advance  has  been  made.  I 
gather  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  and  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  all 
sorts  of  concessions  and  bargains  are 
being  made.  There  is,  I  understand,  a 
concession  being  made  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Morley),  another  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  another  to  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell).  Well,  you  may  make  what 
concessions  you  like,  but  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned  you  will  not  lead  me  to  abate 
my  opposition  to  the  Bill.  I  object  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  to  every 
line  and  every  word  of  the  Bill.  I 
consider  that  in  bringing  forward  this 
measure  the  Government  are  acting 
ultra  vires,  and  that  the  Bill,  judged  on 
its  merits,  is  giving  effect  to  utterly 
erroneous  principles.  We  are  told  that 
the  guarantee  is  merely  a  nominal  and 
not  a  real  one,  but  I  deny  that  there 
is  any  such  thing  as  a  nominal 
guarantee.  What  do  you  do?  You 
issue  a  quantity  of  Consols— £33,000,000 
cf  Consols  at  2 J  per  cent,  interest. 
You  guarantee  the  interest  and  that  is 
why  people  take  them,  but  the  persons 
who  take  them  would  not  dream  of 
doing  so  simply  on  the  guarantee  of 
those  Irish  estates.  The  question  is 
what  is  the  price  at  which  any  Irish 
proprietor  could  get  money  on  interest  ? 
There  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that 
Irish  proprietors  had  to  pay  5  per  cent, 
at  a  time  when  money  could  be  obtained 
in  the  English  market  at  4  per  cent.,  and 
yet  you  tell  us  that  we  are  incurring  no 
risk  in  lending  money  at  2  J  per  cent, 
almost  without  any  margin,  at  a  time 
when  the  Insurance  Companies,  knowing 
J/r,  Zadouchere 


that  the  risk  with  a  large  margin  on 
Irish  land  is  so  great,  are  demanding  5 
per  cent,  for  loans  on  Irish  land.  We 
know  something  about  guarantees.  It 
was  only  the  other  day  that  the  eminent 
firm  of  Barings  wanted  to  get  money 
from  the  Bank  of  England.  The  name 
of  that  eminent  firm  is  certainly  as 
sound  as  that  unfortunate  Tipperary 
peasant  occupying  two  acres  of  land, 
but  the  Bank  of  England  said,  "  No,  we 
cannot  lend  you  the  money  without  some 
solid  guarantee,"  and  the  result  was  that 
they  got  a  number  of  big  houses  in 
England  and  Scotland  to  unite  in 
guaranteeing  the  £17,000,000  which  was 
advanced  to  Messrs  Baring,  and  yet  one 
of  those  who  aided  in  this  transaction 
comes  to  this  House,  in  conjunction  with 
his  right  hon.  Colleagues,  and  says  there 
is  no  sort  of  risk  to  be  incurred  in 
lending  the  money  asked  for  on  this 
Irish  security.  Well,  Sir,  what  is  it  that 
we  are  asked  to  guarantee  1  It  is  that 
these  Irish  occupiers  who  are  to  pur- 
chase the  land  will  be  able  to  pay  the 
interest  on  the  money  advanced,  and 
further  in  a  given  number  of  years  to 
pay  back  the  capital.  Now  let  me  put 
it  in  this  way.  Suppose  you  had  done 
this  15  years  ago.  Land  especially  in 
Ireland  has  fallen  enormously  in  value 
since  that  time.  If  you  had  made  such 
advances  on  the  basis  of  land  value  pre- 
valent 15  years  ago,  it  is  absolutely  clear 
that  the  tenants  would  not  bo  able  to 
make  the  repayments  now.  How  then 
can  you  say  we  have  no  risk  to  incur 
when  you  do  not  know  that  land 
which  has  largely  fallen  in  value  during 
the  past  15  years  will  not  sustain  an 
equal  fall  in  value  during  the  next  15 
years?  The  tenants  have  not  paid 
because  they  could  not  pay,  but  even 
supposing  they  could  pay  is  there  any- 
thing like  certainty  that  they  would 
pay  ?  We  have  proof  that  the  tenants 
have  in  many  cases  been  bullied  into 
these  bargains,  and  in  all  probability 
they  will  again  be  bullied  by  the  land- 
lords into  similar  bargains.  There 
seems  to  be  a  sort  of  prejudice 
against  the  payment  of  rent  in  Ireland, 
and  if  Irishmen  have  anything  like  a 
fair  and  reasonable  excuse  for  .demand- 
ing reduction  of  rent  they  make  that 
demand.  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  they 
will  be  more  enamoured  of  the  payment 
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of  rent  when  the  owner  of  the  land  is 
the  alien  Government  of  England?  We 
are  told  that  everybody  paid  who  pur- 
chased under  the  Ashbourne  Act.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  urged  that  as  evidence 
that  they  would  always  pay  ;  but,  un- 
fortunately for  his  argument,  we  have 
evidence  that  they  have  not  always  paid 
under  that  Act  There  is  evidence  that 
on  the  Duke  of  Leinater's  estate  large 
farmers — not  mere  paupers — have  been 
agitating  against  these  payments,  and 
saying  they  are  not  able  to  pay.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  has  said  the 
glebe  purchasers  paid.  That  may  be  so, 
but  last  year  we  did  not  have  to  fall 
back  on  the  glebe  parchasers.  The  Go- 
vernment brought  forward  the  Ash- 
bourne purchasers,  and  asked  us  to  pass 
the  measure  they  proposed  because  the 
purchasers  did  not  complain  ;  whereas 
now  {hey  ask  us  to  pass  this  measure 
because  they  do  complain.  It  does  not 
seem  to  signify  whether  they  complain 
or  not,  or  whether  they  pay  or  not.  The 
Government  want  this  Bill  passed,  and 
will  do  everything  they  possibly  can  to 
secure  its  passage.  We  are  told  that, 
supposing  the  Irish  purchasers  are  not 
able  to  pay,  and  we  may  not  be  able  to 
evict  them,  we  shall  still  have  ample 
cover.  Now,  let  hon.  Members  see 
what  this  wonderful  cover  is.  In  the 
first  place,  there  is  a  guarantee  fund — a 
fund  of  jB40,000  per  annum,  which  is 
only  to  be  paid  to  a  sj/bcial  guarantee 
for  five  years,  when  it  will  amount  to 
£200,000 ;  besides  this  there  is  the  Irish 
sliare  of  the  Probate  Duties.  I  ask  the 
Government — do  they  mean  to  say  that 
these  two  guarantees  are  suflBcient  for 
£33,000,000? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  There  is  the 
landlord's  fifth. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Yes,  but  that  is 
cut  out.  The  Treasury  will  decide  as 
to  that.     It  has  to  lay  down  rules. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  You  are  mis- 
taken. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  am  afraid 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  not  looked 
at  the  Bill.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I 
have  read  the  Bill,  and  we  are  told  that 
everything  is  in  this  Bill.     If  I  am  mis- 


taken, I  am  mistaken  in  my  knowledge  of 
the  English  language.  There  is  the  Bill 
and  the  clause  referred  to  ;  and  I  would 
beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  read  it 
himself.  That  is  what  is  called  the 
guarantee.  After  that  there  are  certain 
contingent  guarantees.  Well,  what  are 
they?  It  will  be  seen  that  we  give 
Votes  in  aid,  we  pay  a  certain  sum  for 
lunatics  in  Ireland,  and  certain  other 
sums  for  schools  for  medical  oflBcers  of 
workhouses  and  dispensaries,  and  also  for 
industrial  schools.  Wo  are  told  that  we 
should  be  able  to  retain  this  money,  that 
if  we  cannot  get  back  our  advances  we 
are  to  call  on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
levy  a  rate  on  the  county.  Does  anyone 
mean  to  say  that  if  the  Irish  tenants  did 
not  or  could  not  pay,  we  should  be  able 
to  deprive  the  people  of  Ireland  of  the 
Votes  in  aid  for  keeping  up  lunatic 
asylums,  schools,  dispensaries,  and  the 
medicines  furnished  by  those  dispen- 
saries ?  I  am  assuming,  of  course,  that 
times  are  exceedingly  bad,  and  that  the 
people  cannot  pay.  How  in  that  case 
could  we  levy  increased  rates  ?  Of  course 
we  could  not  do  it,  and  if  we  did  we 
should  commit  an  act  of  the  grossest 
injustice.  Supposing  I  were  a  grocer  in. 
some  county  in  Ireland,  why  should  I 
be  taxed  because  some  one  does  not  pay 
his  rent  ?  The  fact  is  that  the  whole 
thing  is  illusory.  There  is  no  sort  of 
guarantee  for  these  33  millions,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  knows  that  if  this  Bill 
is  passed,  the  33  millions  will  come  in  the 
main  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  unfortunate 
British  taxpayer.  If  you  want  to  make 
these  presents  why  do  not  you  give  them 
to  my  constituents  in  the  County  of 
Northampton  ?  They  have  no  ownership 
in  the  land  at  all,  and,  as  the  saying  is, 
"  half  a  cake  is  better  than  none." 
Nevertheless  you  say  that  although  these 
Irish  tenants  have  part  in  a  dual  owner- 
ship, you  are  to  step  forward  and  make 
them  a  present  of  this  Innd.  I  say  that 
my  constituents  have  a  better  right  to 
this  money  than  the  Irish  tenants.  Now, 
Sir,  let  me  ask  for  whom  is  this  money 
really  intended  ?  Is  it  for  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  Of  course 
you  cannot  carry  the  Bill  without  con- 
ferring some  little  benefit  on  the  tenante, 
bnt  that  is  a  mere  incident  in  this 
matter.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
really  wants  is  to  make  a  present  to  the 
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landlords  of  Ireland.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  land  in  Ireland  has  fallen 
greatly,  and  may  yet  fall  still  further  in 
value.  He  knows  that  there  are  no 
buyers  in  the  market,  and  he  knows 
also  that  the  Irish  landlords  are  anxious 
to  sell  their  estates.  Yes,  but  there 
are  many  landlords  in  England  who 
would  be  ^lad  to  sell  their  estates.  If 
because  Irish  landlords  wish  to  sell  we 
are  to  come  forward  in  this,  why  not  do 
the  same  thing  in  the  case  of  the  English 
landlords  who  are  similarly  circum- 
stanced 1  And  here  let  me  call  attention 
to  an  important  and  significant  fact.  We 
are  told  that  under  the  Ashbourne  Act 
nine  large  landowners  of  Ireland  actually 
receive  £1,500,000  which  we  have 
guaranteed.  That  enormous  sum  goes 
into  the  pockets  of  nine  exceptionally 
rich  Irish  landlords.  We  know  that  pro- 
perty has  its  obligations,  although  they 
are  not  very  well  fulfilled  in  Ireland,  yet 
even  an  Irish  landlord  has  occasionally 
to  give  something  in  charity,  and  probably 
there  are  a  good  many  who  give  a  con- 
siderable amount.  But  under  this  Bill 
they  will  be  freed  entirely  from  this 
obligation,  and  as  to  the  State  it,  of  course, 
would  give  nothing.  It  would  absorb 
everything.  It  would  make  a  hard  and 
fast  bargain  with  the  purchasers,  and 
nothing  would  be  given  in  charity  or  in 
the  shape  of  subscriptions  for  schools 
and  other  institutions.  I  expect  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  been  infiuenced  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  a  representative  landlord,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  moneyed  interests  of  the 
City.  Now,  a  vast  number  of  Insurance 
Offices  have  lent  money  at  5  per  cent,  on 
Irish  estates.  If  people  knew  how  much 
these  offices  had  lent  on  these  estates  the 
shares  would  go  down  considerably. 
These  offices  cannot  hand  over  the 
mortgages  to  any  one  else,  and  they 
cannot  foreclose,  because  ito  that  case  the 
property  would  be  thrown  on  their  hands. 
They  are,  therefore,  obliged  to  content 
themselves  with  a  lower  rate  of  interest 
than  5  per  cent.  These  eminent  City 
gentlemen  are,  of  course,  anxious  to  get 
repaid,  and  they  will  be  repaid  under 
this  Bill.  The  amount  of  the  mortgage 
money  will  go  to  the  Insurance  Com- 
panies and  the  rest  will  remain  with  the 
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Irish  landlords.  It  is  really  a  class 
measure.  The  Government  are  passing 
it  in  the  interests  of  the  landocracy  and 
plutocracy  they  represent.  It  is  because 
the  plutocrats  cannot  force  the  money 
out  of  the  Irish  tenants  that  they  are 
now  to  come  upon  the  British  taxpayer 
for  the  value  of  their  property.  Unfor- 
tunately hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  cannot 
get  it  out  of  their  minds  that  there  is 
something  sacred  connected  with  land, 
and  when  those  gentlemen,  whom 
it  is  said  neither  toil  nor  spin, 
find  that  they  cannot  get  enough  out  of 
their  property  to  keep  on  neither  toiling 
nor  spinning,  they  are  desirous  of  making 
up  for  the  deficiency  in  some  such 
manner  as  is  suggested  by  this  Bill.  Say 
that  we  are  to  pay  the  market  price  of 
these  congested  districts  to  the  owners 
of  them.  What  may  be  the  market 
value  ?  It  may  be  the  capitalisation  of 
the  amount  that  they  charge — not  that 
they  get  from—  their  tenants  at  present. 
These  congested  districts  are  the  shame 
and  disgrace  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
They  are  Irish  rookeries.  What  would 
be  said  were  we  to  pass  a  Bill  saying 
that  England  and  Scotland  and  Wales 
were  to  join  together  to  buy  out  the 
rookeries  of  London  at  their  market 
value  1  Do  not  allow  these  landlords  in 
Ireland  to  crowd  people  as  they  do  at 
present.  In  the  name  of  common  sense 
do  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  benefit  these 
landlords  on  account  of  their  own 
iniquities,  saying  to  them,  "  You  have 
raised  the  value  of  the  land  by  crowding 
persons  most  improperly,  and  now  we 
will  pay  you  the  hard  market  com- 
mercial value." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  riot  in 
the  Bill. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  :  Agam,  I  would 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  read 
his  own  Bill.  I  have  no  objection  to  go 
through  the  whole  of  it ;  there  is  time. 
He  has  really  iiothing  to  say  in  &vour 
of  his  Bill,  and  he  falls  back  on  the 
statement  that  "  it  is  not  in  my  Bill." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  really 
look  after  his  draughtsmen.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  most  excellent ;  in  fact 
he  told  us  that  the  Bill  is  a  sort  of  specu- 
lation which  he  brings  before  the  House. 
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He   will  withdraw  it   if  the  opinion  of 
the  House  is  not  in  favour  of  it. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Well,  I  will 
not  pursue  this.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  the  Clause — page  13, 
sub-section  3  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  applies 
to  the  holding  being  bought  by  the 
tenant  occupier. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Yes,  it  is 
bought  by  the  tenant  occupier;  but  where 
does  the  money  come  from  1  From  the 
British  taxpayer.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  likes  to  buy  land  in  Ireland 
he  is  perfectly  welcome  to  do  so,  at  his 
own  price.  Your  tenant  is  a  mere 
sham.  You  buy  out  the  land,  and 
you  sell  it  to  the  occupier.  You  aie 
buying  at  the  full  market  value ; 
and  I  appeal  to  Members  on  this, 
aye,  and  the  other  side,  of  the  House 
whether  I  have  not  clearly  made  out  my 
case,  that  what  I  have  stated  is  in  the 
Bill.  There  is  a  third  reason  why  you 
are  bringing  in  this  Bill.  I  am  sorry 
that  my  Irish  friends  are  not  here. 
\^LauglUer.'\  They  are  kept  away  by 
domestic  affliction.  Were  they  here  I 
would  recommend  them  to  be  exceed- 
ingly careful  about  accepting  this  Bill  if 
they  want  Home  Rule.  My  impression 
is  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  this  Bill 
is  that  they  would  be  better  able  to 
oppose  Home  Rule  were  this  vast 
amount  handed  over  to  the  Irish.  We 
should  be  the  man  in  possession  in 
Ireland.  ["Hear,  hear  !  "1  I  Jike  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell).  He 
knows  what  the  Government  are  doing, 
and  he  applauds  them  for  it.  My  hon. 
Friend  admits  that  we  shall  have  to 
spend  -£100,000,000.  [Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  :  No.]  More  than  that — 
between  £100,000,000  and  £200,000,000. 
[Laughter.']  Hon.  Members  laugh,  but 
one  for  whom  they  have  the  greatest 
resj.)ect,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  said 
£200,000,000  would  be  required.  I  am 
putting  it  at  £100,000,000.  My  con- 
tention, then,  is  this,  that  you  cannot 
have  two  classes  of  tenants — one  who 


pay  less  and  in  a  certain  time 
get  the  land,  and  the  other  who 
pay  more  and  in  no  time  get 
the  estate.  Therefore,  if  you  pass  this 
Bill,  it  will  involve  not  merely  the 
amountnamed,  but  between  £100,000,000 
and  £200,000,000.  Anyhow,  the  reason 
for  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  admitted  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  was  to  prevent  the  Irish  from  having 
Home  Rule.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  am  against  it,  and  why  I  trust 
the  Irish  Members,  who  still  retain  such 
solid  opinions,  will  vote  with  us  on  this 
occasion.  The  Chief  Secretary  told  us 
that  this  was  an  Imperial  Bill,  and  for 
the  advantage  of  Ireland.  But  I  can  con- 
ceive of  nothing  worse  than  that,  in  the 
case  of  a  part  of  the  Empire,  consisting 
of  two  islands.  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
one  island  should  be  the  landlord  or 
financial  master  of  the  other.  Such  a 
relationship  would  perpetuate  the  ill- 
feeling  which  still  exists.  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  consult  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  about  this.  I 
think  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  admit  that  Government  securities 
are  invariably  attracted  to  the  financial 
centre  of  the  country  issuing  them ;  and 
the  consequence  will  be  that  the  entire 
rental  of  Ireland  will  each  year  be  swept 
away  from  Ireland  to  be  brought  to  Eng- 
land. No  country  in  the  world  will 
stand  this  for  a  long  time.  Any  country 
would  be  ruined.  If  the  whole  of 
the  land  of  England  belonged  to  pro- 
prietors in  Paris,  and  the  rental  went 
to  Paris,  we  know  very  well  that  Eng- 
land would  in  a  given  time  be  almost' 
mined.  The  case  is  far  stronger  in  Ire- 
land. In  Ii*eland  you  have  only  one  in- 
dustry, agriculture ;  here  you  have  many. 
You  will  sweep  the  whole  of  the  rental 
of  one  island  into  the  other,  and  yet  you 
expect  the  country  to  be  prosperous.  If 
I  was  an  Irishman  I  should  refuse  to 
pay  one  farthing.  As  a  British  taxpayer 
I  will  have  to  pay,  but  if  the  Irish  refuse 
to  pay,  I  shall  tell  English  taxpayers  that 
they  have  only  got  what  they  deserve.  I 
will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
I  should  do.  I  should  leave  dual  owner- 
ship alone ;  and  I  should  reduce  the 
rental  if  it  is  in  any  case  too  high.  If 
the  rent  is  too  high,  all  we  have  to  do 
is  to  have  fresh  JJand  Courts  and  fresh 
legislation  to  make  a  further  reduction. 


427      Purcliase  of  Land,  d:c.  {COMMONS} 


{Ireland)  BUI  428 


[Laughter.']  Yes,  I  should  support  it. 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  if  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  re- 
duce all  rents  in  Ireland  by  one-half  I 
shall  give  it  my  most  cordial  and 
warmest  support.  Do  in  Ireland  what 
you  have  done  in  the  Islands  and 
Highlands  of  Scotland.  That  is  a  far 
more  reasonable  proposal  than  this  one, 
which  is  to  gorge  the  plutocrats  and 
landocrats  .with  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer.  Take  the  Campaign 
estates — there  are  five  or  six  of  them.  If 
I  ■  had  the  honour  of  being  in  the 
place  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
should  I  do  ?  I  should  have  a  Board  of 
Arbitration  and  Conciliation  in  regard  to 
these  Campaign  estates,  to  decide  what 
was  fair  on  both  sides.  And  I  should 
again  come  for  legislation  and  pass  a 
little  Act  converting  the  decision  of  the 
Board  into  law.  In  that  way  I  would  get 
rid  of  the  whole  question  of  these  Cam- 
paign estates.  In  the  congested  districts 
I  should  deal  drastically  with  the  land- 
lords. I  do  not  think  I  should  give 
them  anything.  I  do  not  see  why  they- 
should  have  anything.  They  perfectly 
well  know  that  the  only  economic  value 
of  their  land  is  that  which  is  caused  by 
the  fact  of  Irishmen  choosing  to  live 
there.  Indeed,  I  have  always  wondered 
why  Irishmen  continue  to  live  in  those 
districts,  to  which  they  give  value,  just 
as  do  people  who  choose  to  pay  for 
living  in  the  rookeries  of  London  give 
value  to  those  rookeries.  I  say  there  is 
no  real  economic  value  in  these  properties 
at  all.  Well,  then,  I  should  finish  up  by 
passing  a  Home  Rule  Bill  for  Ireland. 
I  have  been  asked  whether  we 
should  really  leave  the  Irish  to  settle 
the  Land  Question  after  they  got  Home 
Rule.  I  have  never  yet  discovered 
why  they  should  have  Home  Rule 
and  not  he  allowed  to  deal  with 
the  Land  Question,  I  can  under 
stand  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  opposed  to  the  Irish  having  full 
power  to  legislate  on  anything.  But 
why  should  you  give  full  powers  to  the 
Irish  Legislature  to  legislate  on  every- 
thing except  the  land  ?  Sim  ply  because 
of  the  fetish  notion  you  entertain  that 
land  is  superior  to  everything  else.  I 
have  now  stated  a  few  of  the  reasons 
why  I  am  opposed  to  the  Bill.  Others 
I  will  give  when  the  Bill  gets  into  Com- 
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mittee.  I  always  respect  the  traditions 
of  this  House.  I  consider  that  on  the 
motion  for  Second  Reading  a  Member 
should  only  make  a  Second  Reading 
speech,  and  I  have  endeavoured  to  do 
that  by  stating  the  reasons  why  I  intend 
to  vote  against  this  Bill.  I  oppose  the 
Bill  because,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  ultra 
vires  in  the  present  Parliament  to  give 
any  species  of  guarantee,  whether  it  is 
desirable  to  give  it  or  not,  and  further, 
on  the  merits  I  think  it  is  one  of  the 
most  pernicious  and  injurious  Bills 
to  the  entire  Empire,  and  especially  to 
Ireland,  that  can  well  be  conceived. 

•(10.1.)  Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) :  I  ask  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  the  features  of  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  because, 
having  for  more  than  40  years  taken  an 
active  interest  in  the  various  measures 
and  schemes  for  the  improvement  of 
Ireland,  I  am  satisfied  that  there  are 
omissions  and  provisions  in  this  Bill 
which,  unrectified,  would  intensify  the 
misery,  discontentment,  and  political 
dangers  it  is  intended  to  remove.  Nay, 
more,  it  would  extend  to  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Great  Britain  that  agrarian 
discontent  which  has  made  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  so  diflficult,  discontent 
which  would  be  still  more  dangerous  if 
extended  to  races  far  more  tenacious  and 
determined  in  the  assertion  of  their 
rights  than  the  Irish.  But  before  enter- 
ing upon  the  defects  of  the  Bill  let  me 
say  that  I  have  never  pledged  myself 
ng-aiust  the  safe  use,  within  reasonable 
limits,  of  the  credit  and  means  of  this 
wealthy  country  in  the  settlement  of  the 
land  question  in  Ireland.  No  statesman 
or  historian  can  deny  that  Great  Britain 
shares  with  the  landlords,  tenants,  and 
people  of  Ireland  the  responsibility  for 
the  state  of  affairs  there  ;  it  is  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  duly  to  apportion  the 
share  of  each  in  the  sad  history  of  weak- 
ness, folly  and  wrong — we  have  all.  to 
bear  our  share  ;  and  instead  of  wasting 
time  and  strength  in  recrimination,  it 
is  far  more  practical  and  sensible  to 
appeal  to  those  many  noble  and  patriotic 
qualities  which  history  also  proves  our 
various  nationalities  possess,  to  combine 
all  our  wisdom  and  the  resources  at  our 
command  in  the  attempt  to  settle  a  ques- 
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tion.  t1i6  settlement  of  which  Btatesmen 
on  all  sides  believe  to  be  necessarj^the 
oue  party  contending  that  without  it 
Home  Rule  is  inevitable,  and  the  other 
admitting  that  without  it  Home  Rule 
wo  aid  be  unworkable.  I  should  also 
wish  to  express  raj  satisfaction  that 
Government  has  decided  to  treat 
the  congested  districts  on  a  different 
footing  to  the  rest  of  Ireland,  though 
I  think  their  proposals  for  doing 
tliis  will  reqiiii*e  the  most  careful 
consideration,  and  probahly  considerable 
modification.  The  circumstances  differ 
essentially  from  those  of  the  rest  of 
Ireland,  and  require  special  aid  and 
treatment.  The  inhabitants  of  tlie  con- 
gested districts  could  not  live  on  the  land 
they  occupy*  even  if  it  were  their  own, 
if  aided  alone  by  the  wretched  industries 
which  they  yet  possess.  Moreover, 
there  does  not  exist  in  those  districts 
materials  out  of  which  a  safe  and  efficient 
system  of  Loca.1  Government  could  be 
constructed.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the 
rest  of  Ireland  the  population  is  by  no 
means  in  excess  of  those  who  can  live 
decently  on  the  produce  of  the  land,  aided 
by  industries  which  would  thrive  and 
Gxtend  if  we  only  remove  agrarian  dis- 
co ini,  and  thus  restore  ci'edit  and  con- 
fidence. Moreover,  in  the  other  parts  of 
Ireland  are  found  ample  means  out  of 
which  you  can  construct  a  good  system 
of  Local  Government.  I  am  glad  the 
Bill  contains  provision  for  relieving  those 
districts  from  the  extreme  pressure  of 
population  on  the  menns  of  subsis- 
tence. ♦  !  am  glad,  too,  tliat  it  gives 
the  option  of  emigration  and  migra- 
tion*  and  I  hope  there  will  be  no  delay 
in  making  a  trial  of  the  former. 
Migration  would  be,  if  practicable j  far 
the  most  .desirable ;  but  the  experience  of 
the  two  systems,  both  tried  under 
exceptionally  favourable  circumstances 
during  the  last  famine,  told  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  emigration. 
11,000  of  the  population  who  were 
©migrated  from  the  congest<;d  districts 
have  been  removed  from  the  depths  of 
poverty  to  prosperity  in  Americii  and 
Canada,  and  have  remitted  many 
thousand  pounds  to  support  or  l>ring  out 
relatives ;  while  those  who  remained 
behind  in  the  Unions  from  wLich  flie 
emigrants  went  have  been  matenally 
relieved  by  the  removal  of  pressure 
VOL.  CCOXLIX.     [unED  sebies.] 


of  excessive  population  on  the  labour 
inarkct,  and  on  resources  of  the  dis- 
trict* Of  this  we  had  ample  evidence 
before  the  Colonisation  Committee.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  we  were  not 
equally  successful  in  the  attempt  at 
migration*  At  that  time  the  same  pre- 
ference  for  migration  was  expressed  as 
is  now,  the  people  were  starving,  and  I 
suggested .  that  we  should  try  just  the 
experiment  that  was  suggested  last  year 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  that 
we  should  do  it  by  private  means  assisted 
by  a  loan  from  Government*  The  hon» 
MemlxT  for  Cork  took  up  the  measure 
very  warmly,  a  Land  Purchase  and 
Settlement  Company  was  formed  under 
a  Board  of  Directors,  who  ought  to  have 
ensured  success,  if  success  were  possible* 
It  consisted  of  those  who  believed  in  tho 
success  of  migration  ;  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  Chainnan,  one  of  our  ablest' 
and  successful  and  improving  Knglish 
landowners  was  Deputy  Chairman,  the 
late  Ml*.  Dwyer  Gray,  the  Members  for 
Londonderry,  for  North  Gal  way,  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  were  Directors;  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  conceive  a  more  influential  or 
stronger  directorship.  They  bought 
exactly  such  a  property  as  that  recom* 
mended  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo,  consisting  largely  of  grass  lands^ 
which  the  Directors  were  to  have  pos- 
session of,  but  not  a  single  tenant  from 
the  congested  districts  migrated  on  to 
this  landL  The  Deputy  Chairman  came 
to  me,  I  think  soon  after  the  purchasoi 
and  told  me  that  the  neighbouring 
tenants  had  given  it  to  be  understood 
that  not  one  tenant  should  come  on  to 
the  estate  until  they  had  all  the  land 
they  wanted,  and  the  whole  plan  broke 
down.  I  am  aware  that  legal  diffi- 
culties  arose,  but  they  were  those  that 
could  have  been  got  over,  had  not  this 
greater  difficulty  been  behind,  I  fear 
that  while  the  greed  for  land  in  Ireland 
continues  to  be  as  strong  as  it  is  at  pre- 
sent^ migration  cannot  be  considered  a 
sufficient  remedy  for  the  surplus  popula- 
tion of  the  congested  districts.  I  agree^ 
however,  that  it  ought  to  be  tried  and  to 
bo  adopted  if  it  can  be  made  successful, 
but  it  ought  not  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  other  remedies  if  unsuccessful ; 
and  if  it  can  be  tried  under  the 
management  of  those  who  believe  in 
T 


431      Purchase  of  Land,  A:c.  {COMMONS} 


ilrdand)  BUI  432 


its  success,  I  consider  the  decision 
80  important  that  I  should  be  willing 
under  proper  circumstances  to  join  in  a 
similar  experiment.  I  think  it  is  most 
desirable  that  a  cheap  system  of  land 
transfer  should  be  embodied  in  the 
Government  measure, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  has 
a  Bill  for  that  purpose. 

♦Mr.  RATHBONE  :  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  tliat,  as  when  once  we  have  put 
those  districts  on  the  upward  course  of 
improvement  it  will  enable  them  to 
work  out  their  own  salvation  in  a  way 
that  neither  the  Government  nor  charity 
can  do.  I  am  most  anxious  to  see  the 
land  question  of  Ireland  settled,  and  had 
hoped  we  should  find  that  the  Govern- 
tnent  had  largely  amended  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  for  the  Purchase  Clauses  of 
that  Bi  U  cont  ai  n  cd  pro  v  is  ions  so  dange  rous 
and  unguarded  that  I  dare  not  vote  for  a 
Bill  that  is  to  retain  them.  But  I  can- 
not see  that  they  have  introduced  any 
Hniilations  or  safeguards  which  have  any 
<tliance  of  being  effectuaL  I  think  tliat 
I  can  show  the  House  in  a  very  few 
words  that,  if  we  attempt  to  purchase 
Ihe  larger  holdings,  say  those  over  £30 
a  year,  you  cannot  complete  the  edifice 
yoa  are  thus  beginning  to  build  without 
putting  a  strain  on  the  resources  of  the 
United  Kingdom  which  it  neither  will 
nor  ought  to  bear.  I  maintain  further 
that  instead  of  benefitting  Ireland,  and 
removing  her  discontent,  you  wiU  re- 
create, and  in  a  more  aggravated  form, 
the  evils  whieJi  you  seek  to  prevent,  and 
that  the  measure  would,  in  its  present 
form,  create  a  precedent  in  the  United 
Kingdom  with  which  you  would  be  in- 
capable of  dealing,  I  feel  strongly  the 
dangers  of  extending  the  purchase  sys- 
tem to  the  larger  lioldings  in  Ireland, 
repeatedly  pointed  out  by  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber  for  Cork  and  other  Irish  authorities. 
I  contend  that  to  so  extend  them  will 
impose  unnecessary  liabilities  on  both 
Irish  and  Imperial  resources.  Inde- 
pendently of  being  in  itself  evil,  it  will 
furnish  a  precedent  so  dangerous  that  on 
that  ground  alone  it  ought  to  be,  if  per- 
severed in,  absolutely  fatal  to  the 
measure.  If  you  refer  to  the  Returns  of 
4he  Agricultural  Holdings  of  1881  you 
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wiU  find  that  they  show  685,721  hold- 
ings  of  £30  per  annum  and  under ;  and 
only  74,430  of  holdings  of  above  £30 
per  annum,  or,  in  other  words,  eight- 
ninths  of  Irish  holdings  ai^  stated  as 
below  £30  per  annum,  and  oidy  one- 
ninth  above.  But  while  the  eight-ninths 
of  holdings  of  £30  and  under,  taken  at 
20  years'  purchase,  would  require  only 
£95,000,000  at  the  rates  of  rent  current  in 
1 881  to  buy  them  theremaining  one-ninth 
would  require  £103,000,000  to  buy  them. 
The  Census  Returns  give  different  figures, 
they  state  400,000  holdings  at  £30  per 
annum  and  under,  and  163,000  holdingR 
at  over  £30  per  annum,  or  about  seven- 
tenths  and  three-tenths  respectively-  I 
have  been  unable  to  find  any  tables  or 
calculations  which  would  enable  us  to 
ascertain  what  amount  we  must  deduct 
from  these  figures  for  demesne  and 
other  grass  holdings,  which  will  not  be 
dealt  with  under  the  Act,  or  for  other 
deductions,  which  must  be  very  large, 
for  reductions  in  rents  since  1881,  and 
other  deductions  which  will  have  to  be 
made  from  the  £95,000,000  and  the 
£103,000,000  respectively.  These  re- 
ductions must  be  very  lai^e,  and  will 
emphasise  the  fact  that  for  the  compara- 
tively manageable  snm,  less  than  one- 
half  of  what  would  otherwise  be  required, 
you  can  buy  up  fromseven-tenthstoeight- 
ninths  of  the  whole  of  the  agricultural 
holdings  in  Ireland,  and  they  the  only 
holdings  which  would  create  a  bond  fide 
peasant  proprietary,  where  the  labour  o£ 
the  owner  and  his  family  was  the  prin- 
cipal factor  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
holding.  Of  course,  the  landowner 
would  prefer  to  sell  his  property  as  a 
whole,  but  the  part  of  his  property  left 
him  is  the  safest  and  best ;  the  large 
tenants  are  able  to  pay  the  rents  and  lees 
likely  to  wish  to  shoot  him.  And  though 
they  will,  no  doubt,  be  discontented  at 
being  left  out,  what  claim  have  they  to 
force  us  to  extend  our  advances  to 
£120,000,000,  or  £150,000,000,  or  more, 
in  order  to  include  the  purchase  of  theae 
larger  holdings  whose  owners  are  in  a 
better  position  in  many  ways  than 
English,  Scotch,  or  Welsh  tenants?  If 
you  once  admit  the  principle  of  buying 
up  these  large  tenancies  you  cannot 
possibly  stop  at  the  limit  fixed  by  the 
Bill,  And  for  what  are  we  asked  to 
take  this   extended   liability  and  risk 
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If  you  do  it  yoa  will  inevitably  create  a 
large  number  of  small  landown^jrs,  who 
as  soon  aa  they  become  owners  will  at 
once  want  to  set  up  as  landlords^  and 
live  on  the  margin  between  the  reduced 
rents  they  will  have  to  pay,  and  those 
«xc2ssi\re  rents  which  that  intense  greed 
for  the  possession  of  land  which  exists, 
and  I  am  afraid  for  some  time  will  con- 
tinue to  exist,  in  Ireland  will  enable  them 
to  exact.     Those  who  are  unacquainted 
with    Ireland    would  be   astounded    to 
know  the  rents  and  tenant-right  money 
that  Irishmen  will  pay  for  land.     I  could 
give  the  House  recent  facte  proving  this,  if 
proof  were  needed,    I  know  that  there  is  a 
provision  against  sub-letting  such  holdings 
without  consent ;  but  with  the  intense 
•desire  and  great  temptation  there  will  be 
ou  both  sides  to  let  and  take  these  hold- 
ings, no  Government  Department  will  be 
Eable   to  prevent  sub-letting,   any   more 
ithan  good  resident  Irish  landlords  have 
been  able  to  prevent  it  in  times  past* 
The  Bill  as  it  now  stands  will  inevitably 
•create  before  many   years  are  out  the 
greatest  curse  of   Irish  landowning,  the 
small  grinding  squireen  landlord.     The 
new    landlords    will    be    of    the   same 
•character  as  the  middleman  of  50  years 
sago — poor,    remorseless,    exacting  ;   and 
the  new  tenants,  without  tenant-right  or 
^capital,  poorer,  more  reckless  and  desper- 
ate than  even  those  now  to  be  found  in 
'the  congested  districts.    Bat  the  want 
of  a  proper  limitation  of  the  size  of  hold- 
ings involves  in  the  precedent  it  will  set 
ti  still  greater  danger  to  the  country  at 
large  than  the  one  I  have  pointed  out. 
Any  practical  politician,  any   reader   of 
liistory,  knows  that  the  democracy  when 
its  interests  are  concerned  is  apt  to  bo 
Tery    clear- sightetf   and    very     sternly 
'logical  in  demanding  the  application  of 
principles  admitted  to  lie  just  to  its  own 
affairs.     And  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  how,  if  you  pass  this  Bill  in  its 
present    form,    you   are    to    meet  the 
demands   of  thg    Euglish,  Scotch,    and 
Welsh    farmers,    that    they    too    shall 
receive   similar  facilities   for    becoming 
owners  of  their  holdings,  and  at  a  large 
feduotion  of  their  present  rents.     Yet, 
without    such  limitation    as    has    been 
suggested,  the  credit  of  England  would 
be    all    too    small     to     carry     out    a 
land    purchase    scheme    on  these  prin- 
4:ip!es,     But    if  you   adopt  boldly    the 


sound  limitation  of  peasant  proprietary 
of  £30  and  under  you  are  .mfe,  becatise 
the  nnmlxjr  of  such  tenancies  in  Great 
Britain  is  not  excessive,  and  could  be 
dealt  with  on  sound  principles,  as  it  can 
be  in  Ireland,  by  a  compa^vsable  amount. 
I  must  say  that  it  has  of  recent  years 
appeared  to  mo  that  our  statesmen  too 
often,  as  in  this  case,  grasp  at  an  im- 
mediate palUative  for  some  present 
difficulty,  forgetting  that  they  are 
cstablLshing  principles  >vhich  involve 
frightful  danger  when  people  came  to 
realise  and  insist  upon  their  being 
carried  out  widely  and  con.'^i.stently. 
I  have  not  dealt  with  the  precautionary 
restrictions  introduced  for  tho  first  time 
in  the  Bill  of  this  year.  They  are  abso- 
lutely worthless — that  with  respect  to 
residence  could  be  easily  evaded,  and 
both  are  made  subject  to  au  exception 
that  they  do  not  come  into  force  if  they 
interfere  with  carrying  into  effect  sales 
on  the  estate  of  the  same  landlord,  I 
fancy  there  will  be  few  estates  in  Ireland 
where  this  exception  might  not  be  held 
to  apply  ;  and  knowing,  as  the  framers  of 
this  Bill  must  know^  the  history  of  the 
way  in  which  such  provisions  have  been 
disregarded  iti  Ireland  in  times  past,  and 
the  pressure  that  ^^  ill  !>e  brought  to  bear 
by  landlords  and  tenants*  interested  to 
have  tho  same  treatment  for  the  futum  ; 
knowing  this,  it  is  really  hardly  respectful 
to  this  House  to  offer  for  their  considera- 
tion provisions  so  utterly  illusory,  I  have 
spoken  strongly  fmm  no  antagonism  to 
the  object  of  this  Bill,  for  every  one 
interested  in,  and  acquainted  with,  tho 
state  of  Ireland  must  earnestly  desire 
the  settlementof  this  land  question,  know- 
ing it  to  be  a  necessary  pi'cHminary  to 
the  establishment  of  peace  ond  prosperity 
in  Ireland.  This  is  a  moment  j>e€iiliarly 
favourable  to  the  settlement  of  such  a 
question.  Could  we  not,  in  the  present 
chaotic  state  of  Parties,  proclaim  what 
was  called  in  olden  times  "  a  trace  of 
God*'  on  this  question,  and  combine  the 
wisdom,  experience,  and  patriotism  of 
the  wisest  and  best  men  of  all  Parties, 
and  approach  the  subject  in  a  spirit 
of  sympathy,  justice,  and  last,  and  not 
least,  firmness,  settle  wliat  all  consider 
an  essential  preliminary  to  other  Irish 
reforms,  in  whiitever  sliap^  respective 
Parties  contemplate  them — do  this,  and 
I  am  confident  you  will  make  Ireland  one 
T  2 
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of  the  most  prosperous,  easily  governed, 
and  I  venture  to  predict,  from  the  cha- 
racter of  her  people,  not  the  least  loyal 
and  conservative  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions. 

(10.30.)  Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston) : 
I  could  not  listen  to  the  Senior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  with- 
out endeavouring  to  respond  to  his 
manner  of  putting  the  question.  We  all 
know  what  to  expect  from  him,  both  by 
his  speeches  out  of  doors  and  the 
rumours  in  the  Lobby,  as  to  the  way  in 
which  he  is  going  to  prevent  business 
being  done.  To-night,  amusing  as  he 
generally  is,  he  has  been  more  amusing 
than  usual.  He  has  given  us  to  under- 
stand what  the  springs  of  his  action  are. 
He  appears  to  think  that  the  Liberal 
Party  is  so  hopelessly  split  up  that  the 
section  of  which  he  is  the  leader  is 
coqiing  to  the  front,  and  he  is  evidently 
expecting  that  in  the  event  of  a  political 
crisis  the  Queen  will  be  sending  for  him. 
I,  however,  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  sent  for  during  the 
present  century,  at  all  events.  His  idea 
is  that  we  ought  to  have  another  Govern- 
ment— any  Government  so  long  as  the 
present  one  is  driven  from  power.  Well, 
I  would  ask  him  to  show  us  what  benefit 
would  result  to  the  country  from  a 
change  of  Government,  either  in  Irish 
affairs  or  anything  else.  They  would 
not  be  able  to  bring  from  the  Benches 
opposite  any  two  or  three  men  who,  com- 
bined, would  have  the  same  grasp  of 
Irish  affairs  as  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary, or  who  would  fill  the  post  of  Chief 
Secretary  as  ably  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done.  The  British 
electors  will  read  between  the  lines  of 
the  speeches  of  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
they  will  see  that  they  want  to  be  in 
OflBce ;  they  will  refer  to  their  doings,  and 
then  will  vote  in  such  a  manner  as  will 
astonish  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton and  his  friends.  [Cries  of 
"Question!"] 

Mr.  DEPIJTY  SPEAKER:  The  hon. 
Member  is  not  speaking  to  the  question 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  ATKINSON:  llien  I  will  not 
follow  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  any  further, 
as  I  see  he  is  an  unsound  guide.  I  will 
only  say  that  I  congratulate  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Chief  Secretary,  upon 
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the  way  in  which  they  have  framed  the- 
present  measure,  which,  in  my  opinion, 
will  cut  the  ground  from  under  the  feet 
of  the  agitators  who  are  demanding 
Home  Rule. 

(10.35.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness): 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  should 
congratulate  the  Chief  Secretary  or 
condole  with  him  on  his  present 
position.  I  remember  him  as  the 
great  advocate  of  Protestant  land- 
lordism, on  which  our  civilisation 
depends,  and  now  he  brings  in  a  Bill 
which  will  strike  a  fatal  blow  at  land- 
lordism, and,  if  your  civilisation  depends 
on  it,  then  at  civilisation.  As  I  do  not 
believe  in  landlordism,  I  am  glad  that  he 
has  brought  in  his  Bill.  I  hope  to  see  it 
finished  even  in  my  own  day.  I  think 
we  are  all  agreed  that  Irish  landlords, 
must  go,  and  but  few  hon.  Members 
would  like  to  eject  them  with- 
out giving  them  compensation.  I 
object  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
however,  and  shall  vote  against  tho 
Second  Reading,  because  I  regard  the 
prices  at  which  the  tenants  are  required 
to  purchase  their  holdings  as  unfair,, 
even  when  based  on  the  rents  fixed  by 
the  Courts,  inasmuch  as  the  Courts 
require  the  tenants  to  pay  rent  upon 
their  own  improvements,  and  because 
the  Irish  tenants  are  being  coerced 
into  buying  their  holdings.  I  ob- 
ject to  it,  on  the  second  ground,  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  as  well  as  of 
the  tenant.  Badly  as  the  present  tenant- 
farmers  in  Ireland  have  been  treated,, 
those  of  Scotland  have  also  been  badly 
treated;  for  every  £\  stolen  from 
the  Irish  tenants  there  have  been  <£10 
stolen  from  the  Scotch  tenants;  there- 
fore, I  say  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  ought 
not  to  be  used  for  a  class,  badly  as  they 
have  been  treated.  I  hold  that  the 
public  as  a  whole  should  get  the  benefit 
of  it,  and  not  one  class.  The  difference 
in  the  value  of  the  estates  in  Ireland  as 
between  State  purchase  and  the  price^ 
that  would  be  given  in  the  ordinary  way 
in  the  market  is  from  £50,000,000  to 
£80,000,000.  That  sum,  I  hold,  should, 
not  be  given  to  a  class,  but  to  the  whole 
community.  I  know  that  under  the 
present  tenure  Irish  tenant-farmers  are 
paying  their  15s.  an  acre,  and  are  charg- 
ing labourers  and  others  £4  an  acre  in 
conacre,  putting  the  difference  into  their 
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pockets.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
seek  to  benefit  the  small  farmers  alone 
by  this  Bill.  Why  not  adopt  a  system 
by  which  the  labourers  and  the  general 
•community  could  benefit  aa  well  as  the 
small  farmers?  Such  a  plan  has  been 
^proposed  for  England  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Small  Holdings  Committee,  and  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Minister 
for  Agriculture  and  some  of  his 
colleagues.  If  this  Bill  applied  to  Ire- 
land the  system  recommended  by  that 
Committee  I,  for  one,  would  support  it. 
If  you  ^^ve  the  tenants  the  land  at  a 
perpetual  rent  instead  of  letting  thera 
buy  it  out  and  out  you  would  be  able 
€till  further  to  reduce  their  reuts.  If  we 
nre  to  aboh*ah  the  present  landlord  system, 
I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  create  new 
landlords.  If  it  Is  wrong  for  a  man  to 
let  land  to  tenants,  it  can  only  be  wrong 
because  private  property  in  land  of  this 
character  is  an  expedient.  I  do  not  think 
you  ^TriH  be  able  to  pravent  the  sub- 
letting of  some  farms.  When  you  ore 
making  a  change  of  this  kind  the  best 
way  is  to  make  it  thoroughly  and  com- 
pletely. If  you  make  the  payments  by 
the  tenants  perpetual  you  can  reduce  the 
rents  *]0  per  cent,  inst^^ad  of  liO  per  cent, 
and  I  think  the  farmer  would  much 
prefer  a  system  under  which  this  could 
be  accomplished.  Economic  rent  is  not 
created  by  the  tenant,  but  is  the  price 
paid  for  the  more  valuable  sites  and  soils 
as  against  the  poorer  ones.  The  tenants  do 
not  create  the  artificial  value  of  the  soils. 
The  soil  has  been  created  by  the 
Almighty,  and  He  never  opened  land 
offices  and  sold  it.  The  economic  rent 
from  site  is  two  or  three  times  as  great 
as  the  economic  rent  from  soil.  If, 
however,  you  are  going  to  transfer  a 
monopoly  from  one  class  to  another  you 
wiD  not  get  rid  of  the  mono[X)ly,  but  will 
perpetuate  an  injustice,  and  you  will 
fioon  have  the  community  fighting  as 
much  against  your  new  tenure  and  your 
new  landlords.  The  new  owners  of  the 
soil  will  be  as  bad  as,  if  not  worse  than, 
fthe  old  landlords,  because  the  wealthy 
landlords  are  generally  the  best  and  tlie 
poor  landlords  the  worst.  Very  olien 
the  old  Tory  landlords  are  the  best,  and 
the  new  commercial  men,  who  have 
bought  the  land,  are  the  worst  possible 


owners.      The  latter  apply   commercial 
principles  to  the   land,   whilst    the  old 
families  still  allow  sentiment  to  intluence 
them.      I  look  upon  it  as  a  curse  to  tho 
land  when  new  men  come  in  and  apply 
economic    principles    to    it.      An   hon. 
Member     has    said    that    in      Donegal 
the  jjeople  are  all  ready  to  buy.      If  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  to  Danfanaghy 
and  Gweedore  he  would  tind  there  much 
the  same  state  of  things  as  in  some  of 
the   Western   Highlands,   namely,   that 
if  you  were  to  give  the  land  rent-free 
and  tax-free  you  would  not  bo  able  to 
much    improve    the    condition    of    the 
people.     1    know  of  one   well -managed 
estiite  in  Ireland,  the  proprietor  of  which 
is  a  very  good-humourefl  gentleuiau,  and 
probably  as  easy  a  landlord  as  any  in  the 
country.      Nine-tenths  of  the  people  are 
on  one-tenth  of  thai  estate,  and  the   vg- 
raaining   nine-tenths    of    the    estate   is 
occupied  by  one-tenth  of  the  tenants.    It 
would  be  no  solution  of  the  land  ques- 
tion at  all  to  bring  these  tenants  in  aa 
purchasers.  To  do  so  means  the  creation 
of  another  form  of  land   Tuonopoly  and 
privilege    which    will      lead     to    fresh 
agitation,  and  give    us    nujre   work   in 
this  House  in  future.      At  the  present 
time  I  am  not  very  much  interested  in 
polities,  but  by -and -bye  the  questions  it 
which  I  am    interested  will   come  to  befl 
legishited  on,  although  it  may  not  pro- 
bably be  for  three  years.     But  looking 
at    the    questions   which    come    before 
us,    I   am,  for  one,    beginning     to   feel 
Conservative.     Even  from  hon.  Friends 
from    whom    I  expected    better    things 
I     hear     views     expressed    that    slvowj 
them      to     be    in     a     state    of    senti- 
mental   socialism.       There   will    before 
long  be  new  lines  of  cleavage    between 
Parties,  and   the    great   fight  will    pro- 
bably  be    between    Individmilism    and 
Socialism.     I  am  an  old-fashioned  Indi- 
viduahst,  and  I  want  to  get  rid  of  con- 
ditions of  property  which  are  dangerou.'i 
to  property  as  a  whole.     I  believe  a  man 
has  a  right  to  whatever  liis  labour  has 
created.      Land,  of  course,  has  not  l^een 
created  by  labour,  and  I  would  point  out  j 
that  a  bad  form    of  propter ty  \vi\l   help  I 
the  crusade  against  alt  forms  of  property. 
The  best  way  of  settling  tho  question  is 
not  to   create  new  privileges  and  new 
monopolies  that  cr»uhl  not  lie  justified, 
bu  t  to  get  rid  of  those  who  possess  iha 
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present  piivilegcs  and  monopoHea.  Tliey 
"wi^l  consent  to  l^e  bought  out  at  a  rate 
-which  is  not  a  dear  rate.  Do  not  create 
new  landlords,  but  pass  over  to  the 
com ni unity  what  ought  to  belong  to  the 
eomnniiiity,  and  you  will  then  avoid  the 
struggle  to  get  from  the  coram  unity 
that  which  the  community  ought  not 
to  have,  I  say  that  if  you  adopt  the 
syateni  recommended  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham,  and  others  who 
8at  on  the  AgricnUural  Holdings  Com- 
mittee^  you  will  be  able  to  reduce  the 
amount  paid  by  the  tenants  mneh  more 
than  you  cnn  do  under  this  Bill ;  you 
will  bj  nble  to  get  a  better  price  for 
the  landlord,  and  will  put  an  end  to 
au  agitation  which  you  will  not  bring 
to  an  end  by  this  Bill 

♦(10.52.)  Sir  E.  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick) :  I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  on  the  merits  of  the 
Bill,  because  they  have  already  btfen  so 
extensively  discussed  by  the  House  that 
I  can  say  nothing  additional.  I  think 
there  were  many  valuable  criticisms  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  but  I  think  they 
come  rather  nearer  to  Socialism  than  he 
himself  seemed  to  be  aware  of.  I  admit 
that  gome  of  his  criticisms  might  with 
great  advantage  be  given  full  weight  to 
in  the  further  development  of  this  Bill, 
but  1  regard  the  vote  that  will  be  given 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  as 
one  on  the  principle  of  land  purchase, 
and  the  question  to  be  answered  is  not 
-whether  the  Bill  before  the  House  is  or 
is  not  perfect,  but  whether  the  Bill  is  so 
bad  tbat  those  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  land  purchase  onght  not  to  vote  for 
the  Second  Reading.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Noi'thampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has 
made  an  attack  on  the  Bill  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  British  tax- 
payer, and  has  directed  the  British 
taxpayer's  attention  solely  to  his  own 
pocket  The  British  taxpayer  would 
have  been  more  grateful  if  his  attention 
had  been  a  little  more  directed  to  the 
merits  of  the  Irish  question  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Home  Rule.  As  an 
English  Home  Ruler  I  intend  to  vot^e 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
great  difficulty  in  governing  Ireland  so 
iSkV  has  been  the  agitation  and  unrest  in 
Di\  Clark 


the  country  which  Government  after  Go- 
vernment have  found  it  almost  impossible 
to  allay.  The  same  agitation  will  be  the 
difficulty  of  a  Home  Rule  Parliament> 
and,  as  I  wish  to  see  the  success  of  Homo 
Rule  in  Ireland,  I  wish  first  to  remove  as 
far  as  possible  all  difficnlties  from  the 
settlement  of  the  land  question.  There 
has  been  no  stability  in  Ireland,  because 
the  great  body  of  tlie  people  whu  nre  en- 
gaged in  the  chief  industry  of  the  ct  untry 
have  had  no  fnture  to  which  they  might 
look  forward.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
proposes  to  create  such  a  future,  and  it 
will  go  far  to  create  a  class  of  people  who 
will  form  a  sound  and  stable  basis  to 
resist  those  trials  to  which  anew  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  must  necessarily  be 
especially  subject  One  of  the  great 
difficulties  in  connection  with  the  land 
question  in  Ireland  has  been  that  the  Irish 
tenant  cultivating  the  soil  hns  never  been 
brought  face  to  face  with  economic  con- 
ditions. Between  him  and  economic 
conditions  there  has  al'Aays  stcjcd  the 
landlord,  and  when  the  tenant  haij 
suffered — not  always,  though  very  often, 
from  high  rents — it  is  the  landlord  and 
landlordism  he  has  blamed^  The  iirst 
duty  of  Parliament  ought  to  be  to  remove 
this  wall  between  the  tenant  and 
economic  conditions,  and  to  let  the  tenant 
see  things  clearly  as  they  really  exist,  so 
that  he  may  shape  his  course  accordingly. 
People  talk  about  bu1> division  and  sub- 
letting, but  it  is  landlordism  that  has 
been  at  the  bottom  of  the  sub-division 
and  the  sub-letting,  because  the  tenants 
have  never  recognised  the  true  economie 
conditions-  There  are  many  Home 
Rulers  who  feel  that  the  Home  Rule 
movement  has  been  greatly  and  mis- 
chievously complicated  by  the  land  ques- 
tion, and  that  it  will  be  a  great  advan- 
tage if  we  can  get  the  political  question 
put  before  Irish  public  opinion  quite 
free  from  the  agrarian  complication. 
One  great  difference  between  us  and 
Unionists  is  this— that  Home  Rulers 
believe  that  if  you  settled  the  land 
question  absolutely  to-morrow  there 
would  still  remain  the  demand  for  Home 
Rule.  On  the  other  hand,  Unionists 
seem  to  think  that  if  we  could  only 
settle  the  land  question  we  should  get 
rid  of  political  difficulty  in  Ireland, 
Home  Rulers  do  not  believe  that,  and  I, 
for  one,  wish  to  see  the  point  put  to  the 
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test ;  and  I  am,  therefore,  willing  to 
support  anj  well-considered  effort  on 
the  part  of  Unionists  to  piit  an  end  to 
the  Jand  difficulty  in  Ireland,  and  I  am 
willmg  to  abide  by  the  resolt  as  it  affects 
the  political  movement  It  will  be  said 
that  this  Bill  is  capable  of  improvement, 
and  that  I  ought  not  to  take  so  strong 
a  step  as  to  vote  against  my  Party  ;  but 
those  who  are  in  favour  of  land  pnr- 
chase  have  no  choice  in  the  matter.  A 
lai^e  section  of  the  Liberal  Party  have 
done  their  beat  to  put  it  beyond  all 
doubt  that  tho  Liberal  Party  will  never 
support  a  policy  of  land  purchase  for 
Ireland  ;  they  have  done  their  best  to 
make  that  policy  for  ever  impossible. 
Atallcvents^  they  have  told  the  country 
it  ought  never  to  be  done  by  British 
credit,  and  how  will  they  do  it  without, 
if  the  terms  offered  are  to  be  as  favour- 
able as  now  ?  What  alternative  remains 
if  tliere  is  no  chance  of  a  Land  Purchase 
Bill  being  passed  by  the  Libemls  if  they 
come  into  power?  The  alternative 
seems  to  be  this :  Assumincj^  this  Bill 
to  have  merits  that  are  worth  voting 
for,  it  is  to  vote  against  this  Bill,  and  by 
80  doing  obtain  whatever  credit  is  to  be 
gained  for  having  resisted  a  measure 
which  is  not  popular  in  every  jjart  of 
the  country,  and  for  having  opposed  the 
Government,  and  then  to  go  for  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland,  feeling  that  all  diffi- 
culties have  been  removed  by  a  Unionist 
Grovemment,  and  that  it  was  these  very 
difficulties  the  removal  of  which  Home 
Kulera  had  opposed.  This  would  be  to 
obtain  all  the  benefits  of  a  land  purchase 
measure,  and  at  the  same  time  to  take 
credit  for  having  opposed  it.  1  will 
not  say  anything  about  that  course 
on  conscientious  grounds,  for  'I  have 
observed  in  politics  that  when  a 
man  begins  to  talk  about  his  conscience 
people  conclude  that  he  does  not  possess 
one.  The  course  I  have  described  is  one 
which  is  very  obvious,  but  it  is  one 
which  is  sure  to  be  found  out,  and  it  is 
one  which  will  be  resented  by  the  elec- 
tors when  it  is  found  out.  I  do  not 
belie vcb that  this  Bill  is  as  unpopular  as 
some  seem  to  think.  When  a  surgeon  is 
advancing  to  perform  a  painful  operation 
on  a  patient,  we  do  not  expect  him  to 
make  any  great  show  of  cheerfulness  and 
enthusiaiim,  and  land  purchase  is  not  a 
pleasant  operation  to  undertake.     Land 


purchase  in  Ireland  is  not  a  pleasant  sub* 
ject,  but  at  the  same  time  the  question 
is  one  it  is  necessary  to  take  into  consi- 
deration, and  I  believe  the*  country  will 
look  upon  it  from  that  point  of  view. 
Apart  from  the  €juestion  how  far  this 
particular  measure  is  unpopulur  through- 
out the  country,  tho  Opposition  have 
something  to  gain  by  showing  them- 
selves willing  to  support  it.  I  do  not 
think  that  many  by-elections  have  been 
won  by  anti-land  purchase  speeches, 
but  they  have  been  won  by  Home  Rule 
speeches,  and  the  two  things  are  not  the 
same.  There  are  still  doubtful  electors 
throughout  the  country,  and,  considering 
how  English  Parties  have  for  yeai*s  come 
under  the  suspicion  of  using  Irish  ques- 
tions for  Party  purposes,  the  Liln'raU 
have  more  to  gain  by  making  some  show 
of  courage,  firmness,  impartiality,  and 
disinterestedness  in  sup  porting  a  measure 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  even  when  it  comes  from  the 
other  side,  than  they  will  lose  by  risking 
the  loss  of  the  votes  of  a  few  timid  and 
selfish  taxpayers. 

♦(11.8.)  Mr,  MACARTNEY:  The 
opposition  to  this  Bill  should  not  be 
based  on  the  as^umption  that  it 
is  a  landlords'  measure  ;  no  one  can 
think  so  who  knows  the  reception  it  haaj 
met  with  in  Ireland  among  the  landlorda 
of  the  country.  The  landlords  have 
never  asked  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce it.  With  regard  to  the  objectioaj 
that  there  is  a  want  of  local  control  in 
the  pui*chase  department,  I  can  quite 
understand  tho  right  hon.  Members  for 
Mid  Lothian  and  West  Birmingham 
placing  great  value  upon  the  interference 
of  Local  Authorities  ;  but  if  the  Govern- 
ment want  to  hang  up  the  Bill  and  tOi 
make  it  inoperative,  they  will  give  effect* 
to  the  views  of  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men, because  I  am  perfectly  convinced 
there  would  be  no  possibih'ty  of  the 
measure  having'  any  operation  if  that 
had  to  depjend  upon  the  decision  of  a 
Local  Authority.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
if  the  Government  desire  to  make 
this  an  effective  measure  they  will 
resist  the  suggestions  that  have  come 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
Objection  has  been  taken  to  the  elimi- 
nation of  .the  20  years'  limit  of  purchase  ; 
but  that.  I  think,  has  been  answered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.    The 
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objection  last  year  came  from  both  sides. 
In  fact,  the  objections  made  last  Session, 
when  the  previous  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  were  not  directed  to  inflict 
injury  upon  the  tenant,  but  to  remove 
hardships  inflicted  on  the  landlords  by 
<3ertain  provisions,  and  the  removal 
of  the  limitation  in  no  way  inter- 
feres with  the  operative  value  of 
■the  scheme  of  land  purchase  for  the 
tenant.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that 
this  is  a  Bill  I  entirely  approve.  I  pre- 
sume that  there  are  very  few  landlords 
in  Ireland  who  would  approve  it  as  it  is 
now  drawn,  but  I  agree  with  many 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  in 
desiring  to  see  the  land  question  in 
Ireland  settled.  Recognising,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  have  given  an  ear 
to  the  complaints  which  have  come  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  they  have, 
as  far  as  they  could,  endeavoured  to  meet 
the  arguments  used  against  certain  por- 
tions of  the  measure  introduced  last 
year,  I  shall  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Rushcliffe  Division  of  Nottingham,  and 
shall  support  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  as  it  is  drafted,  and  as  it  has  been 
now  introduced  on  the  authority  of  the 
Government.  I  have  never  been  an 
enthusiastic  admirer  or  advocate  of  an 
extended  scheme  of  land  purchase  in 
Ireland,  but  I  should  not  like  to  take 
the  responsibility  at  the  present  time  of 
declining  to  support  a  measure  which 
has  been,  to  a  certain  extent,  re-cast, 
which  I  believe  to  be  as  good  a  measure 
as  can  be  produced  by  any  Government, 
and  especially  when  there  is  no  prospect 
of  any  measure  being  forthcoming  from 
the  Party  opposite. 

*(11.15.)  Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester) :  It  is  not 
my  intention  to  join  in  any  attempt 
to  talk  out  the  measure,  or  prevent 
a  Division  being  taken,  but  I  do  not  like 
to  give  a  silent  vote  agaiost  this  Land 
Purchase  Bill.  I  oppose  the  Bill,  first, 
because  I  was  one  of  those  who  at  the 
last  election  declared  against  the  land 
purchase  scheme  of  my  own  leader.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  hon.  Members,  of 
whom  I  see  several  opposite,  who  at  the 
election  placarded  the  walls  of  rail- 
way trucks  stating  the  number  of  tons 
of  gold  which  would  be  taken  out  of  the 
taxpayers'  pockets  by  a  land  purchase 
Mr,  Macartney 


scheme  and  given  to  Irish  landlords ;  but 
I  declared  against  using  British  credit  or 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  for 
the  purpose  of  buying  out  Irish  land- 
lords.    I  shall  vote  against  the  Bill  next 
on  the  principle  that  I  object  to  using 
public  money  for  private  good.     This 
Bill  will  benefit  a  certain  number  of 
landlords  (who  will  sell  their  estates  for 
more  than  they  could  get  in  the  open 
market),  and  also  will  benefit  a  certiin 
number  of   tenants    who   will   become 
landowners  through  the  use  of  British 
credit.    I  fail  to  see  that  a  tenant  has  any 
right  to  demand  from  the  Legislature 
more  than  two  things — first,  that  the 
conditions  of  tenure  on  which  he  holds 
his  land  shall  be  fair,   reasonable,  and 
just;    and,    secondly,    that    the    rent 
he  pays  shall  be  a  fair  rent.     This  is  a 
very  awkward  precedent  which  is  being 
set   up,   and    hon.   Gentlemen   opposite 
may  rest  assured  that  if  public  credit 
is  to  be  used  to-day  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  a  new  class  of  landlords  in  Ire- 
land, it  may  be  used  hereafter  when  it 
shall  be  sought  hereafter  to  dispossess 
landlords    in    Scotland,    England,    and 
Wales  !     But  while  putting  the  British 
Exchequer  in   this  most  invidious  posi- 
tion of  rent   collector  in   Ireland,   the 
Government  have  not  the   justification 
(though,  doubtless,  many  of  their  sup- 
porters  honestly  believe  they  have),  of 
baing  satisfied   that   this  measure  will 
tend  to  the  lasting  peace  and  content- 
ment of  the  country.     Forty-nine  years 
is  a  long  time  to  look  forward  to,  and 
probably  only  a  very  small  proportion  of 
tenants  who  purchase  will  carry  out  the 
bargain   they   have   made  ;    every  few 
years  a  certain  proportion  of  the  hold- 
ings will  change  hands — some  of  them 
w3l  change  hands  repeatedly  before  the 
redemption  is  complete.     I  therefore  fail 
to  see  that  this  Bill  will  do  anything  to 
bring  about  permanent  contentment  in 
Ireland.     At  the  most,  it  will  only  affect 
at  all  a  small  portion  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland,  while  it  will  leave  the  rest  more 
discontented  than  before.     It  is,  indeed, 
no  final  settlement.     My  last  objection 
is  that  the  Government  are  giving  the 
gigantic  bribe  of  a  large  sum  of  money 
to  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland.     They 
are  making  themselves  a  reputation  as 
a    Government    of    being    a    kind    of 
«*  universal  provider/*  because,  after  try- 
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inr^  t<j  endow  out  of  public  money  the 
property  of  the  brewers  and  the  public- 
house  holders,  they  have  culled  Parlia- 
raont  together  at  this  season  for  the  pur- 
pose of  rewarding  two  otlier  classes  of 
their  frienda.  The  Tithe  Bill  is  intended 
to  benefit  the  clerici^l  supporters  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill  is  intended  to  buy  out  at  enormous 
cost  Irish  landlords.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  know  that  the  sum  of  money 
that  the  landlords  will  get  under  this 
Bill  will  be  far  above  what  would  be 
got  by  them  in  the  open  market  on  the 
free  sale  of  their  proprty,  I  believe 
the  coDstituencieSj  who  declared  in  1886 
against  the  employment  of  Britisli 
money  for  such  a  purpose,  will  l:»e  foimd 
at  tlie  approaching  General  EUection  to 
adhere  to  that  declaration. 

(1L2L)  Mr.  PHDjIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid)  :  I  was  amused  at  the  way  in 
vhich  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  came  down  here 
to  bless  the  Govei-nraent.  Generally  from 
the  loyal  and  patriotic  class  there  coine 
complaints  that  the  landlords  would  be 
robbed  by  land  purchase  proposals,  but 
at  last,  apparently,  the  Government 
have  done  enough  to  please  their  sup- 
porters in  the  North  of  Ireland.  To 
meet  the  views  of  their  friends  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  the  Government  have 
removed  the  limitation  of  years*  pur- 
chase, and  thus  the  risk  to  the  British 
taxpayer  is  increased.  At  the  best 
it  is  very  doubtful  whether  the  money 
advanced  will  return  to  the  British 
Treasury,  and  I  have  not  yet  heard  any 
argument  show^ing  the  necessity  for  the 
Bill.  I  speak,  of  course,  of  the  Purcha^^e 
Clauses*  As  to  the  congested  districts 
part  of  the  Bill,  that,  I  understand,  deals 
with  Irish  Church  surplus  money,  in 
which  I  am  not  eoncemed  to  interfere, 
r  may  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the 
congested  district*  part  of  the  Bill  will 
have  any  far-reaching  effect.  That, 
however,  is  not  a  matter  a  British 
Member  need  go  out  of  his  way  to 
criticise.     But  I  do  not  think  this  part 


cannot  be  said  for  the  Purchase  Clauses. 
We  all  know  where  the  benefit  will  go. 
The  Conservative  Party,  after  four  years 
ago  denouncing  land  pnrcloase  for 
Ireland  in  unmeasured  termsjhave  intro- 
duced a  Land  Purchase  Bill  every  year 
since,  and  I  must  say  it  is  not  a  very 
creditable  thing  that  these  proposals 
emanate  from  the  Party  many  of 
whose  supporters  are  directly  interested. 
I  believe  that  under  the  Ashbourne  Act 
of  1888  £-1,500,000  of  the  purchase 
money  went  to  families  members  of  which 
have  seats  in  this  House.  I  have  no 
doubt  in  this  there  is  to  be  found  a 
reason  for  bringing  forward  this  Bill. 
We  are  within  a  measurable  distance  of 
a  dissolution,  the  position  of  affairs  is 
precarious,  and  the  Government  have 
resolved  that  before  they  run  the  risk  of 
leaving  Office  they  will  endeavour  to 
reward  their  Irish  friends.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite  have  praised  the  conduct  of 
Irish  landlords  ;  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
w^hen  he  introduced  this  Bill  told  u& 
that  Irish  landlords  had  not,  in  many 
cases,  made  improvements  on  the  land, 
or  put  up  cottages  for  lahourei-s,  and 
that  owing  to  political  agitation  the  Irish 
landlord  is  no  longer  in  a  position  to  per- 
form the  ordinary  social  duties  of  a  land- 
loi-d.  In  other  words,  the  landlords  do  not 
do  their  duty.  But  good  or  Imd,  at  any 
rate  the  Chief  Secretary  has  determined 
that  by  his  scheme  he  wil!  extirpate 
them  from  Ireland  as  far  as  he  possibly 
can.  Supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  say  this  legislation 
is  brought  forward  fop  the  settlement 
of  the  Irish  question^  but  everybody 
who  has  knowledge  of  the  operation  of 
the  Ashbourne  Act  kiiows  that  a  verv 
lar^e  number  of  the  holdings  piircha.S(  d 
under  the  Act  were  so  small  that  tenants 
could  not  live  from  the  farms  rent  free. 
The  purchase  of  these  small  holdinpfa 
cannot  have  the  effect  of  settling  the 
land  question,  because  the  people 
cannot  live  on  the  holdings.  They  would 
not  be  able  to  do  so,  even  if  they  were 
given  to  them  for  nothing.  In  speaking 
on  tfie  Irish  land  question,  it  is  a 
common  thing  Uy  refer  to  the  way  in 
which  Ireland  has  been  c^Derced  by 
absentee  landlords,  but  by  this  scheme 
of     legislation    you    nre    creating    tli^ 
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jfreatest  absentee  landloi'd  it  would  be 
possible  to  make.  This  money  which 
will  bi'  jiaid  in  the  form  of  rent  will  all 
go  out  of  the  country  to  London,  and 
you  will  have  a  complete  system  of 
absentee  landlordism.  The  economic 
effect  of  that  cannot  be  other  than  bad. 
[Crieti  of  **  Divide  !  *']  There  seems  to 
be  an  idea  amongst  lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  landlords  demand  some 
sort  of  special  consideration,  but  why 
should  landlords  receive  more  considera- 
tion than  other  people?  Recentlegislation, 
it  is  true,  has  broug^ht  down  their  rents, 
but  the  orig'inal  rents  were  unfair ;  there- 
fore I  fail  *o  see  why  the  landlords 
deserve  special  consideration.  We  have 
already  spent  £5,000,000  on  this  land 
parchase ;  we  are  told  that  another 
£33,000,000  will  be  required  under  this 
Bill,  and  it  is  an  open  secret  that  that  is 
not  all  that  will  be  required.  At  the  last 
General  Election  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  said  that 
£150,000,000  or  even  £200,000,000 
would  be  rctjuired.  [Cries  of  *^  Divide  !  "] 
I  must  say  this  anxiety  for  a  Division  is 
somewhat  excessive,  seeing  that  no  one 
can  say  that  the  business  of  Parliament 
has  been  obstructed  during  the  last  two 
or  three  days,  and  that  the  subject  we 
are  debating  is  the  expenditure  of 
£33,000,000-  We  consider,  having  regard 
to  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  introducing  the  Bill,  and 
taking  it  in  conjunction  with  the  speech 
the  right  hon.  Member  made  in  the 
early  part  of  this  year,  that  he  has  made 
•coufliderable  efforts  to  hedge  round  his 
plan  with  collateral  security.  If  I  riglitly 
remember,  in  the  spring  he  said  that  his 
sec ari ties  made  us  safe  against  every- 
thing  but  an  organised  repudiation  of  the 
payment.  But  is  such  a  repudiation 
impossible  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite 
never  tire  of  telling  us  of  the  illegal 
combinations  of  the  Irish  tenants,  and  it 
certainly  seems  to  me  that  it  will  be  much 
easier  for  the  tenants  in  Ireland  to  oom- 
bine  together  against  one  landlord  and 
one  estate  than  it  is  to  combine  against 
different  landlords  and  different  estates. 
When  the  peasantry  come  to  reflect  u\)on 
the  large  sums  of  money  which  w*ill 
have  to  be  paid  by  them — paid,  as  they 
will  say,  by  them  to  Englishmen — it  will 
he  a  very  easy  thing  for  an  agitator  to 
Mr,  rkilipps 


go  round  and  call  on  them  to  repudiate 
this  tribute  altogether— and  "tribute" 
was  the  word  used  by  the  right  bon. 
Me mbe r  for  We st  B ir mi ngha  ra .  \Cries  of 
**  Divide  !  **]  I  cannot  see  that  we  have 
any  strong  guarantee  from  anybody  that 
this  attempt  at  repudiation  will  not  be 
made.  We  have  had  no  Irish  Members 
getting  np  and  declaring  that  they 
approve  of  the  scheme,  and  will  accept 
it.  I  do  not  say  that  if  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers  accepted  it  I  should  be  in  favour  of 
it;  but  I  say  that  whatever  a  guarantee 
from  the  Irish  Members  might  be  worth, 
we  have  not  even  got  that.  Two  or  three 
Members  who  have  spoken  to-night  huve 
put  before  us  what  they  call  dilemmas — 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone. 
He  says  that  the  Bill  will  be  popular  in 
Irehind,  and  that  there  has  been  pressui'© 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Irish  Membei*8 
to  induce  them  to  vote  for  it 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  did  not  say 
that 

Mb.  PHIUPPS  :  He  said  something 
to  the  effect  that  the  Bill  was  popular 
amongst  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland. 

Mr,  T,  W.  RUSSELL :  The  Member 
for  East  Down  said  so.  I  spoke  for  the 
teimntry  of  Ulster. 

]^Ir.  PHILIPPS:  I  thongbt  the  hon. 
Member  was  speaking  for  the  whole 
tenantry  of  Ireland.  1  accept  his  cor- 
rection. At  any  rate,  another  hon. 
Member  opposite  said  that  all  classes  in 
Ireland  were  clamouring  for  the  Bill. 
Hon.  Members  were  candid,  especially 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who 
said  it  would  be  impossible  to  give  the 
localities  control  over  the  money.  He 
said  the  localities  would  refuse  to  accept 
the  responsibility,  and  that  the  Bill 
would  be  ruined.  He  was  candid,  and 
we  were  charmed  by  his  candour.  It  is 
too  much  tliat  hon.  Members  should  tell 
us  at  one  moment  that  this  Bill  is 
popular  with  every  body » and  at  the  same 
time  say,  *'  We  will  not  trust  the  localities 
with  any  veto  in  the  matter,  because  if 
we  did  they  would  veto  the  scheme  at 
once."''  As  to  the  safety  of  the  scheme 
one  thing   is  certain,  namely,   that    if 
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Ireland  liked  to  combine  against  the 
pajment  of  rent  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  for  the  Britisb  taxpayer  to 
•evict  the  whole  nation.  We  know  well 
enough  that  even  now  landlords  arouse 
a  certain  amount  of  public  opinion  when 
they  are  evicting  the  poor  tenants  even 
on  one  estate ;  and  every  one  will  admit 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Britiah  Executive  to  evict  the  whole 
peasantry  of  Ireland  if  they  chose  to 
combine  against  this  scheme.  Even  if 
we  turned  these  poor  people  out  of  their 
holdings  we  know  from  the  hon,  and 
gallant  Member  opposite  (Colonel 
Saundcrson)  that  "evicted  farms  do 
not  let  very  readily."  I  am  glad 
the  hou.  Member  for  Northampton 
gave  us  his  opinion  as  to  how  this 
question  ought  to  be  settled ;  because  I 
take  it  that  very  few  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  who  are  in  favour  of  the 
House  dealing  with  the  question  of  land 
purchase  are  in  favour  of  this  BllL 
Judging  from  the  speeches  of  Liberal 
Members,  it  is  clear  that  they  are  becom- 
ing every  day  more  gtrongly  opposed  to 
any  further  guarantee  by  the  British 
taxpayer.  Then  what  I,  for  one,  wish  to 
see  is  that  this  question  should  be  left  to 
the  Irish  people  in  an  Irish  Parliament 
to  settle.  That  is  what  Home  Rule 
means  to  a  great  many  people.  I  am 
sure  I  can  speak  for  m}^  own  conati- 
tueney.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  I  come 
from  a  bye-election,  having  been  re- 
turned more  recently  than  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  ;  and  I  can  assure  tlie 
House  that  my  constituents  look  forward 
to  decentralization  not  only  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Scotland,  and  they  think  that  one 
of  the  most  essential  powers  of  any 
Home  Hule  Parliament  should  bo  the 
control  of  the  land  system  of  its 
<5ountry.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Irish 
would  be  very  unwise  if  they  accepted 
a  Land  Purchase  Bill  of  this  kind,  be- 
<!Ause  whatever  advantage  the  Irish 
tenant  may  get  from  buying  his  land 
now  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  tendency 
of  the  value  of  lend  in  Ireland  is  down- 
wards, and  that  if  the  tenant  will  wait  a 


few  years  he  will  get  his  rent  reduced. 

He  Avill,  at  any  rate,  be  able  to  buy  his 
land  under  a  Home  Rule  Parliament  at 
a  great  many  years  less  purchase  than  he 
will  have  to  pay  to-day,  and  the  Irish 
Executive  will  have  the  advantage  of 
having  the  whole  rent  roll  of  the 
country  as  a  basis  of  taxation.  The 
tendency  of  the  legislation  of  hoo» 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  to  make  endless 
calls  upon  the  public  purse — as  we  saw 
last  Session  in  their  proposal  for  the 
compensation  of  the  publicans,  and  as 
we  see  this  Session  in  their  proposals  for 
tithe  redemption  and  Irish  land  pur- 
chase, I  do  not  say  that  the  money  they 
spend  is  always  wasted.  It  was  not 
wasted  in  the  case  of  the  Bill  passed  in 
the  early  part  of  the  year  for  the  housing 
of  the  poor.  When  one  sees  how  the 
public  expenditure  is  being  increased, 
and  how  local  debts  are  being  increased, 
and  how  they  are  sure  to  be  increased  by 
useful  legislation  like  that  relating  to 
the  housing  of  the  poor — I  gay  that 
when  we  see  this  tendency  towards  the 
expenditure  of  public  money  going  on 
increasing,  and  when  we  see  it  proposedJ 
to  spend  the  money  in  a  fresh  manner 
every  Session,  it  is  a  most  serious  thing. 
It  isnotas  if  T^e  were  payingoff  largo  sums 
of  debt  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  the 
platform  speeches  are  continually  boast-' 
ing  of  having  paid  off  large  sums  of 
public  debt;  but  it  is  within  the  memory 
of  some  of  us  that  we  are  still,  under 
the  scheme  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  reducing  the  Debt  by 
£500,000  less  per  annum  than  was  the^ 
ca«e  in  the  last  Administration.  You 
must  remember  that  it  is  not  possible 
for  this  country  to  borrow  unlimited] 
suras  of  money^that  the  amount  people 
will  lend  at  2 J  per  cent,  is  limited. . 
Whether  the  Debt  is  large  or  small,  thfl 
credit  of  this  cotmtry  is  the  jK»ssession  <  ' 
all  itsi  people.  Speaking  as  a  Scotcli| 
Member— [CHc»  of  *'  Oh  !  "]— I  do  not 
pretend  to  speak  for  Scotland,  but  surely 
I  may  speak  for  my  own  constituents  ;  I 
represent  a  very  poor  industrial  com- 
munity, and,  speaking  for  the  people 
there,  I  say  that  if  the  State  is  going  to 
use  its  credit  at  all,  it  should  be  used 
for  the  benefit  of  the  }ioor  people  of 
Scotland  just  as  much  as  for  the  benefit 
of  the  landlords  in  Ireland,  It  is  a  veiy 
serious     thing    that    the    Government 
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lire  proposing  these  extravagant  plans 
for  dealing  with  many  millions  of  public 
money;  aud  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  tax- 
[jftycrs,  in  the  interest  of  the  poor  people, 
to  whom  I  should  like  to  see  this  money 
voted,  that  I  oppose  the  proposal,  as  I 
sliali  oppose  any  proposal  of  land  pur- 
chase, whether  brought  forward  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  or  by  gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Front  Bench  on  this  side 
of  the  House. 

(1L52.)  Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  : 
I  l>eg  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debfkte. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjt>urned/* — 
{Mr.  Siaret/,) 

*Tm:  FIRST  LORD  of  the  THE  A- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  think,  Sir,  it  is 
tfte  general  desire  of  the  House  to 
bring  this  Debate  to  a  conclusion  to- 
night. If  there  is  a  wish  on  the  part 
of  any  considerable  number  of  hoiu 
Gentlemen  to  continue  the  discussion  I 
shall  not  oppose  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment  ;  but  from  infoimation  that  has 
reached  me  I  am  led  to  believe  that  it 
will  be  for  the  general  convenience  to 
dose  the  Debate  to-night.  If  it  is  the 
opinion  of  hon.  and  right  lion. 
Qeiitlemen  opposite  that  it  will  be  to  the 
iid vantage  of  the  question  that  the 
Debate  shall  be  prolonged  I  will  not 
oppose  the  adjournment,  but  will  sub- 
mit  to  the  convenience  of  the  House. 

(11.53.)  Sir  W,  HARCOURT 
(Derby)  :  I  feel  tlmt  it  would  be 
hardly  decent  to  limit  to  one  night 
the  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
a  Bill  of  this  magnitude,  which  in- 
volves such  enormous  interests^  as  long 
MS  there  are  gentlemen  who  desire  to 
prolong  it. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  certainly  sliall 
not  object  if  there  is  a  general  desire  to 
take  a  serious  part  in  the  discussion. 
(11.54.)   Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

TITHE  RENT.CHARGE  RECOVERY 

bill-^;No.  no.) 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
An  hon.  Member:  Now,  Sir — — 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  understood 

that  a  pledge  was  given • 

Mb.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  To- 
morrow* 

J/7%  PhUipps 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT;  Mr.  Deputj 

Speaker 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER :  There  is 

no  Question  before  the  House.  The 
Order  hcing  called,  I  called  upon  the  hon. 
Member  in  whose  name  the  Instruction 
stood,  and  as  ho  did  not  respond,  no  one 
else  could  more  the  Instruction.  The 
Question  is  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

Order  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

TRANSFER  OF  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  113,) 
SECOND  READPN^a. 

(1K55.)  Motion  made,  and  Question, 
put,  *'Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
aecond  time." 

The  HottBe  divided  : — Ayes  224 ;  Noes 
73.— (Div.  List,  No.  5.) 

Bill  read  a  aecond  time* 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  com* 

mitted  on  Wednesday, 

(12.8.)  De.  CLARK  :  May  I  ask 
the  Government  whether,  seeing  that 
this  Bill  haa  only  been  delivered  to-day, 
they  will  not  consent  to  postpone  the 
next  stage,  so  that  hon.  Members  may 
have  time  to  propose  Instructions  for  the 
purpose  of  modifying  the  measure]  I 
think  that  to  bring  in  a  Bill  like  this, 
and  attempt  to  rush  it  through  the 
House  without  a  word  of  explanation  in 
the  manner  proposed,  is  very  unfair. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  may  point 
«nit  that  if  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
in  the  House  when  I  introduced  the  Bill 
he  would  hfive  heard  a  very  adequate 
explanation  of  it  Everyone  who  ia 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  is  well  aware  that  the  measure  is 
one  that  ought  to  be  passed  with  as  little 
delay  o«  passible.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill 
which  puts  an  extra  6d.  of  taxation  on 
the  people.  However,  if  it  be  any  satis- 
faction to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  no 
objection  to  defer  the  Committee  stage 
until  Thursday, 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
Bill  be  committed  on  Thui-sday,"  pnt^ 
aud  agreed  to* 

House  ttdjounwd  ni  ten  mictiteft^ 
after  Twelve  o'clock* 
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H  0  U  S  P]    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  3rd  December ,  1890. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 

The  House  beini^  met,  the  Clerk  at 
tlie  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
tho  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  tbe 
Chair  as  Deputy  Spealcer,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 


HISTORICAL  MANasCR[PTS  COMMIS- 
SfON  (LIST  OF  REPORTS.) 

Address  for — 

''Return  of  complete  List,  with  dates  of 
issue,  of  the  Reports  of  the  Historical  Manu- 
scripts Commission,  and  of  the  Appendices 
thereto,  together  with  an  Alphabetical  Index 
of  the  Collections  examined  and  reported  on, 
giving  a  reference  to  the  Report  and  Appendix 
wherein  the  result  of  the  examination  may  be 
found."— (ifr.  Stuart- WortUy.) 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 

DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  111). 

SECOND   READING.        ADJOURNED     DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Question  [2nd 
December] >  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 
To  leave  cut  from  the  word  '*  Thnt"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  inas- 
much ai  the  Government  have  advised  the 
landlords  in  Ireland  to  combine,  strengthened 
their  already  exceptional  power  of  eviction, 
and  freely  placed  at  their  disposal  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  evict  for  the  non-pay- 
ment of  unjust  rents  large  numbers  of  those 
to  whose  toil  the  rental  value  of  their  holdings 
is  chiefly  due,  and  have  also  passed  and  ruth- 
lessly administered  a  law  of  exceptional  nature 
to  prevent  combination  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  and  whereas,  as  a  result  of  this  policy, 
equality  of  conditions  as  between  buyer  and 
seller  has  been  greatly  impaired,  and  the  land- 
lord's interest   1%  maintained   at   an  artificial 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [third  series.] 


value,  and  it  is  not  proposed  by  the  Bill  to 
invest  any  Irish  authority  with  a  control  over 
tho  transactions,  this  House  declines  to  pledge 
the  credit  of  the  country  to  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  as  being  alike  unsafe  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  and  unjust  to  the  Irish 
occupier,*' — [Mr.  John  Ellis,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tbe  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

\12.20.)  Mr.  CHANNING  (North- 
ampton, E.)  :  I  had  hardly  expected  to 
address  the  House  at  this  moment,  but  I 
understand  that  other  speeches  which 
would  have  preceded  mine  will  be  de- 
livered at  a  later  hour.  There  are  one 
or  two  considerations  which  1  wish  to 
lay  before  the  House  in  order  to  justify 
my  opposition  to  this  Bill,  especially 
after  the  spjeclies  delivered  yesterday  by 
my  hon. Friend  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
ton (Mr.  Haldane)  and  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northumberland  (Sir  E. 
Grey).  The  hon.  Member  for  Hadding- 
ton stands  alone,  I  think,  in  his  inter- 
pretation of  the  machinery  of  the  Bill, 
in  thinking  that  machinery  might 
easily  be  adapted  to  the  new  condition 
of  affairs,  if  Home  Rule  were  carried. 
He  stated  his  case  with  clearness  and 
moderation,  and  consideration  for  those 
who  do  not  agree  with  him.  But  I 
mast  say  that  the  spaech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Northumber- 
land gave  me  a  certain  amount  of 
pain.  He  had  a  perfect  right  to  express 
dissent  from  the  action  of  the  rest  of  his 
Party,  but  I  do  not  think  he  did  so  in  a 
manner  whicli  tended  to  create  con- 
fidence in  his  judgment  among  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House.  He 
said  that  the  views  expressed  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  merely  in  the 
interests  of  timid  and  selfish  taxpayers. 
He  added  that  the  Radicals  were  not 
sincere  in  their  opposition  to  the  Bill, 
and  that  secretly  they  wished  it  to  be 
carried  so  that  one  of  the  main  difficulties 
which  stand  in  the  way  of  Home  Rule 
may  be  removed.  I  demur  to  the  con- 
tentions of  both  of  my  hon.  Friends. 
The  question  goes  far  deeper.  We  are 
sent  here  to  protect  tho  pockets  of  the 
taxpayer,  and  if  he  is  subjected  to  any 
risk  or  danger  we  are  bound  to  protect 
him.  But  the  question  is  one  which 
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go3S  even  deeper  still  than  any  interest 
of  the  taxpayer.  We  oppose  the  Bill 
because  it  offends  against  the  economic 
iind  social  principles  which  lie  at  the 
root  of  the  reforms  which  we  wish  to 
see  carried  out  in  Ireland.  We  desire 
to  see  S3lf-governraent  estabh'shed  in 
Ireland,  but  we  think  that  the  Bill,  in 
the  form  in  which  it  is  drawn,  will  tend 
rather  to  })ostpone  than  to  promote  that 
object.  Both  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haddington  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northumberland  seem  tome  to  treat  the 
question  in  a  superficial  way.  They 
have  treated  the  Bill  as  if  it  were  an 
indispensable  preliminary  to  the  carrying 
out  of  any  measure  of  Home  Rule.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Haddington  contends 
that  it  is  the  merit  of  this  Bill  that 
it  will  place  the  substantial  Irish  tenants 
— the  men  with  some  capital — in  posses- 
sion of  their  farms,  whereas  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northumberland  is  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  will  affect  the  poorer  tenants, 
will  remove  the  discontent  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  so  lead  to  their  pacification. 
These  two  reasons  contradict  and  defeat 
each  other.  We  do  not  admit  that  land 
purchase  is  essential  to,  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland,  but  we  maintain  that  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  are  fraught  with 
social,  political,  and  economical  dangers. 
It  is  on  account  of  these  dangers 
that  we  believe  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  create  diflSculties  in  the  de- 
velopment of  self-government  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  final  solution  of  the 
land  question.  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  the  arguments  put  forth  last  year 
with  great  force  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  R. 
Churchill)  as  to  the  danger  of  making 
the  State  the  creditor,  or  the  universal 
landlord  of  all  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, have  received  an  answer;  or  the 
powerful  speech  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  in  1883  when  he 
brought  this  question  before  the  House, 
and  pointed  out  that  the  danger  was 
not  to  be  despised,  and  urged  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  provide  a  Local 
Authority  which  should  be  interested 
in  the  collection  of  the  rents.  Nor 
have  we  had  any  answer  to  the  con- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  in  1886,  when  he  pointed 
out  to  the  working  classes  of  this  country 
Mr,  Channing 


the  dangers  in  which  they  would  be 
involved  if  they  became  the  creditors  of 
the  Irish  tenants,  and  the  terrible 
position  in  which  they  would  be  placed 
if  they  had  to  carry  out  evictions  and 
to  enforce  payment  at  the  point 
of  the  bayonet.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rushcliffe  Division  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis) 
has  laid  before  the  House  evidence 
which  I  personally  regretted  to  hear,  be- 
cause I  am  not  sure  that  the  action  of 
some  of  these  Irish  tenants  can  be 
justified  in  finding  fault  with  the  instal- 
ments they  have  to  pay.  That  evidence 
creates  uncertainty  in  regard  to  the  future 
of  land  ralues  in  Ireland,  and  shows 
the  danger  of  social  disorder  and  dis- 
organisation in  Ireland  that  must  ensue 
if  the  debts  of  the  purchasing  tenants 
were  repudiated,  a  contingency  that 
would  not  be  unlikely.  But  I  will 
go  further.  I  am  not  afraid  of  the 
full  logical  results  of  Home  Rule, 
and  I  will  say  that  no  Home  Rule 
Parliament  would  be  worth  granting 
in  Ireland  unless  it  is  fit  to  discharge 
the  duty  which  we  Radicals,  at  any  rate, 
wish  to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  County 
Councils  and  Municipal  Authorities, 
namely,  of  dealing  in  an  equitable  way 
with  the  land  within  their  jurisdiction. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northumberland 
said  that  it  would  be  beneficial  if  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  were  brought  in  con- 
tact with  economic  facts,  and  made  to 
face  them.  That  has  been  our  contention 
from  the  first.  We  want  them  brought 
face  to  face  with  them,  and  made  to  see 
the  social  and  economic  facts  which  stand 
before  them.  But  I  say  the  same  for 
the  landlords.  They  should  be  made  to 
face  the  facts,  too,  and  it  would  be  doing 
them  no  kindness  if  we  created  a  false 
impression  in  their  minds  by  passing  a 
Bill  of  this  kind,  and  by  blinding  their 
eyes  to  those  economic  laws  which, 
sooner  or  later,  they  would  have  to  face. 
The  future  of  Ireland  depends  upon  the 
tranquillity  and  good  understanding 
between  different  classes,  and  this  can 
only  be  brought  about,  not  by  such  a 
measure  as  this,  but  by  a  full  recogni- 
tion of  facts  and  economic  laws. 
We  object  to  this  Bill  primarily  and 
finally,  too,  because  it  is  a  Compensation 
Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid)  made  a  strong 
speech  on  the  point  yesterday,  but  I  do 
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mot  think  he  was  quite  aware  how 
strong  a  case  he  might  have  jnade  out 
that  the  Bill  from  the  beginning  to  the 
end  is  a  Compensation  Bill.  What  hns 
been  the  origin  of  these  proposals  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  was  in  error  in  attributing 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  in  his  speech  in 
1883  the  argument  of  compensation  as 
a  justification  for  land  purchase,  but 
he  would  not  have  been  in  error  if 
lie  had  pointed  out  that  the  Motion 
•of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in 
the  previous  year  was  the  direct  out- 
<;ome  of  the  Report  of  the  Lords  Com- 
mittee on  the  working  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1881.  In  1882,  in  moving  for  the 
Committee,  Lord  Donoughmore,  after  re- 
ferring to  the  terrible  results  of  the  Act 
of  1881  upon  the  position  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  and  expressing  alarm  at  the 
70,000  originating  notices  under  the  Ac^ 
stated  that  they  wanted  the  Com- 
mittee in  order — 

**To  take  some  steps  to  check,  before  it  is 
quite  too  late,  that  'heavy  loss'  and  'ruin' 
which  the  Prime  Minister  himself  repudiated 
and  disavowed,  but  which  is  being. inflicted  day 
by  day  upon  an  admittedly  guiltless  class,  the 
landlords  of  Ireland." 

Let  me  turn  to  a  still  higher  authority, 
Lord  Cairns,  who  was  then  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland.  He  said,  in  the  same 
Debate — 

*'  The  Land  Commissioners  are  alienatini;  a 
portion  vary  in  j^  from  one  quarter  to  one- third 
of  the  ownership  of  laud  in  Ireland  from  those 
who  have  hitherto  held  it  to  those  who  have 
never  held  it  at  all.  .  .  .  The  Act  was  like 
the  infant  Hercules ;  it  had  taken  to  strangu- 
lation—but it  has  strangled  the  landlords 
instead  of  the  Land  League." 

We  have  here  the  clearest  proof  that  the 
real  motive  of  these  proposals  was  to 
obtain  compensation  for  Irish  landlords 
for  that  average  of  20  per  cent,  loss  in 
their  rents  which  they  had  sustained 
by  the  operation  of  the  Land  Courts 
in  Ireland.  After  this  House  had  com- 
mitted itself  not  only  to  the  original 
judicial  rents,  but  to  the  revision  of 
them,  it  would  be  an  outrage  upon  com- 
mon sense  to  deny  that  the  motive  and 
the  arguments  out  of  which  these  pro- 
posals sprung  were  not,  in  the  main,  the 
desire  to  secure  some  relief  and  some 
compensation  to  the  Irish  landlords 
for  their  losses  as  the  result  of  the 
legislation  affecting  the  position  of  rent. 
That  is  my  first  contention  against  this 


Bill.  My  other  contention  is  that  whe- 
ther it  is  a  compensation  Bill  or  not,  the 
price  to  be  paid  for  the  land — the  price 
for  which  the  British  taxpayer  is  to  con- 
tribute his  credit,  and  to  stand  a  certain 
amount  of  risk  in  the  future,  is  not  a 
fair  price  nor  is  it  to  be  assessed  in  a  fair 
manner.  How  is  this  assessment  of 
price  to  be  arrived  at  under  the  pro- 
posals of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ?  It 
is  to  be  left  to  freedom  of  contract. 
We  know  what  freedom  of  contract  in 
Ireland  has  been  in  the  past,  and  how 
persistently  and  effectively  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  strengthened 
the  hands  of  the  landlords  in  exercising 
what  they  call  freedom  of  contract. 
They  have  at  their  backs  a  force  of 
35,000  armed  men  ;  they  have  new 
machinery  of  law  creating  new  offences 
to  defeat  combination,  and  they  have 
been  able  to^reduce  anything  like  freedom 
of  contract  to  the  most  contemptible 
farce.  Now,  what  should  be  the  true 
basis  of  the  price  for  land  if  it  is  to 
be  bought  at  all  in  Ireland?  In  this 
very  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the 
Land  Act,  Mr.  George  Fottrell,  then 
solicitor  to  the  Irish  Land  Commission, 
said  in  his  evidence— 

'*  Both  parties  arrive  at  the  capital  or  pur- 
chase value  of  the  land  through  its  annual 
value,  so  that  until  the  annual  value  shall 
have  been  established,  they  have  not  got  a 
standard  by  which  they  are  likely  to  come  to 
a  bargain  for  the  sale  of  holdings." 

Going  further  back  than  Mr.  Fottrell, 
there  was  the  Commission,  presided  over 
by  Lord  Devon,  which  came  to  distinct 
conclusions  on  this  point,  and  nothing 
can  be  more  pregnant  of  wisdom  than 
the  words  of  that  Conservative  Peer 
when  he  said  that  the  fundamental 
problem  to  be  solved  in  Ireland  was — 

*'  To  draw  a  distinct  line  between  what  was 
the  property  of  the  landlord  and  what  was  the 
property  of  the  tenant." 

My  contention  is  that  that  maxim 
laid  down  so  wisely  more  than  50 
years  ago  by  that  Conservative  states- 
man has  never  yet  been  carried  out. 
We  have  not  yet  arrived  at  a  real 
separation  of  what  is  the  property  of 
the  landlord  from  that  of  the  tenant. 
Mr.  Knipe,  one  of  the  Cowper  Com- 
mission, in  his  separate  Report,  said — 

*'  Advice  not  to  purchase  was  justifiable  under 
present'circumstances.      It  would  be  a  serioas 
U  2 
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matter  if  tenants  were  compelled  to  purchase 
upon  the  basis  of  judicial  rents  fixed  prior  to 
January-,  1886,  or  that  they  should  involve 
themselves  in  all  the  consequences  and  respon- 
sibilities of  ownership  before  rents  have  been 
readjusted,  so  as  not  only  to  meet  the  fall  in 
prices,  but  also  to  exclude  from  the  rent  the 
value  of  the  tenant's  interest  and  improvements. 
I  am  anxieus  to  see  dual  ownership  abolished, 
but  purchase  on  any  large  scale  can  only  follow 
the  revision  and  reduction  of  rents." 

That  is  the  opinion  of  a  man  of  practical 
experience  in  regard  to  land  matters  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  who  up  to  that  time, 
at  any  rate,  was  a  warm  supporter  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
will  refer  to  only  one  more  statement, 
which  I  think  will  be  held  to  be  one  of 
weight  and  force  in  support  of  my  con- 
tention that  the  rents  of  Ireland  are  not 
nearly  fair,  and  that  until  they  are  any 
scheme  of  land  purchase  which  enables 
the  landlords  to  bargain  on  the  basis  of 
so  many  years*  purchase  of  a  rent  which 
is  confessedly  unjust,  can  only  result  in 
social  confusion  and  economic  discom- 
fiture. There  was  a  Memorandum 
appended  to  the  Cowper  Commission, 
signed  by  the  Bishop  of  Elphin  and 
other  bishops  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  I  will  not  read  it,  because  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  others  must  know  it 
by  heart.  It  put  forward  in  the  most 
moderate  terms  the  contention  I  am  now 
insisting  upon,  that  the  rents  are  not 
fair,  and  that  they  do  include  a  portion 
of  the  tenants*  improvements  and  the 
tenants'  interest,  and  that  until  you  have 
righted  that  fundamental  wrong,  land 
purchase  will  always  remain  tainted  and 
full  of  danger.  We  know  what  happened 
in  this  House  in  regard  to  the  Healy 
clause  in  1881,  and  what  happened  in 
Ireland  in  the  decision  of  the  case  of 
**  Adams  v.  Dunseath,'*  which  practically 
placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  landlord  the 
tenants'  improvements  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other.  When  the  Healy 
clause  came  under  the  consideration  of 
this  House  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  urging 
the  restoration  of  the  clause  in  this 
House,  after  its  mutilation  by  the  Lords, 
said— 

"The  doctrine  accepted  at  the  time  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  was  that  the  tenants*  im- 
provements were  the  tenants'  own  property, 
and  he  would  not  admit  the  principle  that  the 
time  during  which  he  had  enjoyed  those  improv- 
ments  was  any  reason  of  their  passing  from 
him.'* 

Mr.  Channing 


That  is  the  basis  of  our  contention.     On 
the  decision  of  the  Courts  in  Ireland  these 
rents  have  remained  tainted  with  unfair- 
ness, and  do  involve  an  injustice  to  the 
tenants.    We  were  returned  to  the  House- 
of   Commons  as  persistent  opponents  of 
land    purchase   from    whatever   side  it 
came.     There  is  no  question  upon  which 
the  Liberal  Party  would  be  so  firm  and  so 
unanimous  as  the  question  upon  which  I 
am  now  addressing  the  House.     But  the 
Bill  of  1886  had,  at  least,these  two  great 
merits,  that  it  carried  out  what  the  First 
Lord  had  insisted  upon  in  1883,  thattha 
administration  of  land  purchase  in  Ireland, 
should  be  entrusted  to  authorities  locally 
responsible,  and  there  was  machinery  ia 
that  Bill  for  the  assessment  of  a  fair  price 
under  certaia  circumstances.     Then  the- 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member   for 
Mid  Lothian  in  his  Bill  deducted  fronk 
the   judicial   rent  20, per   cent,   on  the 
average    for    rates,    tithe     rentcharge,. 
repairs  and  other  outgoings  of  the  estate, 
but  in  the   estimate  laid  before  us  by 
the    Chief    Secretary    last  spring     the- 
deduction     made     in    this  respect  wa» 
only     7     per     cent.,     and     was    based 
entirely    upon    rates.      In    the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothiau 
you  had  20  per  cent,  reduction  for  every 
£100   of    judicial    rent,   while    in    the 
present  Bill  you  have  only  a  reduction 
of  7  per  cent.,  which  makes  a  difference 
of  £13  or  £14  in  the  £100  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  of  1886,  if  you  take  the  same 
number  of  years*  purchase.     I  denounce 
this   Bill  as  a  sham,  a  delusion,  and  a 
dishonest  settlement  of   the  land  qnes* 
tion.     I   denounce   it  as  a  Bill  for  the 
benefit  of  a  class.     And  I  denounce  it 
most   of    all  as  a   bribe  to   obtain  the 
consent  of    the    ignorant    peasants    of 
Ireland  to  a  robbery,  not  only  of  them- 
selves,  but  of    the    taxpayers    of    thia 
country.      The  hon.   Member  for  Had- 
dington   said    there     were    substantial 
farmers  in  Ireland.    Thank  Heaven  there 
are,  but  what   I   ask    is    whether  the 
credit  of  the  country  should  be  invoked 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
men  of  capital  and  substance  in  Ireland  ? 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  series  of  lettera 
upon  the  operation  of  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act  by   the  Tiniee  Commissioner.     He 
says — 

'*The  first  man  I  met  was  able  to  boast  of 
holding  farms  under  five  landlords,  *  some  good 
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and  iome  bad.*  lie  was  evidontly  a  vory  aub- 
BUntiul  farmer,  nnd  h;id  a  Ooe  lot  of  cattle.  His 
holdiug  un  the  Lane-Fox  property  wan  one  of 
740  acres,  tho  old  rent  of  which  had  bean  £155» 
reduced  ia  1883  to  £147,  and  his  annuity  will 
be  £102  per  Annum.  Another  man  had  formprly 
paid  £106,  but  this  had  been  reduced  to  £92, 
and  he  will  now  have  to  pay  £60  a  year  for  49 
vearB,  which  he  conaidered  *  a  pretty  fair 
bargain.'  Oo«  of  the  next  hounea  waa  as  nice 
>and  well  kept  as  aoy  farmer's  place  in  England. 
There  waa  a  (UhelII  6ower  garden  in  front 
of  the  door«  and  the  kitchen  waa  aa  neat  as  if  it 
had  been  a  sitting* room/  A  set  of  old  pewter 
platf^a  and  diaheu,  well  polished,  were  ranged  on 
the  dretser,  and  there  waa  not  a  speck  of  dust 
to  be  Bteen.  Th©  parlour  was  carpeted  and  well 
furnish fd.  There  was  a  bowl  of  flowers  on  the 
table,  and  excellent  engravings  of  the  Queen 
and  Prince  Albert  hanging  on  the  walls,  'llie 
owner,  who  was  evidently  a  most  industrious 
And  thriving  man,  held  74  acres,  th«  old  rent 
of  which  had  been  £86  reduced  to  £80.  The 
value  WHS  £7S,  and  the  interest  on  his  purchase 
money  came  to  £6$  a  year.** 

There  are  dozens  of  gucli  cases  I  could 
-quote  from  this  volame,  bat  what  I  ask 
18,  ia  it  fair  that  in  &tich  cases  the  credit 
♦of  the  British  taxpayer  should  bo  invoked? 
I  am  quite  ready  to  apply  in  Ireland  the 
«anio  principles  as  are  applied  to  jiUot- 
-menta  in  England,  and  the  object  of  pro- 
'>^iding  allotments  is  to  benefit  those  who 
are  now  crushed  down  in  the  sociiil  scale 
and  who  need  the  help  of  the  G^jvern- 
ment  in  order  to  enable  them  to  obtain 
a  better  position.  That  is  one  side  of 
the  question.  We  know  that  the  Chief 
*Secretary  ha«  excluded  graziers  from  the 
Bill,  hut  he  has  not  attempted  to  exclude 
men  in  the  eoodition  so  graphically  de- 
•scribed  by  the  Times  correspondent- 
Let  me  turn  now  to  the  congested  dig- 
t riots,  and  I  say  at  on oe  I  am  heartily  in 
sympathy  with  the  motives  of  the 
♦Government  ;  but  I  do  not  think  they 
have  set  about  the  solution  of  the 
problem  fii  the  right  way:  I  do  not 
think  it  can  be  solved  by  the  action  of  a 
Board  in  Dublin.  I  challenge  the  con- 
gested district  part  of  tlio  Bill  on  two 
grounds.  In  the  first  place,  there  is  no 
real  Local  Authority  brought  in  to 
superintend  the  transfer,  and  in  the 
second  place,  the  necessity  I  have  in- 
sisted upon  of  a  fair  price  tells,  in 
regard  to  the  congested  districts,  with 
infinitely  greater  force*  Hon.  Members 
talk  glibly  of  so  many  years'  purchase  in 
the  cuagested  districts.  So  many  years* 
purchase  of  what  1  Why,  we  know  that 
Xhe  rent  in  these  congested  districta  con- 


sists not  only  of  the  landlord*s  reasonable 
share  in  the  pruduee  of  the  land,  but 
also  of  the  share  which,  backed  up  by 
the  forces  of  the  law  and  the  battering 
ram,  he  has  forcibly  embezzled  from 
earnings  of  harvesters  in  England,  the 
wiiges  of  housemaids  in  America,  and  the 
earnings  of  shepherd  hoy%  in  distant  parts 
o  f  I  re  Ian  d »  We  kno  w  t  he  ori  gi  n  of  these 
congested  districts.  Their  first  cause 
was  political.  The  landlords  found  it 
convenient  to  have  more  tenants,  because 
they  wanted  more  voters,  and  therefore 
they  divided  the  holdings.  The  next 
cause  was  the  use  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Irish  landlord  of  the  potato.  Sir 
James  Caird  said  that  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  landlords  has  been  based  upon  the 
dependence  of  the  Irish  people  upon 
the  potato,  and  there  was  an  article 
in  tlie  Times  at  the  time  of  the  great 
famine  upon  the  same  subject,  which 
said — 

"  It  is  one  of  the  means  by  which  the  land- 
lord exacts  a  rent  wholly  out  of  proportion > 
not  indeed  to  the  natural  wealth  of  the  soil, 
but  to  the  capital  inrested  upon  it.  In  a 
country  without  capital,  and  without  that 
security  for  life  and  for  property  which  capital 
requires,  the  uomforta  and  decencies  of  life  pull 
against  rent.  Could  the  Iri^h  live  on  the  topa 
of  their  potatoes,  they  could  then  give  the 
roots  to  their  landlords." 

The  Government  brought  in  a  very 
good  Bill  last  year — a  Bill  which  I 
took  great  pleasure  in  f supporting — the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill. 
The  principle  of  that  Bill  was  that  the 
owner  of  unhealthy  buildings  and  un- 
healthy areas  should  not  profit  by  his 
own  negligence.  Well,  let  the  principle 
of  that  Bill  be  applied  to  the  congested 
districts  in  Ireland.  The  landlords  who 
own  congested  districts  in  Ireland  should 
not  be  allowed  to  take  money  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer,  because 
of  their  impolicy,  indiscretion,  cruelty, 
injustice,  and  extortion.  But  the  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  making  these  men  con- 
tribute to  heal  the  festering  sores  which 
they  have  created,  are  going  to  hand 
over  to  them  the  remainder  of  the  Irish 
Fund,  the  last  asset  of  Ireland,  which  I 
contend  belongs  to  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
and  is  not  for  the  benefit  of  men 
who  deserve  no  con  side  nit  ion  from  the 
House,  for  in  the  development  of  a 
system  of  land  purchase — a  system 
which  will    enable    them   to  capitalise 
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their  extortion  from  the  tenants,  not 
only  of  the  results  of  the  produce  of 
their  holdings,  but  the  earnings  of  their 
friends  in  America.  There  is  another 
consideration  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
again  and  again  lost  sight  of.  It  is  this  : 
If  you  have  Home  Rule — and  Home 
Rule  you  will  have  ere  long — one  of  the 
important  results  will  be  that  you  will 
have  a  real  national  life  in  Ireland. 
[  Laughter.']  You  mock  at  Irish  national 
life,  but  Irish  national  life  may  laugh  at 
you  before  long.  You  will  have  this  result, 
that  there  will  be  a  development  of  in- 
dustries in  various  centres  of  Ireland, 
and  you  will  consequently  have  migration 
from  congested  districts  to  the  centres 
of  new  and  various  work.  You  will  cease 
then  to  have  competition  for  miserable 
holdings  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and, 
therefore,  the  value  of  the  land  there  will 
decrease.  You  have  no  sound  economic 
basis  on  which  to  rest  land  purchase,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  admitted 
as  much  two  years  ago,  when  the  second 
edition  of  the  Ashbourne  Act  was  be- 
fore the  House.  There  is  no  real 
security  or  value  in  the  land,  and  if 
Home  Rule  is  carried  out,  and  fresh  and 
various  industries  are  started,  you  will 
soon  be  brought  face  to  face  with  the 
bare  agricultural  value  of  the  land, 
which  is  practically  ni/,  and  you  will 
find  that  the  money  laid  out  upon  it  has 
been  lost  to  the  English  people.  Valu- 
able suggestions  have  been  made  by 
those  who  are  connected  with  the  Land 
Commission  in  Ireland.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  based  his  scheme  on 
the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Lynch  and  Mr. 
McCarthy,  but  he  has  not  carried  them 
out  in  that  spirit  and  scope  with  which 
they  were  laid  before  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners. I,  for  one,  as  a  Radical  in  this 
House,  am  ready  to  support  a  policy  of 
dealing  vigorously  with  these  congested 
districts,  and  I  am  not  disinclined  to  see 
the  Imperial  credit  applied  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor  people  of  these  congested 
districts.  But  what  we  must  look  to 
as  the  only  solution  of  the  question  is 
the  handing  over  to  the  Local  Autho- 
rity, under,  of  course,  Imperial  checks, 
power  to  acquire  the  whole  of  the 
estates  in  these  congested  districts, 
at  a  fair  pric3,  and  not  the  artificial 
price  which  coercion  and  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  have  enabled  the  land 
Mr.  Channing 


lords  to  place  upon  the  land.  Let  the 
Local  Authorities  acquire  the  land  at  a 
fair  price ;  let  them,  and  not  the  landlords^ 
administer  questions  of  bog  and  of  tur- 
bary. Let  the  land  be  municipalised  ; 
let  the  Local  Authorities  have  power 
to  buy  land  in  neighbouring  districts, 
and  to  transfer  such  of  the  popu- 
lation as  is  desirable,  in  order  to 
lighten  the  pressure  in  the  congested 
districts.  These  are  suggestions  which, 
of  course,  are  of  no  use  to  Her 
Majesty^  Government.  They  are  de- 
termined to  refuse  the  formation  of 
a  Local  Authority  for  this  purpose.  The 
Chief  Secretary  has  talked  about  a 
pl^iscite,  and  we  have  heard  the  fur- 
ther explanation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  that  a  Local  Authority 
is  undesirable,  because  they  are  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  the  land.  I 
should  think  that  is  just  the  very 
reason  why  they  should  have  the 
powers  which  I  suggest.  I  conclude 
by  protesting  against  this  Bill,  because 
in  its  inception  and  origin,  and  in  it& 
machinery,  it  is  a  Compensation  Bill^ 
and  because  it  carries  out  a  system  of 
land  purchase  which  involves  risk  to 
the  English  taxpayer,  without  ensur- 
ing at  all  to  the  Irish  tenant  a 
fair  rent  or  his  interest  in  his  hold* 
ing. 

♦(LIO.)  SiE  JOHN  COLOMB(Bow,. 
Tower  Hamlets) :  Sir,  the  Bill  before 
the  House  consists  of  two  parts.  One 
provides  for  a  continuation  of  the  policy 
already  adopted  by  Parliament,  and 
the  other  is  to  provide  for  something 
entirely  new,  and  that  is  the  practical 
remedies,  the  administrative  machinery,, 
and  the  money,  to  enable  an  effort  to  be 
made  for  the  amelioration  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  congested  districts.  I  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact, 
that  while  speakers  on  the  other  side 
have  been  going  up  and  down  the 
country  picturing  the  gaunt  figure  of 
famine  stalking  through  the  land, 
the  measure  providing  remedies  for  the 
difficulties  of  the  congested  districts 
has  been  delayed  by  an  hon.  Member 
moving  the  adjournment  last  night,  and 
who  does  not  even  take  the  ordinary 
course  of  continuing  the  Debfite  himself 
next  day.  And  the  burning  desire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Derby    for    further    discussion    i& 
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evinced  by  his  coming  in  after  the 
Debate  has  been  going  on  one  hoar  and 
a  half.  The  country  and  the  people  of 
Ireland  will  judge  them.  [Cheers.]  The 
Gentlemen  who  cheer  do  not  live  in 
Ireland.  I  repeat,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  will  recognise  who  are  desirous 
of  passing  measures  for  their  relief 
in  the  cong^ested  districts,  and  who 
desire  to  delay  them.  I  ventura  to 
think  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  would  never  have 
been  delivered  if  he  had  any  practical 
knowledge  of  Ireland.  Bat  there  was 
one  remarkable  passage  on  whijli  I  will 
touch.  He  said  that  he  was  certain  that 
the  question  of  the  congested  districts 
could  not  be  settled  by  a  Board  sitting 
in  Dublin.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
therefore,  concede  this — that  it  cannot  be 
settled  by  a  Parliament  sitting  in  Dublin. 
[Mr.  Channisq:  Why  not?]  I  leave 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  to  explain. 
Turning  now  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  House,  it  is  quite  obvious  that 
everything  has  been  stufEed  into  it  that 
may  give  risi  to  interminable  debate. 
It  makes  the  assertion  that  exceptional 
powers  of  eviction  have  been  given  to 
Irish  landlords.  I  challenge  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  establish  that 
assertion  by  reference  to  iActa.  If  a  com- 
parison is  made  between  the  powers  of 
the  landlords  in  London  and  those 
of  the  Irish  landlords,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  powers  of  the  latter  are  re- 
stricted and  restrained  in  a  way 
those  of  the  former  are  not.  Then  the 
Amendment  speaks  of  the  landlords'  in- 
terest being  maintained  at  an  artificial 
value.  What  is  the  meaning  of 
that?  Is  it  that  the  Land  Courts, 
created  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
are  keeping  up  the  value  of  the  land  in 
Ireland  at  an  artificial  standard?  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  judicial 
rents  are  fixed,  after  due  inquiry,  by 
those  Courts,  established  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone \  and 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt).  It  is  rather  strange 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  supporters 
of  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  con- 
demn the  machinery  which  they  created. 
Now,  the  Bill  before  the  House  is  a 
small  Bill  compared  with  the  proposal  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 


Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  1 886.  The 
amount  of  money  is  limited  by  financial 
considerations,  while  the  proposal  of  1886 
was  unlimited  as  re^^rds  financial  re- 
sponsibilities. We  kaow  that  tho  only 
limit  in  the  latter  proposal  was  that 
the  amount  of  money  to  be  provided 
by  the  British  taxpayer  wiis  to  be 
drawn  at  the  option  of  the  Irish  land- 
lord. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  in  introducing  the  Bill  of 
1886,  on  tie  16th  April,  said  it  was — 

*<To  undertake  not  a  partial,  tentative,  and 
timid  touching  of  the  land  question,  but  a 
serious  endeavour  to  settle  it." — (3  Hansard, 
Vol.  304,  p.  1780.) 

Again,  he  said  — 

**  The  object  of  this  Act  is  to  give  to  all  Irish 
landowners  the  option  of  being  bought  out  on 
the  terms  of  the  Act."— -;3  JiausnU,  Vol.  ZOi, 
p.  1794.) 

Again,  he  said — 

"  The  policy  is  a  policy  which  is  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  as  the  policy  of  giving  this 
option  to  all  Irish  landowners  as  regards  their 
rented  land."— (3  Hnmard,  Vol.  80i,  p.  1794.) 

Therefore,  I  do  not  think  I  over- 
state the  case  when  I  say  that  the 
financial  responsibilities  imposed  upon 
the  British  taxpayer  by  the  proposal 
of  1886  were  only  cojifincd  by  the 
discretion  of  the  Irish  landlords.  This 
Bill  only  provides  £33,000,000  for  con- 
verting tenants  into  owners ;  and  I 
think  it  may  be  well  to  remind  the 
House,  in  order  to  emphasise  the 
statement  respecting  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), that  the  annual  value  of  the 
land  in  Ireland  is  £U,OUO,000,  and 
the  aggregate  value  of  the  buildings 
£2,500,000.  Even  supposing  every 
house  was  built  by  tenants,  which 
it  is  not  the  case,  you  have 
£11,500,000  as  the  aggregate  value  of 
the  land  in  Ireland.  Therefore^  if  you 
multiply  that  by  so  many  years'  pur- 
chase, you  get,  under  the  proposal  of 
1886,  into  hundreds  of  millions  to  be 
saddled  on  the  British  taxpayer.  It  is 
important  to  remember  that.  But  why 
are  we  considering  the  question  of  land 
purchase  at  all  ?  It  is  because  the  land 
legislation  of  the  last  generation  has 
been  such  as  to  get  landlords  and 
tenants  in  Ireland  into  a  state  of 
confusion,  or  hodge-podge.  The  only 
way  out  of  the  diflBculty  is  to  create 
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new  owners.  That  is  admitted  on 
all  hands.  [Mr.  Caleb  Wright  :  No.] 
Well,  it  is  admitted  by  all  thinking 
persons.  I  would  like  to  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  controvert  the  state- 
ment, I  would  like  to  remind  them  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  in  his  cele- 
brated Kilmainham  letter,  used  these 
words — 

'*  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  dwell  upon  the 
enormous  adrantage  to  be  derived  from  the 
full  extension  of  the  Purchase  Clauses,  which 
now  seem  practically  to  have  been  adopted  by 
all  parties.'* 

["No!*']  If  Gentlemen  say  "No"  to 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  termination 
of  dual  ownership  in  Ireland,  then  their 
quarrel  lies  not  with  me,  but  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  I  say  that  this  Bill 
before  the  House  is  really  a  full  exten- 
sion of  the  purchasing  clauses,  restricted 
only  by  financial  considerations,  and 
the  necessary  securities  for  the  money 
advanced.  Turning  from  that,  I  agree 
entirely  with  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  said 
last  night,  that  this  Bill  is  not 
going  to  terminate  dual  ownership  in 
Ireland,  but  that  it  will  make  a  large 
impression  upon  the  present  unsatis- 
factory condition  of  things  arising  out  of 
dual  ownership  as  it  now  exists 
in  Ireland.  I  also  endorse  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that 
as  time  goes  on  it  will  be  found 
that  many  tenants  of  Ireland  will 
find  themselves  better  under  landlords 
than  under  the  Land  Commission. 
While  there  can  be  elasticity  in  relations 
between  the  landlords  and  their  tenants, 
there  can  be  no  such  elasticity  between 
the  tenants  and  the  Land  Commission. 
From  experience  I  can  entirely  endorse 
that  view.  1  have  said  to  tenants 
that  I  wondered  they  did  not  go  to 
the  Land  Commission  to  get  their 
rents  fixed,  and  they  have  replied  that, 
if  they  did  so,  they  would  have  to  pay 
to  the  day.  "Certainly.  Why  do 
you  not  purchase ;  perhaps  that  will 
meet  your  case?"  The  invariable 
answer  I  have  received  is — "  We  know 
we  can  squeeze  the  landlords  ;  we  cannot 
squeeze  the  Government."  That  is  an 
obvious  and  pmctical  way  of  looking 
at  the  matter.  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  do  not  believe  that  this  is  a  final  settle- 
ment of  the  Irish  question.  1  do  not 
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believe  there  is  any  legislative  solution 
for  the  difficulties  which  now  exist  in 
Ireland.  I  believe  these  difficulties  are 
too  deep  for  legislation  to  touch.  No 
Parliament  on  College  Green  could  do  it. 
The  Irish  question  can  only  be  settled 
by  the  lapse  of  time,  the  education 
of  the  people,  aud  improvement  of 
the  individual.  But  the  Government 
is  doing  what  is  right  in  endeavouring  to 
clear  away  obstacles  to  the  free  exercise 
of  liberty  and  to  strengthen  the  appre- 
ciation of  the  rights  of  property  in 
Ireland,  no  matter  to  what  class  they 
belong.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
local  control,  I  am  in  entire  sympathy 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham,  but  my 
practical  experience  teaches  me  that 
the  attitude  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
on  that  point  is  correct.  I  think  that  a 
provision  might  be  introduced  into  this 
Bill  in  a  direction  which  I  will  indicate. 
I  do  not  understand  whether  the 
labourers  who  hold  allotments  as  tenants 
of  Boards  of  Guardians  are  included  in 
the  Bill  or  not.  I  feel  it  very  important 
that  they  bhould  be  so  included.  I  do  not 
see  why  a  labourer  is  to  be  excluded 
simply  because  he  is  the  tenant  of  a 
Board  of  Guardians,  when  so-called 
farmers,  who  are  really'  labourers, 
are  included.  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  this  question  and 
include  those  labourers,  for  I  believe  in 
that  way  you  might  get  an  expression 
of  local  opinion  that  would  be  valuable 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Act.  Sup- 
posing we  made  the  operation  of  the  Act 
in  any  county  contingent  upon  the 
Unions  of  the  county  resolving  to 
include  their  own  tenants  occupying 
labourers'  cottages  and  allotments.  In 
that  way  local  authority  would  be 
invoked,  and  Boards  of  Guardians,  in 
selling  to  their  tenants,  would  not 
likely  sell  below  the  true  value.  I 
throw  out  the  hint.  I  ask  the  House 
to  note  how  very  badly  the  farmer 
often  treats  the  labourers  of  Ireland. 
I  have  often  had  to  interfere  between 
tenants  and  labourers  in  order  to  get 
even  the  commonest  justice  done  to  the 
labourers  by  the  so-called  farmer,  and, 
knowing  what  I  do  of  the  labouring 
population  of  Ireland,  I  say  that  I  have 
a  higher  opinion  of  them  than  I 
have   of  the  farmers  in  respect  of  their 
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capaoitj  for  work.  I  entreat  the  Chief 
Secretfirj  t<>  k)ok  into  the  question,  and 
to  see  whether  it  is  not  possible  to  ex- 
tend the  operation  of  thia  Bill  to 
labourers  who,  under  the  Labourers*  Act, 
are  tenants  of  Boards  of  Guardians.  The 
tittitude  of  farmers  sitting  on  Boards 
of  Guardians  fcowarda  thera  is  illus- 
trated by  8Dme thing"  which  appeareti 
on  the  8th  of  November  last  in 
the  or^u  of  the  evicted  Tipperary 
tenantii,  called  J^ew  Tipperary,  In  this 
paper,  under  the  head-lino  "  Tipf>erary 
Union/*  is  the  description  of  the  case  of 
n  labourer  who»  having  been  evicted  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  had  re-entered 
and  taken  forcible  possession.  The 
article  says — 

"  At  a  meeting  of  ehe  Tipperary  Board  o* 
Guardians  the  collector  of  rent*  rpported  that 
A  litbourer  nauie^  By  an  who  hud  been  eriuted 
at  a  coat  of  £G  had  a^aia  taken  posseBeion  of 
the  cottage.  Tht*  Clerk  to  the  Board  laid  th'it 
the  Guardians  iihould  take  action  to  preveut 
the  repetition  of  such  conduct.  Some  Guardians 
acquiesced,  obseninff  that  if  this  were  tolerated 
lalwurerg  would  do  what  they  liked,  while 
other  Guardians  were  iudisposed  to  prosecute, 
and  advocated  a  reduction  in  the  reots  ot 
the  labourers.  Ultimately  it  was  decided  to 
prosecuLe  Hyaa  for  rtf-takin^  posaessioo/^ 

Thus  an  organ  ran  in  the  interest  of 
evicted  farm  tenants  who  did  not  choose 
to  pay  rent,  although  they  vrere  able  to 
do  so,  dec  hired  that  a  labonrer^s 
attempt  [to  follow  their  example  thus 
set  must  not  be  tolerated.  I 
think  that  by  calling"  in  a  Local 
Authority  it  would  soon  bo  discovered 
that  tenants  who  represented  ratepayers 
on  Boards  of  Guardians  would  take  a  view 
of  the  value  of  land  in  the  case  of  the 
labourers  different  from  that  which  they 
have  taken  in  their  own  case. 

Mr,  PINKERTON  (Galway) ;  How 
many  ex  officio  Guardians  attended  at 
that  meeting  quoted  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  i' 

♦Sir  J.  COLOMB:  I  have  read  an 
extract  from  Ketv  Tipperary,  and  I 
have  yet  to  learn  that  there  are  ex 
officia  leading  article  writers  on  the 
staff  of  either  that  organ  or  of 
Untied  Ireland,  Our  object  ought  to 
be  to  substitute  a  healthy  opinion  for  that 
which  has  been  produced  by  a  falsely  got 
up  agitation.  1  am  sorry  to  detain  the 
House,  but  I  wish  to  explain  that  1 
regard  the  congested  districts  clauses  as 
ihe  most  important  part  of  this  BilL 


Having  lived  long  in  a  congested  district 
1  thank  the  Government  for  approaching 
this  part  of  the  question  from  a  rational, 
common-sense,  practical  i*oint  of  view. 
That  has  never  before  been  done,  and 
the  state  of  things  in  these  districts 
have  usually  been  used  as  a  lever 
to  secure  the  reduction  of  rents  of 
men  occupying  large  tracts  of  splendid 
land  in  the  Golden  Vale  of  Tip- 
perary.  It  is  sometimes  said  that  in 
these  congested  districts  a  large  portion 
of  the  land  has  no  real  value  as  rent  pro- 
ducing land.  If  that  assertion  he 
limited  to  agricultural  land  it  is,  no  doubt, 
true  that  it  has  little  or  no  economic 
value,  but  I  say  that  the  mountains  and 
bogs  have  an  economic  value  if  it  is  only 
called  out  by  wise  legislation.  A  great 
portion  of  the  congested  district-s  is  not 
adapted  to  ordinary  agricultural  purposes. 
In  some  districts  there  are  tenants 
who  are  endeavouring  to  utilise  large 
areas  of  mountain  land  as  dairy  farms 
that  are  fit  only  for  sheep  walks. 
All  this  land  would  be  of  great  economic 
value  if  it  were  applied  to  the  purpose 
for  which  Nature  evidently  intended  it 
— ^say,  for  the  growth  of  timber ;  but 
such  a  use  of  it  is  absolutely  incom- 
patible with  the  conditions  of  the  Land 
Act.  There  may  he  quarries^  mines, 
fisheries*  and  grettt  capabilities  for  sport. 
As  far  aa  I  can  make  cmt  this  Bill 
makes  over  to  tenant  purchasers  rights 
for  which  as  tenant  they  have  never 
paid.  For  instance,  take  the  ordinary 
condition  of  things  in  a  congested 
district.  You  have  the  low-lying  land 
let  in  small  patches  to  tenants  who  have 
besides  in  common  enormous  mountain 
runs ;  but  rights  of  timber,  of  mines, 
minerals,  and  sport  are  all  reserved  to 
the  landlords.  They  are  specially  ex- 
cluded in  judicial  rents,  and  yet  they 
are  to  be  transferred  to  purchasers* 
These  rights  are  valuable,  and  they 
ought  not  to  be  thrown  in  as  a 
make- weight.  They  are  in  a  bcnse  na- 
tional property.  I  will  explain  what 
I  mean  by  that.  Everything  that 
goes  to  create  wealth  is  national  pro- 
perty ;  the  nation  may  distribute  it 
among  individuals  in  privato  owner- 
ship ;  nevertbekss  it  is  national  pro- 
perty in  the  sense  in  which  I  use 
the  term.  There  ought  to  be  some 
arrangement  made  by  which  when  the 
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landlord  sells  the  tenant  shall  have  the 
option  of  purchasing,  at  so  manj  years' 
purchase  on  a  valuation,  rights  of 
timber,  fishing,  sporting,  and  mining ; 
and  if  he  does  not  so  purchase,  and  the 
landlord  who  sells  does  not  care  to  reserve 
for  his  own  use  these  rights,  I  would 
have  the  rights  made  over  to  the  Local 
Authority,  the  Local  Authority  paying 
the  valuation  to  the  landlord,  which 
the  tenant  refused  to  pay.  To  that 
I  attach  considerable  importance,  be- 
cause I  say  it  is  essential  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  congested  districts  that  in- 
telligence and  knowledge  of  the  outside 
world  should  not  be  entirely  driven 
away,  as  they  will  be  if  rights  and 
enjoyments  which  have  hitherto  been 
preserved  to  landlords  are  bartered 
away  to  the  purchasing  tenants  for 
.  nothing  at  all.  I  therefore  trust  that 
these  two  points  will  attract  the  at- 
tention of  the  Irish  Government,  i.e., 
first  the  inclusion  in  the  Act  of  labourers 
who  are  tenants  under  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, and  secondly,  the  invoking  the  aid 
of  the  Local  Authority  in  securing  that 
the  land,  especially  in  the  congested 
districts,  is  put  to  its  natural  uses. 
Whilst  admitting  that  the  Bill  will 
not  produce  a  final  settlement  in  Ire- 
land, I  am  thankful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  having  introduced  it, 
because  I  know  there  are  many  tenants 
who  are  looking  forward  anxiously  for 
the  passing  of  it;  and  the  benefits  of 
its  operation,  I  believe,  will  extend  to 
the  people  of  this  country. 

(1.44.)  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby)  :  1  had  no  intention  of  trespas- 
sing on  the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
should  not  have  done  so  had  not  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  pointedly  attacked 
me  for  saying  a  word  last  night  in 
favour  of  the  Adjournment  of  the  De- 
bate. I  only  spoke  then  from  the 
knowledge  I  had  that  there  were  several 
Gentlemen  who  desired  to  speak  on  the 
subject.  Of  all  the  instances  of  human 
depravity,  can  any  compare  with  hostile 
criticism  on  the  Adjournment  of  the  De- 
bate coming  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  who  wished  to  deliver  the  care- 
fully prepared  and  valuable  speech 
to  which  we  have  listened  with  the 
greatest  interest  ?  If  I  have  in  any 
manner  contributed  to  providing  an 
opportunity  for  the  delivery  of  that 
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speech,  I  ought  to  receive  thanks,  if 
not  from  the  hon.  Member,  at  all 
events  from  the  House  itself.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  spoke 
with  great  personal  knowledge  on 
the  subject,  and  I  listened  to  his 
speech  with  great  interest  and,  I  may 
add,  with  considerable  instruction.  I 
only  wish  his  own  leaders  had  been  pre- 
sent to  see  the  illumination  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  is  capable  of  throwing 
upon  the  subject.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  upon  due  consideration  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  will  think  more 
charitably  of  what  I  did  last  night.  I 
do  not  desire  to  detain  the  House,  but  I 
think  the  su^estion  that  I  and  others 
have  sought  to  pursue  the  arts  of  obstruc- 
tion is  very  ill  founded  on  the  course 
which  has  been  adopted  to-day,  and,  as  I 
never  refuse  a  challenge  coming  from  an 
adequate  quarter,  I  could  not  ignore  that 
thrown  out  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  If  1  attempted  to  go  into  the 
subject  under  discussion  at  the  present 
time,  all  I  could  say  is  that  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
when  he  observes  that  all  thinking  men 
are  against  dual  ownership,  because  a 
stronger  argument  for  dual  ownership 
has  never  been  delivered  than  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  himself , 
and  I  consider  him  a  thinking  man.  He 
told  the  House  the  tenants  do  not  want 
to  do  away  with  dual  ownership  ;  and 
some  months  ago  there  was  a  very 
strong  letter  from  the  Marquess  of 
Waterford,  who  may  be  considered  a 
thinking  gentleman  I  suppose,  and  he 
said  the  best  and  most  successful  land 
tenure  in  Ireland  was  the  old  Ulster 
custom,  which  is  pure  dual  ownership, 
and  which  existed  long  before  the  Act 
of  1870  and  other  Acts.  Then  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh  has 
strongly  expressed  himself  to  the  same 
efEect,  and  therefore  again  I  hope  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  modify 
his  view  with  reference  to  the  opinion  of 
thinking  men  on  the  subject  of  dual 
ownership.  Another  point  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man which  I  listened  to  with  some 
astonishment  was  his  pronouncement  on' 
the  Conservative  doctrine  of  land 
nationalisation.  That  was  worth  hearing, 
and  will  afford  food  for  reflection  for  idl 
thinking  men,  because  he  holds  that  that 
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which  the  tenant  has  no  right  to  is  the 
property  of  the  nation.  It  is  held  by 
some  eminent  writers  that  all  pro- 
perty is  the  property  of  the  nation, 
but  that  is  an  important  question 
on  which  I  will  not  now  enter,  and 
the  treatment  of  which  depends  not 
a  little  on  its  special  application.  I  am 
not  going  into  the  very  large  matters 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
thought  fit  to  introduce  into  the  Debate  ; 
I  only  rose  to  explain  my  interposition 
last  night,  which,  if  it  has  had  no  other 
fruit,  has  produced  the  speech  of  the 
lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman. 

(1.48.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way, 
N.) :  I  do  not  presume  or  pretend  to  repre- 
sent the  Irish  Members  in  the  few  words 
I  am  about  to  address  to  the  House.  I 
only  rise  to  point  out  a  notable  omission 
in  the  Bill.  Now,  in  the  congested 
districts  part  of  the  Bill  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  provision  for  adding  to  the 
holdings  of  tenants.  It  is  not  a  suffi- 
cient provision,  in  my  opinion,  but  it 
might  be  readily  re-modelled  in  Com- 
mittee so  as  to  make  it  work  satisfac- 
torily. By  a  short  Act  of  Parliament, 
which  was  recently  passed  at  my  in- 
stigation, the  Land*  Commission  had 
power  under  certain  peculiar  circum- 
stances to  allow  the  tenants  to  purchase 
land  in  addition  to  their  actual  holdings, 
and  that  Act  has  received  the  highest 
commendation  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, and  has  worked  most  ad- 
vantageously in  the  few  cases  in  which 
it  has  been  applied.  As  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  a  very  large  Bill,  I 
want  the  Government  to  deal  with  this 
matter  on  a  more  extended  scale. 
What  is  the  use  of  allowing  a  man  to 
purchase  three  acres  of  land?  It  is  not 
sufficient  for  the  necessities  of  a  family.  < 
If  a  man  has  half  an  acre  of  land  he  < 
becomes  a  labourer  or  a  carter ;  if  he 
has  10  or  12  acres  he  can  live  on  his 
holding  and  be  a  farmer.  But  with 
three  acres  of  land  he  is  neither  one 
thing  nor  the  other,  and  he  consequently 
drifts  into  poverty.  I  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  into  their  Bill  a  provision 
by  which  these  tenants  may  increase 
their  holdings.  Such  a  provision  would 
be  very  beneficial  to  the  landlords  and 
would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage  to  a 
large  number  of  tenants.  By  enabling 
the  small  tenants  thus  to  increase  their 


holdings  the  Government  would  satisfy 
the  cravings  of  the  western  portion  of 
the  country  more  than  by  any  other  pro- 
vision contained  in  the  Bill.  I  desire 
also  to  see  some  definition  in  the  Bill  of 
what  is  a  congested  district,  because  we 
want  elasticity  in  dealing  with  those  dis- 
tricts. There  are  portions  of  Connemara 
which  are  less  under  the  influence  of  the 
congestion  than  parts  of  richer  counties* 
There  are  districts  where  the  holdings 
are  large  and  the  people  able  to  live  on 
them  ;  but  on  the  other  hand  in  Galway^ 
although  the  population  generally  may 
be  sparse  in  particular  districts,  the 
people  are  crowded  together,  and  the 
holdings  are  too  small.  The  provisions 
of  the  Bill  regarding  seed  potatoes 
may  be  excellent  for  another  year,  but 
they  are  useless  for  this  year. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Hear,  hear ! 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  am  glad  to  elicit 
that  expression  of  opinion  from  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  I 
trust  that  some  steps  will  be  taken  to 
afford  the  necessary  relief  this  year. 

*(1.58.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE 
(Bradford,  Central):  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Bow  Division  of  Tower 
Hamlets  commenced  his  speech  by  a 
statement  showing  that  he  was  in  the 
way  of  rapidly  becoming  a  good  Home 
Ruler,  for  he  contended  that  no 
Member  who  did  not  live  in  Ireland 
had  a  right  to  speak  on  a  purely 
Irish  question.  I  am  disposed  to  agree 
with  him  in  that,  but  I  submit  that 
this  is  more  of  an  English  than  an  Irish 
question,  for  it  involves  English  credit 
to  a  much  larger  extent,  I  believe,  than 
the  Bill  purports  to  show.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  made  an  elaborate  com- 
parison between  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  and  the  Bill  of  1886- 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
He  appeared  desirous  of  making  me 
responsible  for  that  Bill.  N(»w,  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  into  that  comparison  or 
to  point  out  the  important  points  in  which 
the  two  Bills  differ  ;  but  as  far  as  I  am 
personally  concerned,  I  may  say  that 
nothing  I  said  in  1886  is  inconsistent 
with  the  position  I  now  occupy.  In 
1886  I  said   that  portions   of  the   Bill 
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then  before  the  House  did  not  meet  with 
my  approval,  and  should  the  measure  go 
into  Committee  I  would  raise  those 
points.  But  turning  to  the  Bill  now 
under  debate,  it  has  been  commended 
to  the  House  as  one  which  will  effect  a 
•complete  and  final  settlement,  if  not 
immediately,  at  any  rate  ultimately,  of 
the  land  question  in  Ireland,  as  one 
which  will  ultimately  do  away  with  dual 
ownership,  which  will  create  a  vast  body 
•of  small  peasant  proprietors,  and  which 
will  effect  all  this  without  any  more 
than  a  mere  theoretic  danger  to  the 
English  taxpayer.  If  I  thought  the  Bill 
would  be  a  complete  and  final  settlement 
of  the  land  question  I  would  be 
very  unwilling  to  oppose  it ;  but 
I  am  confident  that  the  Bill  as  now 
framed  will  not  bring  contentment  to 
Ireland,  but  will  lead  to  new  agitation, 
will  give  rise  to  other  difficulties,  and 
will  not  be  confined  to  the  £30,000,000 
of  English  credit  which  is  now  demanded. 
Even  on  the  showing  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, it  will  ba  necessary  to  advance 
£95,000,000  before  the  settlement  will 
be  complete.  It  is  easy  to  show,  more- 
over, that  on  the  principle  of  the  measure 
it  will  take  about  100  years  for  the 
completion  of  the  settlement  and  for  f,he 
abolition  of  dual  ownership,  even  on  the 
assumption  that  [all  the  landlords  are 
willing  to  sell  upon  the  reasonable  terms 
which  are  contemplated.  Meanwhile, 
there  will  be  constant  agitation  and 
oonstant  pressure,  both  on  the  landlords  to 
agree  to  sales  and  on  the  State  to  advance 
more  money.  This  measure  is  presented 
as  a  Q:reat  remedial  measure  for  Ireland 
founded  on  the  advance  of  English 
money.  A  first  principle  of  wise  states- 
manship is  that  a  remedial  measure 
■should  be  accepted  as  such  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  for  whom  it  is 
intended;  but  there  is  no  evidence 
whatever  that  any  large  section  of  people 
in  Ireland  accept  this  measure  in  that 
spirit.  The  Representatives  of  the 
Irish  people  voted  against  the  measure 
of  last  year,  which  was  practically 
identical  with  that  before  the  House, 
by  a  majority  of  four  to  one.  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers look  upon  the  Bill  with  extreme 
fiuspicion,  that  they  believe  in  many 
respects  it  is  not  in  good  faith,  that  the 
object  of  many  of  the  clauses  is  to  screw 
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up  the  price  of  land  in  the  interest  of 
landlords.  This  year  the  Irish  Party  are 
unable  to  give  attention  to  the  Bill. 
Their  attention  is  distracted  by  internal 
matters ;  but  there  is  no  evidence  what- 
ever of  their  acceptance  of  the  scheme. 
Again,  the  tenant  farmers  in  the  North 
of  Ulster  have  declared,  through  their 
Associations,  that  they  will  never  be 
satisfied  until  this  measure  is  made 
compulsory  and  universal.  They  say 
that  it  is  very  hard  that  those  who  have 
paid  their  rents  with  regularity  should 
find  themselves  debarred  from  taking 
advantage  of  the  Bill  because  their  land- 
lords refuse  their  consent,  while  those 
who  have  agitated  and  given  their  land- 
lords great  trouble  will  get  the  full 
advantage.  They  demand  universally 
that  where  landlords  refuse  to  consent  to 
sell  on  reasonable  terms  they  should  be 
compelled  to  do  so  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  the  Com- 
mission. Turning  to  the  landlords,  I  do 
not  find  that  there  is  any  general  sup- 
port to  the  measure ;  those  landlords 
who  desire  to  remain  in  the  country 
and  to  live  with  their  tenants  are 
strongly  opposed  to  it.  They  know  that 
it  will  give  rise  t5  an  agitation  against 
them,  and  to  a  demand  for  their  expro- 
priation. The  people  who  are  in  favonf 
of  it  are  the  great  absentee  landlords, 
who  desire  to  clear  out  of  the  country, 
the  great  landlords  like  the  Duke  of 
Aberoorn  and  Lord  Waterford,  who  desire 
to  reduce  their  estates  in  the  country,  and 
the  English  mortgagees  who  desire  to 
realise  their  mortgages.  As  to  the 
scheme  of  the  Bill,  I  will  assume  that 
the  measure  as  it  stands  will  have 
every  success  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary can  expect ;  that  within  a  very 
few  years,  say  four  or  five,  the  whole 
of  the  sum  will  be  applied  for,  and 
that  tenants  to  that  amount  will  be  con- 
verted into  owners  on  reasonable  terms 
— namely,  about  18  years*  purchase.  At 
18  years'  purchase  those  tenants  will  pay 
28  per  cent,  less  than  their  previous 
rents  in  the  shape  of  interest  and  instal- 
ments. That  is  not,  however,  the  full 
measure  of  the  benefit.  The  annual 
repayment  of  capital  is  in  the  nature  of 
an  investment :  it  increases  the  interest 
of  the  owner,  and  is  not  to  be  compared 
with  the  same  amount  of  rent.  The  real 
comparision  is  between  the  previous  rent 
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and  that  portion  of  the  tenant's  annual 
payment  which  represents  interest, 
Looked  at  in  this  way  the  real  reduction 
is  46  par  cent.,  or  nearly  one-half.  When, 
therefore,  the  £30,000,000  are  exhausted 
there  will  be  about  130,000  tenant- pur- 
chasers paying  28  per  cent,  less  than 
their  previous  rent  for  a  limited  term,  or 
enjoying  an  advantage  equivalent  to  46 
per  cent,  on  their  previous  rent ;  while 
the  remaining  three-fourths  of  the  tenants 
will  be  paying  their  old  rents  for  ever. 
The  amount  available  for  extending  the 
scheme  will  be  about  X400,000  a  year, 
and  at  that  rate  it  will  be  100  years 
before  the  remaining  tenants  can  bo 
dealt  with.  Is  that  a  condition  of  things 
which  is  likely  to  be  a  settlement  ?  Just 
in  proportion  as  those  who  obtain  this 
benefit  are  contented,  so  those  who  are 
left  out  in  the  cold  will  be  discontented. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  felt  the  strength 
of  this  argument  and  has  endeavoured  to 
lessen  it.  For  five  years  he  provides  that 
the  purchaser  shall  pay  80  per  cent,  of 
his  previous  rent.  That  is  a  mere  blind. 
The  tenant  who  pays  this  extra  amount 
for  the  first  five  years  will  derive  the 
advantage  of  a  reduced  payment  later. 
The  real  comparison  between  the  tenant 
who  has  bought  and  the  tenant  who 
remains  a  tenant  is  unaffected.  The 
one  will  receive  an  advantage  equal  to 
46  per  cent,  of  his  rent,  or  28  per  cent, 
for  a  term  of  years ;  the  other  will  pay 
rent  for  ever.  Suppose  two  estates  ad- 
joining one  another  where  the  tenants 
are  equally  anxious  to  buy  on  these 
terms.  The  landlord  of  the  one  con- 
sents, the  other  refuses.  I  ask  whether 
the  tenants  who  continue  to  pay  their 
rent  will  be  content  ?  It  is  certain  that 
an  overwhelming  and  irresistible  agita- 
tion will  arise  for  making  this  scheme 
universal  and  compulsory  ;  and  if  this 
House  refuses  to  advance  the  further 
£90,000,000  necessary  for  the  purpose, 
there  will  be  an  agitation  for  an  equivalent 
reduction  of  rent.  The  fact  is,  we  shall 
have  created  by  these  transactions  a  new 
standard  of  rent.  No  one  has  appre- 
ciated that  prospect  better  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell),  who  supports  the  Bill 
with  the  full  knowledge  that  such  agita- 
tion must  arise.  This  is  what  he  soid 
in  an  able  article  in  one  of  the  monthly 
reviews  a  few  months  ago — 


**  The  measure  will  introduce  a  new  standard 
of  rent.  No  Irish  tenants  will  consant  to  pav 
more  for  the  hire  of  their  land  than  some  of 
their  neighbours  are  paying  for  their  purchase. 
'1  he  present  fair  rents,  which  have  been  judi- 
cially fixed,  will  then  appear  so  unfair  that  a 
new  agitation  will  spring  up,  and  such  pressure 
will  be  brought  to  bear  upon  landlords  that  they 
will  practically  have  no  choice  but  to  sell.  One- 
result  of  this  will  be  that  it  will  be  impossible 
to  stop  lending  when  the  limit  of  £33,000,000 
has  been  reached,  and  it  is  well  Parliament, 
should  understand  that  once  it  is  committed  to 
the  principle  of  land  purchase  it  must  go  on 
until  the  whole  body  of  tenants  is  dealt  with."" 

And  again  he  said — 

**  In  my  own  constituency  a  large  estate  has 
recently  passed  from  owner  to  occupier.  The- 
transaction  has  meant  a  reduction  of  30  per 
cent,  on  the  judicial  rent,  and  a  terminable 
annuity  takes  the  place  of  an  annual  rent.  The 
result  is  that  every  tenant  in  South  Tyrone  i8> 
discontented,  and  compulsory  sale  is  demanded' 
in  every  fair  and  market.  The  larger  the- 
transfer  the  greater  the  benefit,  the  more  will 
the  feeling  spread." 

I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member, 
There  will  be  a  universal  demand  either 
for  compulsion  and  expropriation  of  land- 
lords at  the  average  rates  of  sale  and. 
for  an  immediate  further  advance  of 
£60,000,000,  or  for  an  equivalent  reduc- 
tion of  rent.  Let  me  illustrate  the  argu- 
ment by  specified  cases.  The  House  will 
be  rather  surprised  to  hear  that  the  Land 
Parchase  Commissioners  have  refused 
their  assent  to  schemes  of  purchase  in  no 
less  than  3,000  cases.  In  nearly  the 
whole  of  these  cases  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners have  refused  their  assent  on  the 
ground  that  the  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase agreed  upon  between  landlord  and 
tenant  was  too  high  in  relation  to  the- 
security  offered  to  the  State.  I  believe 
I  am  right  in  saying  that  in  no- 
single  case  of  that  kind  have  the 
terms  of  purchase  been  more  than 
18  or  19  years'  purchase  ;  in  very 
many  of  the  cases  I  am  informed 
the  number  of  years'  purchase  has  been 
as  low  as  10  or  12.  I  actually  know  of 
one  case  where  the  terms  of  purchase 
were  as  low  as  five  years.  I  ask  the 
House  to  think  what  the  result  is  in  thia 
case.  The  landlordand  the  tenantsagreed 
to  five  years'  purchase,  and  the  Land 
Commissioners  refused  their  assent  to  the 
transaction.  The  tenants  then  continued 
to  pay  the  old  rent.  K  the  Land  Com- 
missioners had  given  their  oonseni 
to  the  scheme  of  purchase,  the  tenants^ 
payment   would   have   been  reduced  to 
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one-fifth  of  what  was  the  provions  rent. 
How  is  it  possible  that  jou  can  maintain 
the  rents  at  their  present  rate  in  cases 
of  that  kind  ?  In  this  case  the  tenants 
have  already  gone  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sion and  got  judicial  rents  fixed,  but  you 
have  one  Government  Department  say- 
ing the  rents  are  so  high  that  there  is 
practically  no  security  to  the  State  in 
case  of  purchase,  and  yon  have  another 
Government  Dep  irtment  maintaining 
the  rents  at  their  present  rate.  That  is 
an  unstable  condition  of  things 

•Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  wliether 
in  the  case  'he  refers  to  the  Purchase 
Commissioners  based  their  refusal  to 
agree  to  the  purchase  on  the  rent  or  the 
size  of  the  holding  1 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  On  the  rent. 
Of  course,  the  holdings  were  very  small ; 
the  rents  averaged  £4  or  £5  a  year.  But 
that  very  much  strengthens  my  argu- 
ment. Here  are  tenants  paying  X4  or 
£b  a  year,  and  if  they  could  have  got 
the  assent  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
they  would  have  had  their  annual  pay- 
ments reducsd  to  one-fifth  of  what  they 
previously  were.  There  is  one  other 
point  I  wish  to  tidvert  to,  and  tliat  is  the 
position  towards  the  state  of  the  tenant- 
purchasers  under  the  Act.  We  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  light  thrown  upon 
this  relation  by  the  events  of  the  past 
few  months.  In  previous  discussions  on 
this  subject  I  have  said  that  I  do  not 
expect  that  the  tenant^purchasers  will 
repudiate  their  obligations;  the  pressure 
will  come  from  them  in  a  more  insidious 
form,  grounded  on  inability  to  pay 
through  the  fall  of  prices,  or  other 
causes.  That  is  what  has  happened 
during  the  last  few  months.  There 
have  been  numerous  Petitions  and 
Memorials  presented  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission by  large  bodies  of  purchasers 
prapng  for  relief  in  various  forms.  The 
Chief  Secretary  has  said  that  they  are 
all  of  a  stereotyped  form,  and  are  not 
worthy  of  attention.  That  is  not  the 
case.  I  have  eight  of  them  in  my  hand. 
The  petitioners  allege  various  causes  for 
their  applications,  and  they  apply  in 
various  forms  for  remission.  Some  ask 
for  remission  on  the  ground  that,  by 
reason  of  a  great  fall  of  prices,  they  are 
unable  to  pay  their  instalments ;  others 
allege  the  failure  of  crops;  many 
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allege  that  they  were  coerced  mto 
terms  of  purchase  by  threats  of  eviction. 
This  Petition  from  17  tenant-purchasers 
in  the  County  of  Kerry  is  an  illustration 
of  the  kind  of  pressure  they  will  bring 
to  bear.    In  this  the  petitioners  say — 

"  That  on  account  of  poverty,  the  fall  in 
prices,  and  the  potato  famine,  they  are  unable 
to  meet  the  instalment  due,  and  they  therefore 
hiiiiibly  roqiiest  inquiry  into  their  alleg^atioDS, 
the  tiuth  of  which  they  ofifer  to  support  b/ 
documents ;  that  they  were  compelled  to  pur- 
chase harassed  by  rack  rent  and  writs  of  eject- 
ment held  over  them.  They  had  no  option  but 
to  buy  or  leave  their  holdings.  They  pray  for  an 
extension  of  time  and  a  reduction  in  the  amount 
of  the  instalments." 

This  is  an  illustration  of  many  cases 
of  the  same  kind,  varying  in  circum- 
stances, but  all  based  on  the  represen- 
tation that  they  were  coerced  into 
the  scheme  of  purchase  by  threats  of 
eviction  or  otherwise.  Hon.  Members 
mny  have  doubts  if  these  representations 
are  true;  but  unfortunately  we  have 
evidence  from  the  Land  Commission 
that  threats  have  been  used  by  landlords 
and  their  agents  to  force  tenants  into 
purchase.  Mr.  J.  G.  McCarthy,  the 
head  of  the  Land  Commission,  stated 
before  the  last  Royal  Commission  that 
agents  exercised  pressure  by  telling  a 
tenant  that  he  must  either  sign  a  con- 
tract of  sale  or  go  out,  and  Mr.  McCarthy 
said  he  had  seen  a  letter  of  the  kind,  and 
had  in  his  possession  a  letter  from  the 
agent  of  an  extensive  estate  telling  a 
tenant  that  he  could  not  put  off  the 
Sheriff  beyond  the  morrow,  but  that  if  he 
entered  into  a  contract  for  purchase  he 
would  get  possession.  It  is  beyond 
doubt  that  there  are  cases  in  which  such 
pressure  has  been  used,  cases  in  which 
tenants  have  been  coerced  into  purchase 
by  threats  of  eviction.  I  am  not  con- 
cerned with  further  inquiry  into  the 
truth  of  these  statements.  It  is  not 
necessary  for  my  argument  to  go  into 
the  question  whether  these  representa- 
tions are  founded  upon  truth  or  not,  but 
they  are  very  significant  indications  of 
the  kind  of  pressure  that  will  be  brought 
to  bear  in  the  future.  It  may  be  easy 
for  the  Land  Commission  to  inter- 
vene and  prevent  such  cases  where 
tenant  -  purchasers  are  not  nume- 
rous ;  it  may  be  possible  to  pro- 
tect tenant  -  purchasers  under  such 
circumstances    when   they  are   few  in. 
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number,  but  if,  we  multiply  cases  by 
hundreds — if,  instead  of  there  being 
4,000  or  5,000  applications  brought  into 
Court  there  should  be  150,000  and 
thousands  more  under  renewed  applica- 
tioDS  to  Parliament  for  further  advances, 
where  will  there  be  any  force  on  the 
part  of  the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland 
or  on  the  part  of  the  Executive  in  Ire- 
land under  pressure  of  Petitions  of  this 
kind  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  where 
will  be  the  force  to  insist  on  prompt 
payments,  or  to  evict  those  who  do  not 
pay  their  instalments?  My  conviction 
is,  that  it  will  be  almost  impossible  for 
any  Central  State  Department  to  insist 
on  payment,  or  for  County  Courts  to 
enforce  evictions.  I  should  have  pointed 
out  before  that  the  kind  of  relief  tenant- 
purchasers  ask  for  is  not  so  much 
reduction  of  the  amount  as  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  instalments.  What  they  ask 
for  generally  is  either  that  the  present  in- 
stalment shall  be  postponed  until  after  the 
whole  term  of  49  years  is  over,  or  that  the 
term  over  which  payment  of  the  capital 
is  spread  may  be  extended  to  60  or  99 
years,  making  a  very  important  reduc- 
tion in  the  amount  of  the  instalments. 
My  belief  is  that  the  form  in  which 
pressure  will  come  will  not  be  by  repudia- 
tion. I  do  not  believe  that,  but  in  a 
demand  for  an  extended  period  of  pay- 
ment from  49  to  99  years.  When  that 
comes  from  a  vast  body  of  tenant- pur- 
chasers, enforced  very  likely  by  political 
action  in  this  House,  I  believe  it  will  be 
extremely  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  for 
a  Central  Department  to  resist  the 
demand.  Such  a  scheme  can  only  be 
carried  out  with  safety,  with  any  prospect 
of  collecting  the  annual  amounts  if  the 
collection  is  made  by  a  Local  Authority 
interested  to  a  large  extent  in  collecting 
the  money.  The  Chief  Secretary  told  us 
last  night  that  evictions  would  not  be 
carried  out  by  the  Land  Commission  in 
the  interest  of  the  State,  but  of  the  Local 
Authority.  But  if  the  sympathies  .  of 
the  district  are  evoked  on  behalf  of 
the  tenant-purchasers,  where  will  be 
the  force  on  behalf  of  the  Local 
Authority  ?  I  believe  the  Land  Com- 
mission in  the  long  run  will  find  it  most 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  insist  on  any 
very  great  scale  in  presence  of  pressure 
such  as  I  have  referred  to,  on  the  prompt 
payment    of    instalments,   the  faithful 


fulfilment  year  by  year  of  these  obliga- 
tions, or  in  enforcing  eviction  of  those 
who  do  not  pay.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  at  any  greater  length ;  but  it 
appears  to  me  that  a  scheme  of  this  kind, 
if  it  is  to  be  carried  out,  must  be  coupled 
with  many  precautions  and  conditions. 
I  began  by  saying  that  if  I  thought  this 
was  likely  to  give  content  and  be  a  per- 
manent settlement  of  the  question,  I 
would  not  oppose  it.  I  have  never  been 
an  opponent  of  some  limited  scheme  in 
this  direction,  but  there  are  certain  con- 
ditions absolutely  essential  to  make  it 
more  safe  for  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
and  the  taxpayer,  and  to  create  content 
throughout  Ireland.  The  first  condition 
is  that  the  scheme  shall  be  accepted  by 
the  majority  of  Irish  Members  as  com- 
plete and  final.  Without  this  I  believe 
any  scheme  would  be  dangerous.  It 
must  have  popular  assent  elicited  on  its 
behalf.  Secondly,  the  Local  Authority 
ought  to  be  the  instrument  for  the  col- 
lection of  the  annual  payments,  and 
responsible  for  the  collection  to  act  as  a 
buffer  between  tenant-purchasers  and  the 
State.  My  opinion  is,  that  the  collection 
of  the  annual  payments  by  aciy  Central 
State  Department  would  be  dangerous, 
and  would  probably  result  in  failure. 
Thirdly,  in  my  opinion  the  operation  of 
the  measure  ought  to  be  confined  to  th© 
small  tenants  of  Ireland.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  create  peasant  proprietors, 
but  the  Bill  actually  goes  far  beyond 
that.  It  will  enable  a  class  of  persons 
far  removed  from  the  position  of  peasants 
to  become  proprietors — farmers  hold- 
ing 200  or  300  acres,  and  paying  a 
rent  of  X250  a  year.  These  are  not 
the  persons  we  are  interested  in  con- 
verting into  owners  at  great  expense  or 
great  risk  to  Imperial  credit.  Fourthly, 
it  ought  to  be  so  framed  as  to  be  com- 
plete and  fiial  within  the  limits  it  pro- 
poses, not  giving  rise  to  further  agitation 
and  discontent  on  the  part  of  a  number 
of  persons  left  outside  the  operation  of 
the  scheme.  These  are  the  main  con- 
ditions which  ought  to  be  fulfilled  in 
any  proposal  of  this  kind,  the  main  con- 
ditions which  were  fulfilled  by  the  two 
proposals  made  last  Session  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  I  will  not  further 
allude  to  them,  except  to  point  out  that 
there  was  an  opportunity  at  that  time 
for    the   Government    to    come  to    an 
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agreement  with  the  Irish  Party  on  the 
subject,  and  I  believe  if  they  had 
accepted  either  of  the  proposals  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  they  could 
have  framed  a  scheme  likely  to  give 
contentment  to  Ireland,  and  not  open  to 
the  many  objections  which  have  been 
pointed  out  in  the  present  measure. 
But  their  scheme  is  so  large  and  is  so 
certain  to  lead  to  further  demands,  is  so 
certain  to  give  rise  t*>  discontent  among 
large  classes  in  Ireland,  that  I  cannot 
give  it  my  support.  It  will  be  attended 
with  the  greatest  possible  danger  to  the 
British  taxpayer,  and  in  no  sense  will  it 
be  a  settle (u en t  of  the  question.  On 
the  contrary,  far  from  it  being  anything 
of  the  kind,  it  will  lead  to  greater  agita- 
tion and  give  rise  to  feelings  of  discontent 
among  a  very  large  body  of  tenants  in 
Ireland,  who  will  be  unable  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  privileges  offered  by 
this  Bill.  Hence  it  is  I  shall  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading. 

(2.42.)  Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
&c.) :  This  Debate  has  been  made  the 
opportunity  of  trotting  out  a  number  of 
fallacies  we  thought  had  been  disposed 
of  long  ago.  In  this  direction  no  speaker 
has  distinguished  himself  more  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken.  In  the  first  place,  he  says 
we  are  setting  up  a  new  standard 
of  rent  in  Ireland ;  while  the  fact 
is,  rent  has  really  nothing  to  do 
with  the  subject  in  hand.  The 
payments  to  be  made  by  the  tenant  are 
payments  by  instalments  of  principal  and 
interest,  and  not  rent  at  all.  That 
fallacy  underlies  the  whole  of  his  argu- 
ment, aud  a  great  many  other  argu- 
ments which  have  been  addressed  to  us 
by  other  and  more  important  debaters. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  further  said 
that  in  certain  cases — and  he  dwelt  on 
the  fact— advances  had  been  refused  by 
the  Land  Commissioners,  and  that  he 
had  little  doubt  that  this  was  because  of 
the  number  of  years*  purchase  in  the 
proposals  submitted  to  them.  The  fact 
of  the  matter  is,  the  Land  Purchase 
Commissioners  have  to  look  not  at  the 
number  of  years'  purchase  or  existing 
rents,  but  at  the  toi^l  amount  submitted 
to  them  and  the  sum  to  be  advanced  by 
the  State  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
tenants  to  become  owners  of  the  property 
they  occupy.  The  exposition  of  this 
J/?*.  Shaw  Lefevre 


fallacy  completely  removes  one  of  the 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  one  of  his  objections  to  the  Bill. 
But  he  is  not  the  only  one  who  has 
argued  under  delusion.  The  Senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labon- 
chere)  and  also  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
have  given  other  instances  of  fallacious 
arguments  disposed  of  lonj?  aqro.  We 
who  are  Unionist  Members  had  no  part 
in  the  pledges  given  against  land  pur- 
chase. That  certainly  is  so,  as  far  as  I 
am  individually  concerned. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinbut^h, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Against  a  guarantee.  I 
never  said  against  land  purchase. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  Against  a  guarantee; 
I  will  put  it  in  that  form. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  Put  it  in 
that  form  if  you  like,  it  is  a  totally 
different  policy. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I,  for  one,  quite 
admit  the  fact  that  land  purchase  on  an 
extended  scale  cannot  be  adopted  with- 
out some  form  of  guarantee,  Irish  or 
British.  Individually,  I  have  invariably 
supported  land  purchase  based  on  a 
British  guarantee.  The  objection  wo 
held  at  the  time  of  the  General  Election 
of  1886  wafi  not  to  land  purchase  based 
on  a  British  guarantee,  but  to  the  parti- 
cular form  of  land  purchase  then  put  for- 
ward in  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  then  Prime  Minister,  and 
coupled  as  it  was  with  thf"  scheme  of  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
compulsory,  and  therefore  the  amount 
under  the  Bill  one  might  be  justified  in 
saying  was  practically  unlimited.  Then, 
again,  it  seemed  unequal  and  unfair 
because,  though  not  universally,  it  was 
based  on  20  years'  purchase  of  the  rents, 
rents  in  many  cases  since  reduced  by  the 
Land  Court.  Then  the  security  was 
considered  bad,  for  it  was  a  second 
mortgage. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  A  first 
claim  on  the  farm. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR:  I  think  the  expenses, 
local  and  executive,  were  to  be  the  first 
claim. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No. 
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Mb.  SINCLA.IR  :  Well,  if  I  am  wrong 
I  apologise  for  using  the  argument.    The 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  an   endeavonr  to 
transfer  the  property  of  the  landlord  to 
the  occupying  tenant,  and,  in  the  opinion 
of  thoge  who  have  the    welfare  of   the 
■country  at  heart,  in  that  transfer  lies  the 
hope  of  a  solution  of  a  great  deal  of  the 
difficulty   that   exists   in    Ireland.     The 
security  under  this  Bill  and   under  the 
Ashboarne    Act   is  ample  —  first,   the 
iand  itaelf,  not  only  the  landlord  s  interest 
in  it,  but  the  tenant's  interest,  and  then 
the  30  per  cent,  of  the  amouiit  "which  is 
ultimately  to  be  given  to  the  landlord. 
Then  wc   have   1    per  cent,  every  year 
and  the  interest  on  each  payment  added 
year  by  year,  an  increasing  security  on 
behalf  of  the    State.     I  do  not  think  I 
ought  to  detain  the  House  by  going  in 
4etail  into  the  advantages  of  land  pur- 
chase ;  they   are   very   great   and   have 
often  been  referred  to  in  former  Debates, 
I   have  already  stated  that  one  of  the 
fallacies  underlying  much  of  the  argu- 
ments of  tlie  opponents  of  this  measure 
is  on  the  question  of  rent.     Now,  one  of 
the  advantages  of  this  scheme  of  land  pur- 
chase is  that  it  can  be  applied  where  a  hold- 
ing  is  rack-rented,  or  whera  the  rent  is 
fair  and  reasonable^  simply  by  varying  the 
years*  purcliase.  Take  two  identicfil  farms, 
one  fairly  rented  at  £15  a  year,  the  other 
highly   rented   at   £20.      By   simply  in 
the  one  case  arranging  for  the  purchase 
of  the  farm  at  20  years  whore  it  is  fairly 
rented,  and  at  15  years  in  the  other  case, 
you  in  eiich  CJwee  get  identic^illy  the  same 
8um   of  £300.     The   Commissioners,  it 
must  be   remembered,  will  have  simply 
to  consider  the  amount  to  bo  advanced, 
not    the    way  in    which   it    has    been 
arrived     at.       This     entirely     disposes 
of  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nortluimpton,    who    says  it    cat  mot    be 
supposed  that  the   Irish  tenant   will  he 
raore  reconciled  to  the  pa^Tneut  of  rent 
when  the   landlord  is  an  ahen  Govern- 
ment in  England.     The  Eucflish  Oovern- 
ment  will  not  be  the   landlord,    but   will 
aimply  a<lvance  money  on  good  stciirity 
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to    the  occupiers  for  repayment  under 
tlte  favourable  terms  of  the  Ashbonme 
Act  and  this  Act,     The  benefit  is  not  to 
the  landlord  only.    Though  this  ha«  been 
called  a  Landlords*  Bill,  it  is  far  more  a 
Tenants'  Bill,  and  that  is  the  reason  why 
over  the  length  and  breadth   of  Ireland 
this    land    purchase    scheme    is    loudly 
called    for.     The   only  real  justification 
frir    the    intervention  of   the    State    in 
matters  of  this  kind  is  the  part  the  State 
has   taken  in  the  past  in  creating    the 
present   difilcult   situation,  and    in    its 
recognition  hy  unfair  laws  in  t\i\t  past  of 
the  power  of  the  landlord  to  charge  rent 
on  the  improvements  of  the  tenant,  and 
the  necessity  that  now  exists  for  getting 
aM'ay  from  the  present  unhappy  state  of 
affairs  and  changing  the  system  of  land 
tenure  by  these  advances  to  promote  land 
purchase.     We     have     satisfactory    ex- 
perience of  the  working  of  land  purchase 
under  these  conditions  so  far  as  it  has 
been  in  operation.     Lost  year  the   Chief 
Secretary   furnished    me    with    certain 
statistics   which   give    very    favourable 
evidence    on    the     subject.      On     31  at 
Octolxir     last      year,      instalments      to 
the     amount     of    £235,000     had     be- 
come   due    since    the    Land    Purchase 
Acts     had     been     in     operation^      and 
of     this     amount     there    was    £2,590 
still     outstanding.     Of     that     amount 
how  much  is  there  still  outstanding  in 
the   shape    of   arrea-rs?     Out   of   nearly 
£3,000  there  is  only  £216  owing.     We 
have  had  two  half  years  in  which  instal- 
ments have  become  due  since,  and  out 
of  a  total  of  £410,000  instalments  due 
on  November  Ist^  according   to  the  in- 
formation given  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
the   other    day,  the     arrears    are     only 
£2,554.      Here   is    evidence   that    the 
tenants     of      Ireland      appreciate     the 
a<i vantage    of    land    purchase    by    the 
[Mij'ment    of    thete    instalments,   and    I 
may  fairly  say  there  is  every  encourage- 
ment   to    thu    Government    to  proceed 
further  in  the  direction  of  land  purchase. 
As  was  well  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South   Tyrone  (Mr.   T. 
W.    Russell)   last   nit^ht^  we    have    had 
experience  of  purchases  under  the  Ash- 
bourne Act,  under  the  Bright  Clauses  of 
tlie    Li.ud  Act,  and    under  the   Church 
Act,  and   in  the  different  circumstances 
under  which  they  purchased  the  manneJ* 
in  which  the  tenants  have  kept  up  their 
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payments  gives  every  enconragement  to 
proceed  by  farther  legislation  in  the  same 
direction.  There  is,  however,  one  dan- 
ger in  the  Bill,  I  think,  which  it  would 
be  well  for  us  to  guard  against.  I  have 
always  felt  that  the  only  valid  objection 
to  the  Ashbourne  Act  lay  in  the  fact  that 
it  was  possible  to  allow  the  tenant  to  pay 
too  much  for  the  landlord's  interest,  and 
practically  to  buy  some  of  his  own  im- 
provements in  buying  the  landlord's 
share  in  the  holding.  I  put  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  last  Session  dealing 
with  this  subject.  I  proposed  to  cast  on 
the  Land  Commission  the  duty  not  only 
of  estimating  the  total  value  of  the  hold- 
ing to  see  there  is  secnrity  for  the 
advance,  but  the  further  duty  of  esti- 
mating the  value  of  the  landlord's  and 
tenant's  interests  respectively,  to  enable 
the  real  and  ostensible  object  of  the 
Bill  to  be  carried  out,  the  purchase 
by  the  occupying  tenant  of  the  land- 
lord's interest  in  the  holding.  It  is  not 
possible  to  judge  from  the  examination 
I  have  been  able  to  give  to  the  Bill  now 
before  us,  how  far  the  Government 
have  endeavoured  to  meet  this  valid 
objection  to  last  year's  Bill,  but  I  trust 
when  we  see  the  second  part  that  we 
shall  find  the  suggestion  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Government,  or  the 
difficulty  in  some  way  met.  Then  it 
has  been  stated  there  is  danger  in  rais- 
ing the  limit  of  £50  for  purchase  under 
the  Bill.  Now,  I  think  that  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  assistance  to  be  given  under 
this  Bill  might  very  fairly  be  considered. 
We  had  a  very  admirable  speech  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  yester- 
day, dealing  with  the  danger  that  may 
exist  in  the  creation  of  a  new  class  of 
landlords  in  Ireland,  worse  than  the  old, 
and,  certainly,  such  a  danger  would  arise 
if  the  purchasers  of  large  farms  were 
allowed  such  a  large  margin  as  to  enable 
them  to  sublet  at  a  profit.  It  seems  to 
me  that  while  the  Government  may 
fairly  ask  the  occupying  tenants  of  farms 
of  £30  or  thereabouts  to  re-pay  the 
principal  at  the  rate  of  I  per  cent., 
where  the  value  is  more  than  X30  they 
may  fairly  ask  an  increased  percentage. 
I  would  suggest  that  where  the  value  is 
between  £30  and  £50  per  annum  the 
farmers  should  be  required  to  pay  at  the 
rate  of  4J  per  cent. — 3  per  cent,  for 
interest  and  1 J  per  cent,  for  principal — 
Mr,  Sinclair 


and  that  where  the  value  is  over  £50, 
5  per  cent,  should  be  required,  that  i» 
to  say  3  per  cent,  for  interest  and 
2  per  cent,  for  principal.  This,  I  think, 
would  operate  largely  in  favour  of 
small  tenants.  If  I  were  asked  to  find 
a  reason  why  this  Land  Purchase  Bill,. 
or  one  like  it,  should  be  passed  into  law,. 
I  would  go  no  farther  than  the  speech 
made  in  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Member  for- 
Longford  against  the  Bill.  He  used 
these  remarkable  words,  advising  the 
tenants  against  Land  Purchase — 

"  Therefore,  until  a  g^reat  Treaty  of  Peace 
has  been  made  between  England  and  Ireland,, 
no  Irish  farmer  ought  to  make  a  Treaty  of 
Peace  on  his  own  account,  and  the  man  who- 
purcbases  under  the  Adbbourne  Act  is  making^ 
a  Treaty  of  Peace  behind  the  backs  of  the 
nation  at  a  whole.'* 

It  is  because  I  believe  that  the  indi- 
vidual farmer,  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Ireland,  is  making  a 
Treaty  of  Peace  on  his  own  account  with 
the  English  people  and  the  English 
nation,  and  that  it  will,  thereby,  assist 
in  the  restoration  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity to  the  nation  at  large,  as  well  aa 
bring  additional  happiness  to  himself  and 
in  his  home,  that  I  urge  the  passing  of 
this  Sill  into  law  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.     (3.5.) 

(3.29.)  Mr.  JOICEY  (Durham,  Ches- 
ter-le-Street) :  I  must  express  my  sur- 
prise that  this  Bill,  which,  in  my  opinion, 
contains  such  a  dangerous  principle,  has 
not  met  with  stronger  opposition  in  this 
House.  I  am  very  much  surprised,  too, 
that  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  has  not 
offered  a  stronger  opposition  to  it.  I 
have  listened  to  the  arguments  which 
have  been  addressed  to  the  House,  since 
the  Second  Reading  Debate  began,  most 
carefully,  and  I  must  say  that  in,  none  of 
them  have  I  seen  anything  to  justify  me 
in  supporting  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Bow,  who  addressed 
the  House  a  short  time  ago,  stated  that 
the  Bill  consisted  of  two  parts — the 
land  purchase  portion,  and  the  con- 
gested districts  portion.  But,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Second  Reading  Debate, 
we  have  to  consider  the  Bill  as  a  whole. 
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I  confess  that  if  the  Bill  had  been  in- 
troduced in  two  parts,  I  should  not  have 
offered  very  strong  opposition  to   that 
part   which   deals  with    the   congested 
districts.      I   recognise  that    there   are 
difficulties  in  Ireland  which  require  to 
bo  dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment, and  if  that  part  of  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  in  as  a  separate  measure, 
I  would  have  given  the  Government  the 
best  assistance  in  my  power  to  enable 
them   to    deal    with    these    difficulties 
in    a    satisfactory   manner.      The    hon. 
and    gallant     Member    for     Bow    told 
us    that,    on    comparing    the    measure 
with    that   which    was    introduced    by 
the  right    hon.    Gentleman    the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), he    regarded  the    present   Bill 
as  only  a  little  one.     I  must  say  that 
that  is  an   argument  which   does   not 
have  much  weight  with  me.      This  is 
the  third  time  a  measure  has  been  intro- 
duced  for   the  extension  of  the  right 
lion.      Gentleman's      measure.         One 
measure  that  was  introduced  and  passed 
is  now  known  as  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act, 
and  in  that   we   are  asked  to  assent  to 
an   expenditure   of  £5,000,000.      That 
Act  was  found  in  its  operation  to  be  in- 
sufficient, and  a  second    measure    was 
asked  for,  with  the  result  that  we  now 
find  ourselves  called  upon  to    increase 
the  sum  formerly  agreed  upon  by  some- 
thing like  £33,000,000.      The  h(»n.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bow 
has  stated  that   this  Bill  would  not  ter- 
minate dual   ownership  in  Ireland,  but 
that  it  will  nevertheless  make  a  large 
impression   upon    it.     The    meaning    I 
gather  from  those  words  is  nothing  short 
of  this,  that  the  expenditure  of  a  further 
sum  of  £33,000,000  will  not  be  sufficient, 
but  that  the  time  will  come  when  we 
shall  be  obliged  to  give  a  further  sum, 
if    we    are     to    carry    out    this  policy 
to  its   ultimate   end.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary-  said  last 


night  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  will  require 
£95,000,000  to  carry  this  land  purchase 
scheme  to  its  full  extent ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  very  carefully  guarded 
that  expression  of  opinion  by  saying  he 
liad  to  confess  that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  make  ah  accurate  estimate.     For  my 
p\rt  I  quite   agree   with    what   he   has 
stated,  and  in  my  opinion  £95,000,000  will 
no  more  settle  the  Irish  land  question 
than  the  £33,000,000  for  which  the  Bill 
provides.     In  point  of  fact,  the  amount 
that  will  be  required  is  practically  only 
limited  by  the  willingness  of  the  land- 
lords of    Ireland    to    part    with    their 
property.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bow  pointed  out 
that  the   Irish   tenants   were   receiving 
various  risrhts  for  which  they  were  not 
calbd  on  to  pay.     Now,  Sir,  I  take  issue 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  on 
that  statement.     I  cannot  believe  that 
anything    in    the    shape   of  timber  or 
minerals  is  not  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  landlord  if  he  means  to  part  with 
his  property  for  so  many  years'  purchase, 
and  I  do  not  agree   with   the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  in   saying  that  any- 
thing  which    is   on   the   property,    and 
which   is   not  p  vid   for   by  the  tenant, 
should  become  the  property  of  the  State. 
I  am  altogether  opposed  to  that  view  of 
the  question,  and  I  must  say  that  I  think 
it  a  very  dangerous  thing,  particularly 
for  a  Conservative  politician,  to  advocate 
such  a  view  as  that.     I  must  certainly 
express  my    surprise  at  the  change  of 
policy    on   the   part  of   Her   Majesty's 
Government  on  this  question.     I  think 
if    we    were    to    look    at  the   election 
addresses    of    hon.    Members    opposite, 
delivered   on    the    occasion   of  the  last 
General  Election,  we  should   find  that, 
almost  without  exception,  they  declare 
themselves  opposed  to  what  is  the   main 
principle  of  this  Bill.     I  was  amused  at 
the    attempt  made   by   the   ri^ht   hon. 
Gentleman  the   Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.   Chamberlain)  to  give  a 
reason  for  the  support  he  is  offering  to 
this   measure.     When   we   are   dealing 
with  a  Gentleman  like   him,  who   has 
again  and  again  accused  those  who  sit  on 
these  benches  of  having  changed  their 
minds  in  regnrd  to  the  question  of  Home 
X  2 
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Bale,  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  saj  that 
he  ought  to  be  most  particular  in  seeing 
that  he  has  a  good  reason  to  put  forward 
for  haying  changed  his  mind  on  a 
question  of  this  sort.  Only  the  other 
day  my  attention  was  drawn  to  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  13th  October,  1887,  at  Coolgraney, 
on  the  Irish  land  question,  and  I  will 
trouble  the  House  with  a  brief  quotation 
from  that  address.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — 

'*The  question,  therefore,  is  how  to  establish 
a  fair  value  for  the  transfer  that  all  agree 
ought  to  be  made.  I  do  not  believe  you  can 
lay  down  a  number  of  years*  purchase  of 
judicial  rent,  whether  it  be  20  or  any  other 
numbei ,  which  would  be  fair  under  all  circum- 
stances and  in  all  cases,  or  which  would  be 
universally  adopted.  I  should  think  the  first 
condition  of  any  settlement  of  this  business 
would  be  that  there  should  be  a  n«w  and 
independent  valuation  for  the  purposes  of 
purchase." 

I  think  that  this  statement  shows  very 
clearly  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  consider  that  the  judicial  rents 
are  fair  rents  upon  which  to  base  the 
purchase  of  land  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  to  say — 

"  This  separate  valuation  for  the  purpose  of 
purchase  alone  is  the  foundation  on  which  any 
transfer  of  the  ownership  of  land  can  take 
place." 

I  trust  that  if  the  colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  below  me  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings)  intends  to  address  the 
House  he  will  be  able  to  give  some 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  reason 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
undertakes  to  support  the  Government 
on  an  important  measure  of  this  kind, 
when  in  1887  he  distinctly  laid  down 
the  proposition  that  the  foundation  on 
which  the  transfer  of  the  ownership  of 
land  could  alone  take  place  was  a 
separate  and  independent  valuation. 
As  it  now  stands  I  think  I  may 
claim  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  one 
who  agrees  with  us  that  the  basis  on 
which  these  purchases  are  to  be  made  is 
not  a  fair  basis.  I  cannot  think  that 
the  tenants  are  allowed  a  free  hand  in 
this  matter.  I  quite  agree  with  what 
has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that 
.Vr.  Joicey 


the  tenant  is  threatened  with  purchase 
or  eviction.  It  is  as  if  a  pistol  were 
held  at  his  head  with  a  demand  for  hia 
money  or  his  life ;  for  I  think  that  to 
many  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  be  forced 
to  leave  their  homes  is  as  ba4  as  the  loss 
of  their  lives.  I  may  state  that  I  am 
one  of  those  who  voted  against  the  Ash- 
bourne Act.  I  believe  the  principle  of 
that  Act  is  a  wrong  principle,  and 
certainly  if  any  opposition  to  the  passage 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  justified,  I 
think  the  opposition  to  that  Act  has  been 
justified  by  the  Bill  now  brought  in  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  At  the 
time  the  Ashbourne  Act  was  before 
Parliament  it  was  pointed  out  to  the 
Government  that  they  could  not  stop  at 
£5,000,000,  but  that  of  necessity  cir- 
cumstances would  arise  to  compel  them 
to  increase  the  amount.  To  illustrate 
my  point  I  would  say  it  is  just  as  if  a 
waggon  were  placed  on  the  top  of  a 
steep  incline  where  a  very  slight  push 
would  be  required  to  start  it ;  but  when 
once  it  was  started  it  would  accumulate 
force  as  it  descended,  so  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  say  what  disaster  it  might 
not  ultimately  cause.  I  oppose  this  Bill 
on  principle.  I  look  on  the  measure  in 
pretty  much  the  same  light  as  I  should 
regard  that  waggon.  We  cannot  see  or 
estimate  the  disasters  it  will  cause.  At 
the  present  moment  our  vision  is 
obscured  by  the  advantages  it  offers; 
but  I,  for  one,  feel  assured  that  time 
will  show  that  the  advantages  are  very 
small  in  comparison  with  the  mischief 
that  will  be  brought  about.  I  maintain 
that  even  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
the  Ashbourne  Act  are  not  justified  in 
supporting  this  measure.  We  have  not 
as  yet,  it  is  true,  sufiicient  experience  of 
the  working  of  that  Act ;  the  time  has 
been  too  short.  We  have  seen  state- 
ments to  the  effect  that  in  some 
cases  tenants  who  had  purchased 
under  that  Act  had  begun  to  complain 
that  the  farms  they  had  purchased  were 
too  highly  valued.  We  do  not  know 
exactly  to  what  extent  rents  have  fallen, 
and  we  cannot  tell  whether  there  may 
not  be  a  greater  fall  of  rents  than  has 
already  taken  place.  Another  question 
is,  what  capital  will  the  tenants  have  to 
fall  back  upon?  If  this  Bill  is  to  be 
justified  at  all,  the  purchasing  tenants 
will  be  mostly  those  who  have  little  or 
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no  capital,  and  the  ouly  way  in  which 
they  can  be  kept  guing"  is  by  a  reduction 
of  their  annual  instalraenta.  But  there 
is  another  important  point  in  connection 
with  this  measure  wliich  I  will  endeavour 
to  put  before  the  House.  We  alt  know 
that  rent  is  a  fluctuating-  thing,  and 
that  it  is  affecte^l  by  the  fluctuations  in 
the  value  of  the  land  which  the  rent 
represents.  If  heavier  rates  are  put  uj)on 
the  land  than  the  tenant  can  meetf  those 
rates  ultimately  fall  on  the  landlord, 
because  of  the  inability  of  the  tenant  to 
pLiy.  Now»  I  object  to  this  measure, 
because  1  hold  that  in  it  we  shall  be 
practically  stereotyping  the  rent  upon 
the  holding  for  another  50  yeai's,  and 
if  there  should  in  the  interval  V>o  an 
increase  of  rates,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
there  will  be,  for  we  must  kH)k  forward 
to  the  time  when  Ireland  will  have  con- 
trol over  her  own  affairs,  when  many 
improvements  will  be  wanted  and  under- 
taken, and  money  will  be  needed  to  carr}' 
them  out,  the  result  will  be  disastrous 
to  the  tenants  purchasing  under  this 
Bill  Indeed,  it  must  be  obvious  that 
whether  under  a  local  Parliament  dealing 
with  the  whole  of  Ireland,  or  whether 
under  a  system  of  county  government, 
it  will  be  found  absolutely  necessary  to 
increase  the  rates  in  that  country. 
What,  then,  is  the  position  of  the  pur- 
chasing tenant?  At  present  he  can 
appeal  to  the  landlord,  and  in  many 
eases  ho  does  get  a  reduction  of  rent, 
and  therefore  the  rates  practically  full 
on  the  landlord;  but  those  who  purchase 
their  lioldinga  under  this  Bill  will  be 
prohibited  from  that.  The  whole  of  the 
rates  and  taxe^s,  whether  for  educ/itional 
purposes,  for  which  at  present  I  believe 
no  rate  exists  in  Ireland,  or  for  improve- 
ments that  may  be  requircn^,  will  fall  on  the 
purchasing  tenant,  while  for  the  next  50 
years  the  rent  is  practically  prevented 
by  this  measure  from  undergoing  any 
modificjition.  I  have  said  that  I  have 
seen  nothing  that  can  justify  this  Bill 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  boasted  not  long  ago  that  Ire- 
land was  quiet,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  made  it  one  of  their  plat- 
form utterancen  throughout  the  country 
that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  been  succesafal,  and  that  Ire- 
land is  in  a  e^ilm  and  peaceful  state.  If 
this  be  so,  what  is  the  need  of  this  Bill  ? 


Surely  there  is  nothing  in  the  condition 
of  Ireland  to  eall  for  exceptional  legisla- 
tion,  and  1  maintain  that  you  have  no 
right  to  take  the  public  money  to  enable 
any  class  of  tenants  to  purchase  their 
holdings  unless  yon  can  show  that  they 
are  in  a  condition  which  absolutely  re- 
quires it.  If  you  will  look  at  the  pur- 
chases that  have  been  made  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act  it  will  be  found  that  a 
large  numlier  have  been  effected  by 
tenants  well  able  to  pay  their  rents,  and 
for  whose  assistance  the  Government 
have  no  right  to  advance  money  from 
the  Treasury  Funds.  The  Government 
have  made  it  somewhat  difficult  properly 
to  oppose  this  measure  owing  to  the 
small  amount  of  information  they  have 
furnished  on  the  subject*  Before  you 
advance  Stato  money  to  enable  any  class 
of  men  to  purchase  their  holdings  you 
are  bound  to  show  that  there  is  an  abso- 
lute necessity  for  it,  and  in  this  case  I 
say  that  tliat  has  not  been  done.  Ad- 
mitting that  there  is  a  difficulty  inl 
getting  rents  in  Ireland,  that  is  only  the 
case  in  regrtitl  to  a  very  small  area,  and 
I  ask  the  House  why  should  wo  be  called 
on  to  advance  money  to  every  leaseholder 
in  London  to  enable  him  to  purchase  his 
holding,  or  Xa>  every  tenant  in  Wales  for 
the  same  purpose,  or  to  the  artisans 
throughout  the  country  for  the  purchase 
of  the  works  in  which  tliey  are  employed  % 
I  say  it  i^  a  monstrous  thing  for  the 
Government  to  bring  forward  a  scheme 
of  this  kind  to  enable  well-to-do  tenantry 
to  purcliase  their  holdings  at  the  expense 
of  the  Stjit€.  A  not  her  point  I  desire  to  put 
before  the  House  is  that  this  scheme 
cont^iins  practically  all  the  dangers  of 
the  nationalisation  of  land  without  any 
of  its  advantages.  We  are  to  enable  a 
lai'ge  number  of  tenants  to  purchase 
their  holdings  whereby  they  will  become 
tenants  of  the  State.  We  who  do  not 
believe  in  land  nationalisation  hold  as 
one  of  the  greatest  objections  to  such  a 
system  that  in  this  case,  instesid  of  the 
State  having  any  of  the  benefits  of  land 
nationalisation,  it  will  simply  be  advanc- 
ing money  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
one  class  of  landlords  to  succeed  another 
class.  The  trifling  advantage  accriiin^i 
to  the  small  area  in  which  there  is  anj 
difficulty  iu  the  collection  (►£  rents  is  a 
mere  nothing  compared  with  the  immense 
amount  of  money  the  Government  are 
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asking  the  country  to  advanca  without, 
as  I  contond,  any  justification.  Before 
any  such  advance  is  conceded  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  show  that  a  corresponding 
ad  irantage  will  accrue  to  the  State ;  but 
in  this  case  there  can  be  little  or  no 
benefit  to  the  State.  In  the  case  of  what 
is  termed  nationalisation  the  State  would 
get  the  full  value  of  the  land ;  but  here 
the  State  gets  nothing  whatever.  The 
right  lion.  Gantleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  last  night  asserted 
that  thera  was  comparatively  no  risk  in 
the  matter,  and  he  made  a  comparison  as 
between  the  credit  of  the  State  and  a 
£o  note  of  the  Bank  of  England.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  would  prefer  to 
have  his  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
Irish  peasantry  or  in  the  Bank  of 
England?  I  think  I  know  what  h^'s 
answer  would  be,  and  that  is  that  he 
would  prefer  the  Bank  of  England.  How 
are  we  to  get  the  money  back?  The 
hon.  Member  below  me  (Mr.  Jess 3 
Callings)  says  wo  have  gotit  in  our  pocket. 
I  cannot  agree  with  him.  If  \ie  advance 
the  money  how  can  we  have  it  in  our 
pocket  ?  If  the  money  is  raised  on  the 
credit  of  the  land,  the  land  may 
depreciate  in  value,  and  if  the  instal- 
ments are  not  paid  there  is  very  con- 
siderable risk.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  recommended  the  Government 
to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause  providing 
for  control  by  the  Loc  il  Authorities.  I 
am  surprised  to  hear  him  recommending 
that,  when  he  knows  that  one  of  the  chief 
arguments  against  a  Local  Government 
scheme,  which  Uer  Majesty's  present 
Governn.ent  have  promised  to  give  to 
Ireland,  but  which  they  apparently  dare 
not  propose,  has  been  the  argument  used 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  Hous'i,  that  every  Local  Authority 
which  might  be  set  up  would  simply 
mean  an  additional  tool  for  obtaining 
Home  Rule.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  that  the  Local  Authority  will 
act  as  a  buffer  between  the  State  and 
the  tenant.  Now,  what  is  the  nature  of 
a  buffer  ?  As  I  understand  it  it  is  some- 
thing that  yields  to  pressure.  Does  he 
intend  that  the  Local  Authority  is  to 
yield  to  tlie  pressure  that  may  be  put 
upon  it  ?  If  so,  I  can  hardly  think  he 
would  recommend  it.  This  being  the 
case  what  becomes  of  the  right  hon. 
Mr.  Joicey 


Gentleman's  argument  that  there  is  no 
risk?  On  the  whole  I  think  that  the 
more  we  consider  the  details  of  this  Bill, 
and  the  recommendations  of  those  who 
support  it,  the  more  dangerous  does  it 
appear.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  are 
anxious  to  get  the  landlords  out  of  Ire- 
land. I  think  that  in  Ireland  the 
majority  of  the  landlords  will  bear  com- 
parison with  those  of  any  other  portion 
of  the  kingdom.  Many  of  them  deserve 
well  of  their  country.  They  are  not  all 
bad,  and  we  know  that  there  are  many 
who  do  much  good  in  the  districts  in 
which  they  live.  I  regard  this  Bill  as  a 
measure  for  the  wholesale  expulsion  of 
the  landlords.  I  think  the  public  safety 
is  better  ensured  when  the  community  is 
composed  of  different  classes,  and  I  will 
support  no  scheme  that  will  practically 
tend  to  the  expulsion  of  the  landlords 
from  Ireland  for  the  next  50  years.  One 
of  the  reasons  why  I  urge  the  views  I 
have  expressed  is  that  I  think  the 
measure  would  prejudice  the  Home  Rule 
scheme.  If  there  is  to  be,  as  no  doubt 
there  will  be,  a  Home  Rule  Parliament, 
it  ought  to  be  able  to  deal,  more  than  with 
any  other  question  that  can  be  suggested, 
with  the  subject  of  the  land;  for  if  there  is 
a  vital  question  in  Ireland  it  is  the  land 
question,  and  for  my  part  I  will  be  no 
pirty  to  any  land  purchase  scheme  that 
will  practically  remove  the  consideration 
of  this  question  from  an  Irish  Parliament. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  think  that  in 
the  event  of  an  Irish  Parliament  being 
conceded  the  landlords  will  flee  the 
country.  I  think  that  when  they  find 
they  have  their  own  interests  to  protect 
they  will  protect  them,  while  the  tenants 
will  also  protect  theirs.  It  is  in  keeping 
the  different  sections  of  the  community 
together  that  we  shall  find  the  general 
sifety.  I  regard  the  whole  scheme  of 
this  Bill  as  unfair  to  the  United  Kingdom. 
If  you  are  just  to  Ireland  you  cannot  stop 
at  £33,000,000,  and  I  cannot  see  where 
you  would  be  able  to  stop.  It  is  unfair 
to  ask  this  House  to  sanction  a  scheme 
that  will  enable  only  one  section  of  the 
community  to  purchase  their  holdings. 
There  are  many  industries  in  this  country, 
in  some  of  which  a  large  number  of  men 
are  employed,  that  have  been  obliged  to 
stop  for  want  of  capital,  and  I  say  we 
should  be  as  much  justified  in  advancing 
money  in  such  cases  as  in  the  case  of  the 


497    Purchase  of  Land,  dhc,      {December 

Irish  tenants.  For  my  part  I  do  not  see 
why  the  miners  of  the  County  of  Durham 
should  be  prevented  from  applying  for 
an  advance  to  enable  them  to  purchase 
the  collieries  in  which  they  work,  if  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  is  to  be  sanctioned. 
Indeed,  I  fail  to  see  where  we  are  to  stop 
if  wo  allow  this  measure  to  pass.  Are  you 
prepared  to  advance  money  to  the  Welsh 
tenants  and  Scotch  crofters  to  enable 
them  to  buy  their  holdings  1  Unless  you 
are  you  have  no  right  to  advance  money 
in  the  way  you  propose  to  do  in  Ire- 
land. But,  Sir,  one  of  my  strongest 
reasons  for  the  opposition  I  offer  to  the 
Bill  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
came  into  office  chiefly  through  their 
opposition  to  two  measures :  oue  being 
the  Home  Rule  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  the  other  the  land 
purchase  scheme.  I  know  which  of 
the  two  was  made  the  most  of  in 
the  country.  My  own  district  was 
inundated  with  pamphlets  asserting  that 
we  were  going  to  ^ive  150  or  200 
millions  of  cash  to  Ireland.  That  was 
one  of  the  chief  subjects  on  which  h11  the 
Conservative  candidates  dilated  in  my 
district,  and  what  was  the  case  there  I 
feel  assured  was  the  case  throughout  the 
country.  I  maintain,  therefore,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  committing 
a  breach  of  confidence  if  they  pass  this 
measure.  They  had  no  mandate  from 
the  country  to  do  it,  and  I,  for  one — re- 
cognising that  the  advances  would  not 
5top  at  £93,000,000,  the  figures  stated 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  nor  even  at 
£153,000,000,  because  if  you  are  to  be 
just,  and  you  advance  sufficient  to  buy  the 
property  of  a  certain  number  of  land- 
lord|,  you  cannot  in  equity  refuse  to  do 
the  same  in  the  case  of  the  others — 1 
shall  oppose  this  measure  with  all  my 
power,  contending,  as  I  do,  that  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  ask  the 
House  to  pass  a  Bill  which  I  maintain 
really  means  an,  advance  of  at  least 
£100,000,000,  without  having  previously 
appealed  to  the  sense  and  feeling  of  the 
country. 

(4.0.)  Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Bir- 
mingham, Bordesle;  )  :  The  speech  we 
have  just  heard  is  on 3  directed  against 
State  -  aided  land  purchase  of  every 
description  and  under  any  circumstances, 
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and  I  must  commend  that  speech,  which 
was  so  loudly  cheered  from  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  to  the  labouring  population  of 
this  country.  My  hon.  Friend  said  that 
one  of  his  objections  to  this  system  of  pur- 
chase was  that  the  rent  at  once  became 
stereotyped.  But  stereotyped  rent  is  a 
principle  in  all  such  purchase,  and  there- 
fore to  object  to  such  a  rent  is  to  object 
to  all  land  purchase.  The  hon.  Member 
says  he  can  see  no  difference  between  the 
State-aided  purchase  of  land  and  the  pur- 
chase of  other  undertakings ;  but  on  this 
point  I  would  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  practice  of  almost  every  civilised 
country  which  has  had  to  deal  with  the 
tenure  of  land  either  by  revolutionary  or 
by  constitutional  methods,  such  as  are 
now  proposed  by  the  Government.  The 
security  of  the  British  taxpayer  under 
this  Bill  has  never  been  questioned  by 
any  speakers  in  this  Debate.  The  sub- 
ject of  a  Local  Authority  interposing  has 
been  raised,  but  this  fact  has  never  been 
disputed  :  that  the  £33,000,000  which  is 
to  operate  under  the  Government  scheme 
is  simply  the  capitalisation  of  money  over 
which  the  Government  have  absolute 
control —  which  they  have,  in  fact,  got  in 
their  own  pockets. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  Does  the  hon.  Member 
really  mean  to  say 

Mb.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order  ! 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS :  I  mean  to 
say  that  for  every  penny  of  indebtedness, 
or  credit,  or  liability,  or  whatever  you 
like  to  call  it,  which  the  British  taxpayer 
will  incur,  he  will  have  its  equivalent 
under  his  own  control.  Hon.  Members 
may,  if  they  can,  dispute  the  fact  that 
the  £33,000,000  is  simply  the  capitalisa- 
tion of  subventions,  or  money  to  be 
paid,  which  moneys  are  under  the  abso- 
lute control  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.     And,  be   it   remembered,  that  is 
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only  one  of  the  secnrities  offered, 
although  it  is  enough,  it  is  absolute,  and 
cannot  be  questioned.  At  the  same  time, 
there  are  collateral  secnrities  which 
strengthen  the  case  of  the  Government. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  stated  that  this 
was  an  English  question,  and  I  agree 
with  him  for  reasons  which  I  will  state 
directly.  Bat  he  went  on  to  say  that  he 
believed  the  repudiation  of  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  would  not  take 
place ;  that  there  was  no  danger  of  it 
nnless  political  pressure  is  exercised  on 
the  tenants  ;  any  arrangement,  of  course, 
must  be  subject  to  the  action  of  those 
who,  if  they  choose,  can  exercise  political 
pressure.  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  rather  unfortunate  in  antici- 
pating that  the  only  danger  of  repudia- 
tion was  not  from  inability  to  pay  the 
instalments,  but  from  political  pressure 
being  put  on  the  tenants  not  to  pay.  An 
hon.  Member  near  me  says  danger  may 
arise  from  both  sources.  Then  I  tell 
him  it  is  contemplating  a  most  dishonest 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  those  who  are 
able  to  exercise  that  political  pressure. 
I  do  not  belong  to  the  new-fangled 
Radicalism  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
oppos3  the  Bill.  I  prefer  the  constructive 
Radicalism  of  Cobden,  Bright,  and  Faw- 
cett,  who  have  achieved  something  to  that 
of  hon.  Members  who  have  accomplished 
nothing.  Those  who  to-morrow  read  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  his  complaint  against  the 
Bill  is  that  it  does  not  provide  for  the  out- 
lay of  £95,000,000  instead  of  £33,000,000. 
He  said  he  was  confident  of  this  thing 
and  certain  of  that,  but  he  adduced  no 
proof  of  anything,  and  the  only  point  he 
amplified  was  that  £33,000,000  would 
be  insufficient.  Hence  his  difficulty.  All 
those  who  have  addressed  the  House 
against  the  Bill  have  spoken  of  it  as 
merely  a  question  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  I  say  that  it  is  not  merely  a 
question  between  landlord  and  tenant 
that  is  at  issue.  The  benefit  derived  by 
either  is  merely  incidental,  and  the  great 
purpose  for  which  the  Bill  is  proposed  is 
the  public  good.  That  is  our  only 
warrant  for  dealing  with  this  question, 
as  speakers  and  writers,  both  in  the  past 
and  in  the  present,  have  always  repre- 
Mr,  Jesse  Collings 


sen  ted  the  land  question  as  the  difficulty 
in  Ireland.  I  go  further,  and  say  thftt 
if  that  question  is  settled  on  a  satis£au;torj 
basis.  Home  Rule  will  not  survive,  art 
any  rate  in  its  present  proportions,  and, 
therefore,  the  Government  have  every 
justification  for  the  proposals  they  are 
making.  If  the  history  of  the  magnifi- 
cent land  legislation  in  Prussia,.  whic^Ii 
begun  in  1807,  is  read,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  result  of  that  legislation,  which 
was  similar  in  its  lines  to  the  Bill  rioiw 
before  the  House,  has  been  to  reconcile 
sections  of  the  community  who  had  long 
been  discontented,  and  to  bring  them  inte 
the  ranks  of  the  law-abiding.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  reason  to  be  extremely 
contented  with  the  Debate  which  has. 
taken  place,  for  if  the  speeches  of 
objectors  are  placed  side  by  side,  they 
will  be  found  to  answer  each  other.  One 
speaker  declared  that  the  instalments 
are  so  high  that  the  tenanta  must 
repudiate,  while  the  next  declared  them 
to  be  so  low  that  the  tenants  who  are 
kept  out  will  have  a  grievance* 
Again,  one  speaker  asserts  that  purchasers- 
will  have  a  grievance,  and  another 
declares  that  non-purchasers  will  have 
such  a  grievance  as  will  almost  justify 
them  in  revolting,  and  so  you  may  go- 
on. One  speaker  declaimed  against 
the  severity  of  Irish  landlordism,  while 
another  occupies  himself  with  the  glori- 
fication of  Irish  landlordism.  Thus  do 
hon.  Members  destroy  one  another's' 
arguments.  I  was  amused  to  see  how 
lightly  the  question  of  repudiation  was. 
touched  upon  on  the  Home  Rule 
Benches  ;  it  has  been  spoken  of  as  if  it 
were  positively  of  no  account  whatever; 
But  I  should  like  to  remark  on  that, 
question  that  the  argument  of  repudia- 
tion has  been  advanced  by  some  speakers 
in  face  of  the  fact  that  the  Irish  have 
been  among  the  best  and  most  punctual 
ratepayers  in  the  whole  world.  They 
have,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  pointed  out,  fulfilled  their 
pecuniary  engagements  under  very  diffi- 
cult circumstances,  and  in  places  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in  force, 
have  paid  rents  in  the  dead  of  night,, 
well  knowing  that  if  the  act  were  known 
they  might  be  subjected  to  outrage  and 
even  death,  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
speaks  coolly  of  the  exercise  of  political 
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pressure.  We  have  been  tc^ld  toda 
that  this  Bill  18  a  bribe  to  ignorant 
I  tenants  in  Ireland  for  the  lK*nefit  of  the 
[ landlords.  What  did  tlie  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  tliink  of  that,  seeing'  that 
their  proposals  in  1886  were  of  a  com- 
pulsory character,  and  would  have 
handed  the  tenant  bound  hand  and  foot 
over  to  the  landlord  ?  The  landlords 
under  the  Bill  had  only  to  declare  their 
I  intention  to  sell  when  the  tenant  was 
i  obliged  to  buy  at  a  high  price,  whether 
vv  not  he  was  willing  to  do  so— at  prices 
which  have  since  been  declared  to  be 
20,  30,  and  even  50  per  cent,  ti.w  hi^h. 
Again  it  has  been  suggested  that  under 
tile  Bill  the  British  taxpayer  willl>ecome 
an  IriBb  landlord,  and  that  he  will  have 
t^  collect  the  rents.  Neither  of  those 
statements  in  true.  The  tenant  as  soon  as 
he  agrees  to  purchase  the  holding  liecomes 
the  landlord,  subject  only  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  annual  justalments,  which 
are  not  rent  at  alh  I  am  glad  that  the 
Goverament  have  taken  out  the  20 
years'  purchase  which  appeared  in  the 
last  Jiill,  for,  though  no  fair-minded  man 
could  misunderstand  tlie  proposal*  it 
provided  a  peg  on  which  any  amount  of 
misr.^presentation  might  be  hung.  One 
more  point  and  I  have  done.  One  Party 
has  constantly  opposed  this  Bill,  and  that 
is  tlie  Party  represented  by  the  hon.  and 
senior  Member  for  Northampton,  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Cirencester  Divi- 
I  siou,  and  by  my  hon.  Fnend  who  last 
spoke.  Those  Gentlemen  oppose  land 
1  purchase  under  any  circumstiincea.  1 
understood  the  hon*  Member  for  the 
Cirencester  Division  to  say  that  in  his 
I  election  address  in  1886  he  stated  that  be 
was  opposed  to  land  purchase.  I  had 
hojK'd  he  had  altered  his  mind  about 
that,  as  he  has  since  changed  his  attitude 
on  tbe  Home  Rule  question,  I  take  it 
that  the  issue  raised  by  these  bon.Mem* 
bers  is  really  the  one  we  are  about  to 
divide  upon.  Liberal  Unionists  have 
never  opposed  the  principle  of  land  pur- 
chase or  the  pledging  of  British  credit 
I  for  the  purpose  of  purchase.  What  they 
have  opposed  is  the  monstrous  proposi- 
tion that  Great  Britain  should  undertake 
an  enormous  liability  for  a  country 
which  is  immediately  to  be  placed  in 
the  position  of  Canada  or  of  a  foreign 
^  State.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cirencester 
(based  his  objection  to  the  Bill  also  on 


the  ground  tliat  that  might  be  used  to 
dispisscfis  the  landlord  in  Ireland,  but  if 
the  mm!  populatioti  in  either  England! 
or  Ireland  are  tUiave  a  closer  con nectfon 
with  the  In  ml  the  [►resent  owners  must 
be  di8[>t»8sessed.  1  take  it  that  mj  hon. 
Friend  does  not  favour  confiscation.  I 
recommend  his  views  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  agricultural  population.  He 
has  Hgured  on  many  occasions  aa  the 
friend  of  the  labourer,  but  I  fear  he  i» 
rather  giving  himself  away  in  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  principle  of  hind  purchase, 
without  the  adoption  of  which  the 
vivid  hopes  of  the  rural  population  of 
this  country  must  be  disappointed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  wishes 
that  the  scheme  may  be  so  arranged  that 
the  County  Councils  shall  have  the  land 
and  let  it  at  perpetual  rents  to  the  culti- 
vators. I  hope  that  those  lines  wil)  be 
adopted  in  any  legislation  of  a  similar 
kind  for  England.  But  the  proposition 
now  before  the  House  is  simply  a  oon- 
tinuatinn  of  legislation  that  has  long  been 
adopted  in  Ireland,  and  it  would  be 
absurd  for  the  Government  to  create 
another  class  of  tenants  now,  after  both 
Parties  have  gone  so  far  in  another 
direction,  I  hope  that  the  results  anti- 
cipated from  the  Bill  will  be  obtained^ 
and  then  it  will  be  possible  to  see  the  net 
value  of  the  Home  Rule  movement  in 
the  eyes  of  those  who  have  attached 
themselves  to  it  for  the  sake  of  agrarian 
advjintjiges,  about  which  they  alone  care, 
(4.25.)  Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON 
(Cumberland,  Cockerniouth):  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  thu 
Bordesley  Division  will  himself  go  into 
villages  and  explain  to  the  labourers^ 
who,  after  all,  are  taxpayers — why  it  m 
desirable  that  their  money  should  go  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He 
talked  about  the  new-fangled  Radicalism^ 
but  it  is  not  new  fangled  to  me,  I  have 
been  a  Radical  ever  since  I  came  into 
this  House,  and  I  int-end  to  remain  one. 
I  am  glad  thit  we  have  had  this 
Debate  to-day,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  agreed  so  courteously  to  the 
adjournment  last  night,  because  we  have 
been  discussing  the  real  issue,  namely, 
whether  or  not  the  principle  of  State- 
aided  land  purchase  is  right.  It  is 
desirable  that  that  matter  should  be 
thoroughly    threshed    out.        But    the 
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curious   part  of    the  Debate  is    that  it 
has  been  carried  on  for  two  days  without 
the  presence  of  the  Irish  Meoabers.    The 
House  can  now  see  what  it  will  be  like 
when  the  Irish  Members  are  withdrawn 
— and    a    precious    dull    place    it    will 
be.     As  English    credit  is     to     be    so 
extensively  pledged,  the  question  before 
the   House    is  essentially   an    English 
question.     I  have  been  sent  to  the  House 
by  taxpayers,  and  it  is  ray  first  duty  to 
look    after    their    money.       The    hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  fur  Northumber- 
land   spoke  in  a  high   tone    about  the 
**  timid    and    selfish  taxpayers."     1   do 
not  see  why  tax jmye rs  have  not  every 
right  to  be  timid  and  selfish,  shoeing  that 
for  several  generations  they  have  been 
robbed  by   the  upper  classes.     We  liad 
on  this  side   a  very  interesting    Debate 
last  night.     The  hon.  Member  for   the 
Rushcliffe  Division  ^ave  us  a  comprehen- 
sive speech  full  of  facts  and  figures,  the 
ex-Prime  Minister  followed  with  a  very 
moderate    s^)eech,  then  came  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  the   Member  for  West 
Birmingham  with  a  diplomatic  speech, 
the  Member  for  Elgin  with  a  practical 
speech,  and  the  Member  for  Haddington 
with  a  theoretic  speech,  for  he  said  that 
both  he  and  his  constituents  were  pre- 
pared to  run  a  theoretic  risk  with  regard 
to   this  guarantee.     But   he    was   only 
following  the  views  of   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman   the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham,     who     asserted     that    there 
was      absolute      security      for      every 
penny  used,  and  remarked  that  British 
credit      was     used,    but     not     risked. 
What  do  you  give  a  guarantee  for  unless 
there  is  some  risk  ?     If  there  bo  no  risk, 
if  the  security  is  sufficient,  why  put  in 
the  guarantee  at  all  ?     That  is  the  whole 
question  ;  that    is    what   I  am   fighting 
about.     I  am  opposing  the  bringing  in 
of  British  credit  for  this  scheme,   and  if 
jou  take  that  part  out  of  it,  leaving  the 
scheme  with  the  other  security,  I  believe 
this    Bill    might    pass    in   10    minutes 
to-morrow.     But    my  hon.   Friend  the 
Member  for  Haddington  will  find  that  he 
is    mistaken;  it   is   no   use  giving   this 
guarantee  and  saying  we  shall  not  have 
to  pay.     Just  as  certain  as  that  I  stand 
here    this    guarantee    will    come    into 
operation,  and  it  can  only  come  from  the 
taxpayers.     From    the    results    of    the 
labour  of  the  country  is  this  guarantee 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


created,  and  by    this   scheme  you   are 
proposing  to    sacrifice    the    interest    of 
labour  for  the  benefit  of  land.     The  two 
most  interesting  speeches  we  have  had 
during  the  Delmte  were  those  delivered 
last    night    by    the    hon.    Baronet  the 
Member      for      Northumberland      (Sir 
Edward   Grey)   and    the    hon.    Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Mr.  Haldane),  and 
what    I    was   most  struck  by  in  these 
speeches  was  an  admission  which  pleased 
me    very    much     indeed.     Both     hon. 
Members  said  things  had  now    got  to 
such    a    pass    that  a  certain  section — 
meaning  the  Radical  section — had  made 
such  work  up  and    down    the  country 
that  the  Liberal  Party,  if  ever  they  came 
into  power  again,  would  never  be  able  to 
carry  a  scheme  of  land  purchase.     This 
did  good  to   my  heart.     We  have   not 
lived  in  vain.     We  have  educated  our 
Party.     We  have  educated  our  Leader. 
I  should  like  to  be  quite  certain  that  i^e 
shall  never  be  abfe  to  carry  such  a  Bill. 
When  Robert  Bruce  was  told  by  one  of 
liis  friends  "  I  doubt  I  have  slain  the 
Red  Comyn,*'   he    replied,    "Dost   thou 
doubt,  I  will  mak  sicker.*'     I  hope  it  is 
a  certainty  impressed  upon  the  leaders 
of  our  Party    that  they  may    as   well 
attempt  to  fiy  as  to  carry  a  wholesale 
scheme  of  land  purchase  for  any  place. 
Of    course    hon.    Gentlemen    will    find 
something  to  say  against  us,  and  they 
will  say  that  in  1886  the  bulk  of  the 
Party  were  willing  to  accept  a  scheme 
of  land  purchase. 

An   hon.    Member  :    And  will   again. 

Sir  W.  lawson  :  No,  never  again. 
That  is  the  point  we  have  reached.  We 
accepted  it  then,  some  of  us,  as  part  of  a 
large  scheme  for  settling  the  Irish 
difficulty.  We  will  never  accept  it 
again  coupled  with  any  scheme  for 
Ireland.  I  believe,  myself,  the  bring-ing 
in  of  that  Bill,  done  though  it  was  i^ith 
good  intentions,  has  been  one  of  the 
greatest  causes  of  the  confusion  into 
which  the  Liberal  Party  has  fallen  in 
late  years.  It  was  brought  in  as  a  good 
idea  to  float  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  but  it 
had  the  effect  of  sinking  Home  Rule  for 
a  time,  though  it  will  rise  again.  All 
the  revelations  of  the  last  few  days  show 
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that  the  abominable  proposition  of  buying 
up  Irish  landlords  is  at  the  bottom  of 
much  of  the  trouble  we  are  undergoing 
at  this  moment.  Nothing  has  been 
more  oppressive  than  these  land  schemes. 
Last  Session  it  was  sickening  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  talk 
as  if  he  were  negotiating  with  the 
Chief  Secretary.  We  know  what  it 
means.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  **  let  the  cat 
out  of  the  bag"  last  night  in  replying  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dum- 
fries (Mr.  Reid),  who  made  a  capital 
speech,  thoroughly  Radical,  against  land 
purchase. 

•*  I  know/*  said  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  **  why  the  Radicals  go  ai^ainst  land 
purchase,  because  thtiy  think  that  is  not  the 
way  to  arrive  at  Home  Rule." 

This  Bill  is  brought  in  then  to  block  the 
way  to  Home  Rule.  The  hon.  Member 
admits  it.  But  **  in  vain  is  the  snare  set 
in  the  sight  of  any  bird."  Every  real 
Home  Ruler,  everj'body  who  believes 
that  a  nation  ought  to  govern  its  own 
affairs,  will  spurn  this  Land  Purchase 
Bill.  I  have  listened  to  speeches  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members 
for  Mid  Lothian  and  Newcastle ;  but 
they  never  convinced  me  that  it  is  a 
wise  or  desirable  thing  to  settle  the 
land  question,  not  leaving  the  plan  to 
the  Irish  people.  The  land  question  is 
the  great  trouble  and  difficulty  in  Ire- 
laud.  You  say  you  are  going  to  give 
them  Home  Rule,  and  yet  you  will  not 
let  them  settle  the  one  qjiestion  which 
makes  Home  Rule  necessary.  That 
commends  itself  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
T  say  we  are  not  going  to  have  Home 
Rule. 

Sir  W.  LAWSON  :  But  I  say  we  are 
going  to  have  it,  and  I  say  to  withhold 
from  Home  Rule  consideration  the  most 
important  of  the  matters  concerning  the 
country  seems  to  me — and  I  should  think 
so  if  it  were  not  advocated  by  so  many 
able  men— to  be  absurd.  If  you  settle  the 
land  question  you  can  only  do  so  in  a  way 
to  satisfy  the  Irish  people,  and  you  might 


aF  well  leave  to  them  the  settlement.    If 

you    do    not    satisfy   them,   you  settle 

nothing.     It  is  a  curious  Bill.     We  are 

told  landlordism  has  been  the  curse  of 

Ireland,  and  now  you  are  going  to  turn 

hundreds  of  landlords  into  thousands.    It 

is  an  extraordinary  way  of  settling  the 

question.     Judge  O'Connor  Morris   has 

written    a    pamphlet,    and    in   this    he 

says — 

**  Before  many  years  two-thirds  of  Ireland 
will  have  become  the  land  of  mere  peasant 
landlords,  presiding  over  a  muss  of  rack-rented 
tenants.*' 

That  is  your  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  has 
talked  about  new-fangled  Radicals,  and 
said  he  followed  Mr.  Bright.  But  a  very 
few  years  ngo  John  Bright  said  the  idea 
of  buying  out  the  propertied  class  was 
both  unnecessary  and  unjust.  We  shall 
hear,  when  the  time  comes,  what  the  con- 
stituencies say.  New-fangled  Radicalism 
will  have  something  to  say,  and  I  think 
it  will  have  an  effect  on  the  Ballot  when 
we  tell  constituencies  that  money  is  going 
to  be  taken  from  them  to  enhance  the 
price  of  land  for  the  landlords  of  Ireland- 
We  have  had  three  pamphlets  on  this 
land  scheme  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  one 
written  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke 
last  night  (Mr.  Keay),  a  Radical,  and 
who  went  carefully  into  the  matter* 
another  written  bj  a  Tory,  to  which  I 
have  alluded,  and  another  written  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  who  is 
not  a  Radical.  I  do  not  know  what  ho 
is.  These  afford  full  opportunity  of 
studying  the  question.  In  the  pamphlet 
by  O'Connor  Morris,  a  Tory  landlord 
and  County  Court  Judge,  the  writer 
says  the  Bill,  if  it*  passes,  will  disturb 
or  subvert  Irish  land  legislation,  will 
bring  new  mischiefs  out  to  be  endured,  do 
enormous  wrong,  and  probably  lead  to 
revolutionary  changes,  aggravate  instead 
of  heal  the  feuds  in  Ireland,  will  have  far- 
spreading  disastrous  consequences,  and 
be  at  on.*e  iniquitous,  mean,  and  selfish. 
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This  IS  a  pretty  good  description  of  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman.  I 
want  a  declaration  from  our  Front 
Bench.  What  do  they  think  of  the  Bill  ? 
If  the  usual  occupants  of  that  Bench  are 
not  present  they  ought  to  be.  I  re- 
member how  they  fought  last  Session 
against  compensation  for  the  brewer  and 
the  publican ;  why  will  they  not  fight 
now  against  compensation  to  Irish  land- 
lords? If  they  would  make  a  bold 
stand,  if  they  would  lead  us  now  as 
then,  if  they  would  use  all  their  power, 
influence,  eloquence,  and  argument 
against  this  Bill  as  they  did  against 
the  Licensing  Clauses,  the  Liberal  Party 
would  follow  them  almost  to  a  man, 
with  the  exceptions,  perhaps,  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Northumberland  and  Had- 
dington (Sir  E.  Grey  and  Mr.  Haldane), 
who  would  form  a  Party  of  their  own, 
I  suppose.  I  think  it  is  our  duty, 
whether  they  lead  us  or  not,  to  use  every 
mode  of  Opposition,  every  resource  of 
resistance,  every  Parliamentary  form  we 
can  possibly  find  to  frustrate  this  attempt 
at  wholesale  robbery  of  the  British  tax- 
payers. 

*(4.35.)  Me.  MADDEN:  I  am  glad 
that  at  last  a  speaker  has  risen  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  who  has  taken  upon 
himself  the  task  of  proving  that  it  is 
financially  unsound.  During  the  Debate 
I  have  listened  with  attention  for  that 
2)ai  t  of  the  argument  to  be  reached.  It 
appeared  to  mo  to  be  a  most  important 
part  of  the  attack,  and  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  approached  that  point  I  endea- 
voured to  follow  him  and  to  grasp  his 
argument.  It  is  within  the  recent 
recollection  of  the  House.  What  argu- 
ment did  the  hon.  Baronet  used  to  rove 
the  linancial  unsoundness  of  our  pro- 
posals ?  Did  he  address  one  single  argu- 
ment to  meet  the  proposition  advanced 
earlier  in  Debate,  namely,  that  the  Im- 
p3rial  taxpayer  is  his  own  paymaster? 
If  there  is  no  risk,  asked  the  hon. 
Baronet,  why  give  a  guarantee  ?  The  i 
very  idea  of  a  guarantee,  he  said,  in- 
volved the  idea  of  a  risk.  I  answer,  not  I 
if  you  got  an  absolute,  counter  security, 
and  in  the  present  case  the  excellence  of  i 
this  counter  guarantee  removes  all 
risk. 

Sir  W,  Lawson  l 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
What  is  it  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN:  What  is  itt  The 
counter  security  is  this,  and  to  this  argu- 
ment no  answer  has  ever  been  attempted, 
either  lastSessiouorthis:  The  total  capital 
amount  advanced  cannot  exceed  25  years' 
purchase  of  the  annual  amount  which 
you  have  under  your  own  control.  You 
are  your  own  paymaster,  you  have  thai 
sum  under  your  own  control,  and  until 
that  argument  is  met  it  is  idle  to  deal 
with  vague  attacks  on  the  financial  sound- 
ness of  the  scheme.  The  right  hon.Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  his 
speech  used  an  expression  which  I 
heartily  and  respectfully  endorse.  He 
said  that  the  DetMite  appeared  to  him  to 
be  rather  a  continuation  of  the  discus- 
sion of  last  Session  than  as  a  substantiye 
Debate  upon  a  new  Bill.  In  one  par- 
ticular, I  must  admit,  the  present  Debate 
has  had  a  resemblance  to  the  Debate  last 
Session :  each  opponent  of  the  Bill  has 
in  turn  been  answered  by  speeches  from 
his  own  side.  Following  out  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  not  exactly  as  ho  intended,  I 
think  the  continuity  of  the  Debate  has  in 
this  respect  been  strictly  observed.  Thus 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  anticipated 
general  repudiation  of  instalments; 
but  he  was  answered  to-day  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  who  in- 
dignantly repudiated  repudiation.  The 
whole  point  of  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  was,  there  was  no  risk  of 
repudiation  or  dishonest  attempt  ta 
evade  legal  obligations.  He  declined  to 
entertain  the  idea  of  repudiation,  though 
he  added  there  might  be  instigations  to 
dishonesty  proceeding  from  political  ad- 
visers. Upon  the  probable  action  of  the 
political  advisers  of  the  Irish  tenants 
he  is  more  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  than  I  am.  His  opinion  is  that 
men  might  be  dissuaded  from  payings 
from  political  motives. 

*Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  did  not 
say  not  to  pay  just  debts  ;  indeed,  I  said 
exactly  the  opposite. 

•Mr.  madden  :  I  accept  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  explanation ;  but  he 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  there  might  be 
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opposition  to  payment  of  inatalmenta 
caused  by  pressure  largely  applied  from 
political  motives, 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Pressure 
applied,  I  said,  in  Parliament,  for  post- 
ponement of  payments,  ard  for  spreading 
these  payments  over  a  longer  period. 

*Mk,  madden  :  Pressure  from  politi- 
cal motivea  in  the  diroction  of  de- 
clining to  pay  at  the  proper  time  a 
legal  debt.  That  is  another  way  of 
stating  the  same  thinjLf.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  the  euphemism  *'  spread- 
ing payment  over  a  longer  period/' 
I  leave  the  diHerence  of  opinion  on 
the  subject  of  repudiation  to  be 
.<iettled  between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries.  Then  we  have  been  told 
this  is  ft  landlords*  Bill,  and  from  that 
.atandpfiint  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
hampton {Mr.  Libonchere)  has  denounced 
it.  It  was  a  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the 
plutocracy.  He  even  coined  a  word,  de- 
scribing it  as  endowing  the  landocracy. 
Again,  to  save  us  trouble  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre)  has 
entirely  demolished  the  argument  of  the 
hoQ,  Member  for  Northampton.  He 
6ay8  his  objection  to  the  Bill  is  that  it  will 
not  be  a  final  s©ttlement,becausethe  bonus 
which  some  tenants  will  get  will  prove 
sncli  an  enormous  benefit  to  them  that  we 
shall  never  have  p^ace  because  of  the  con- 
tinual pressure  which  will  be  applied  to 
landlfirds  who  refuse  to  selL  How  it  is 
possiijle  to  recognise  this  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  1  do  not  see.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lythian  also  saya  the  action  of  the 
Bill  in  conferring  a  Ixion  on  indi- 
vidual tenants  is  fraught  with  danger 
in  the  future,  because  it  will  engender 
agitation  and  discontent  on  the  part  of 
those  who  are  left  outside  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  Again,  I  leave  that  argument 
to  bo  met  by  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  When  the  arguments  of 
(*ur  opponents  thus  destroy  each  other,  I 
am  left  with  little  to  reply  to.  Af^ain 
referrinsr  to  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  that  this  is  a  continuation 
Debate,  I  ask  what  is  the  position  ?  The 
House  has  now  had  the  advantage  of 
having  the  Government  scheme  before 
it  for  eight  mouths.  It  was  sub- 
jected to  five  nights*  criticism  last 
Session,  and  it  has  been  debated  for 
two  nights  on  this  occasion.  Further^ 
it  has  been  subjected  to  criticism  on  plat- 
forms and  in  the  Press,  and  I  ask, 
has  any  alternative  soheme  for  dealing 
with  the  Irish  land  question  been 
pro|>ounded  during  the  eight  months 
which  have  intervened  between  the 
beginning  and  the  end  of  this  discuaaion  ? 
Into  the  general  question  of  the  propriety 
of  a  system  of  Sttite-aided  purchase  of 
land  in  Ireland  I  will  not  enter  now,  fori 
take  it  there  is  practical  unanimity  on 
the  subject  among  all  classes  and  con- 
ditions of  men.  I  take  it  as  a  political 
axiom  that  i  well-considered  and  safe 
system  of  land  purchase  for  Ireland  is 
deaired,  and  that  no  considerable  body 
of  politicians  desire  to  terminate  the 
experiment  which  has  proved  so  success- 
ful in  th:  past.  VlTell,  then,  I  ask — 
Dies  not  the  scheme  of  the  Government 
hrild  the  fiiOd  ?  Has  any  alternative 
scheme  been  presented  —  have  any 
counter  proposals  been  seriously  at- 
tempted 1  On  the  Second  Reading 
Debate  last  Session  the  House  and 
country  were  surprised  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  speaking  for  his  Party, 
laid  as  an  alternative  scheme  before  us 
a  proposal  for  the  fining  down  of  rents, 
A  discussion  followed,  and  was  continued 
throughout  the  country  by  the  Press  ; 
but  I  fail  to  find  that  this  alternative 
received  any  substantial  support  on  public 
platforms  or  in  the  Press.  Indeed, 
judging  from  an  article  in  the  Xorth 
AmrfHcan  Ji^view  on  land  purchase 
written  by  the  hon.  Member  himself,  I 
conclude  that  he  has  dropped,  apparently 
for  ever,  the  suggestions  he  made  to  the 
Honse  on  the  Second  Reading  Debate  last 
Session — at  all  events,  as  an  alternative 
solution  of  this  question.  Our  scheme 
holds  the  field.  It  has  been  admittc<l  on 
both  sides  by  speaker  after  speaker  that 
the  Irish  lind  question  is  at  the  root  of 
the  Irish  difficulty,  and  that  it  is  a  ques- 
tion that  must  be  settled,  nnd  yet  nobody 
has  even  provisionally  offered  to  the 
Honse  any  other  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty 1 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE 
Irish  Parliament. 

•Mr.  madden  :     To  one  portion   of 
the  Bill  little  allusion  has  been  made 
except  by  the  hon.  Membar  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Joicay.)  I  mean  the  portion  relating 
to   the   congested  districts.      The   hon. 
Member  said  if  this  portion  of  the  Bill 
stood  as  a  Bill  by  itself  he  would  ba  well 
disposed  to  assist  in  passing  it  into  law. 
I  welcome  that  statement.      As  soon  as 
the  House  has  got  through  the  earlier 
portion  of  the  Bill  now  before  us,  the 
House  can  take  up  the  congested  districts 
portion  as  if  it  were  a  Bill  by  itsslf.     If 
it  is  admitted  that  the  land  question  is 
the   root  of    the    Irish    difficulty,  that 
difficulty  presents  itself  in  the  acutest, 
most  accentuated  form  in  the  congested 
districts,  and  surely  this  is  a  time  when 
circumstances  have  brought  home  to  the 
heart  and  mind  of  every  Member  of  this 
House   the   duty  of  dealing  efEectually 
with     this     difficulty?      I    attach    the 
greatest  importance  to  this    portion   of 
the  Bill,  and  I  say  that  the  gratitude 
of  the  Irish  people  is  due  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  this 
first   serious   attempt    to    grapple   with 
the  troubles  and  difficulties  of  the  con- 
gested districts,  intensified,  as  they  are, 
by  the  incidents  of  the  pressnt  year.     It 
is  remarkable  and  encouraging  that  this 
part  of  the  Bill  has  met  with  no  hostile 
criticism,  though  some   questions   have 
been  asked  in  regard  to  it.     I  have  been 
asked   for   a   definition   of   a   congested 
district.     Well,  rightly  or  wrongly,  the 
Bill  contains  a  definition  founded  on  the 
ratio  of  valuation  to   population.     That 
may   be    right    or    wrong,     but    it   is 
a  practical  biisis  for  discussion  when  we 
reach  that  part  of  the   Bill.     The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  took  exception  to   the  scheme 
of  the  Government  being   divided  into 
two   Bills,  and  asked  for  an  explanation 
on  this  point.  I  will  give  it  him.    Either 
there    will   be   time   to  pass  the  entire 
scheme  or  not.     If  there  is  time  to  do  so, 
no   harm  will   have   been   done   by  di- 
viding it  into  two  measures.     If  there  is 
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not  time  to  pass  the  entire  scbemey  it 
will  be  because  of  that  class  of  opposition 
to  every  line  and  word  of  the  Bill  with 
which  we  have  been  threatened,  and 
because  of  that  alone.  The  second  Bill 
contains  improvements  of  the  law  as  to 
head  rents,  turbary,  and  so  on,  as  to 
which  there  will  probably  not  be  mnch 
opposition  when  included  in  a  separate 
Bill.  But  those  are  technical  and  difficult 
subjects,  dealt  with  in  complicated 
clauses,  which  will  readily  lend  them- 
selves to  the  class  of  opposition  I  referred 
to,  and,  therefore,  to  emboiy  them  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  controversial  subjects 
might  lead  to  opposition  on  points  as  to 
which  there  is  no  dispute  in  principle, 
but  which  would  ba  treated  as  contro- 
versial, with  a  view  to  defeat  or  delay 
the  passing  of  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill. 
If  there  is  no  time  to  pass  both  Bills, 
and  if  we  secure  the  first,  I  think  that 
everyone  will  agiee  that  half  a  loaf  is 
bett,er  than  no  bread. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  When  will  the 
second  Bill  be  printed? 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  second  Bill  will 
be  printed  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 
The  differences  between  the  former  and 
the  present  Bills  have  been  so  fully  dealt 
with  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  I 
need  only  mention  one.  It  is  a  provision 
to  which  I  attach  great  importance — 
namely,  the  strengthening  of  the  judicial 
force  Land  Commission  by  giving  power 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  nominate  any 
Judges  of  the  High  Court  to  act  as 
additional  Judicial  Commissioners.  I 
venture  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
Government  scheme,  and  it  alone,  holds 
the  field  ;  I  believe  it  will  be  passed  into 
law,  and  that,  when  so  passed,  it  will 
prove  not  only  safe  to  the  taxpayer, 
but  the  cause  of  peace  and  prosperity  to 
many  generations  in  Ireland. 

*(5.3.)  Mb.  CREMER  (Shoreditcb, 
Haggerston)  :  Holding  as  I  do  opinions 
which  conflict  somewhat  with  those 
which  have  been  expressed  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  being  a  very- 
advanced  land  tenure  reformer,  I  think 
it  only  fair  I  should  express  the 
opinions  which  I  entertain  of  the 
Bill,    opinions   which     I     believe    are. 
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rightly  or  wrongly,  shared  by  a  very 
large  number  of  my  countrymen.  This 
Bill  contains  two  main  proposals ' 
one  to  buy  out  the  Irish  landlords 
with  British  money,  the  other  to  sell 
the  land  which  has  been  so  purchased  to 
the  tenants  who  now  occupy  it.  The 
first  proposal  indicate3  the  great  advance 
which  has  been  made  upon  the  subject 
of  land  tenure  reform  within  the  last  20 
or  25  years.  Twenty  years  ago  Mr. 
John  Stuart  Mill,  who  sat  in  this  House, 
published  a  remarkable  pamphlet  in 
which  he  advocated  the  same  principle 
which  is  embodied  in  the  Government 
Bill—  namely,  the  using  of  British  money 
for  the  purpose  of  buying  out  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  At  that  time  the 
views  of  Mr.  Mill  were  considered  so 
advanced  that  the  principle  he  advocated 
was  scouted  by  a  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  received  but 
very  scant  support  amongst  the  general 
public.  But  now  that  principle  has 
been  embodied  in  a  Bill  brought  for- 
ward by  the  great  Tory  Party,  who 
are  thereby  placing  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  advocate  land  nationalisation 
a  very  powerful  weapon,  because  the  land 
nationalisors  propose  that  the  whole  land 
of  the  Kingdom  should  become  the  pro- 
perty of  the  State,  and  one  of  the  methods 
by  which  they  wish  to  secure  possession 
of  the  land  is  that  the  national  funds 
should  bo  used  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
out  the  landlords.  I  will  not  discuss' 
whether  it  is  right  or  wrong  to  apply 
British  money  for  buying  out  the  land- 
lords of  the  Kingdom;  but  the  great 
fault  I  find  with  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  is  that  when  the  funds  of 
the  nation  have  been  applied  for  buying 
out  the  Irish  landlords,  and  the  State  has 
taken  possession  of  the  land,  the  State 
should  again  part  with  it.  When  the  funds 
of  the  nation  have  been  to  some  extent 
jeopardised  by  this  process,  why  should 
the  nation  create  another  race  of  land- 
lords?   The  fact  that  the  land  of  the 


country  was  owned  by  the  State  would 
be  the  best  guarantee  to  the  tenant 
against  anything  like  arbitrary  eviction- 
It  is  the  arbitrary  evictions  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  landlords  that  have  produced 
the  present  crisis,  and  it  seeins  to  me 
a  very  extraordinary  thing  to  knock 
down  one  man  and  set  up  20  in  hia 
place— to  buy  out  one  big  landlord  and 
manufactui*e  a  number  of  little  ones. 
What  guarantee  have  we  that  the  new 
landlords  to  be  created  under  this  Bill  will 
be  of  a  batter  type  than  those  which  at 
present  exist  ?  The  Bill  affords  no  such 
guarantee,  and  I  am  mclined  to  think 
that  the  new  landlords  will  be  of  even  a 
worse  type  than  the  old  ones."  I 
therefore  prefer  to  retain  the  existing- 
system  rather  than  create  a  new 
class  of  landlords  about  whom  we  at 
present  know  very  little,  and  who,  I 
fear,  would  be  harsher  in  their  conduct 
towards  the  tillers  of  the  soil  than  the 
present  owners  of  the  soil.  I  object 
to  the  scheme  also  because  the  evils> 
of  the  present  system,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  would  remain  and  become  more 
crystallised.  I  further  object  to  any  man 
or  any  hundred  men  appropriating  to 
themselves  what  is  called  the  unearned 
increment,  which  should  be  appropriated 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nation,  and  that 
evil  is  not  dealt  with  in  the  present  Bill. 
Finally,  I  object  to  the  Billon  the  ground 
that  it  would  not  be  a  complete  or  last- 
ing settlement  of  land  tenure  reform. 
If  you  have  a  small  or  peasant  pro- 
prietary created  under  this  Bill  what 
will  happen  will  be  that  in  a  few 
generations  the  evils  of  the  present 
system  will  be  reproduced.  The  men 
of  wealth  will  be  always  tempting  the 
owners  of  small  plots  of  land  to  sell ;  they 
will  yield  to  the  temptation,  and  the 
result  will  be  that  the  small  owners  will 
in  a  short  time  disappear.  The  evils 
against  which  the  Bill  is  now  directed 
will  then  be  reproduced,  and  in  a  short 
time  we  shall  be  face  to  face  with  another 
agrarian  difiiculty.  The  process  to  which 
I  refer  is  going  on  at  the  present  time  in 
France.  Some  of  our  friends  who  advocate 
peasant  proprietorship  are  never  tired  of 
praising  the  French  system  of  land 
tenure,  but  I  am  informed  by  friends  of 
mine  in  France — men  who  are  entitled  to 
speak  with  no  small  amount  of  authority 
on  the  subject — that  the  process  of  swal- 
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lowing  up  the  small  men  in  France  is 
growing  apace.  There  is  a  class  of  men 
who  lend  money  at  an  enormous  rate  of 
interest  to  those  who  own  small  plots  of 
land,  and  as  the  small  owners  are  fre- 
quently unable  to  pay  the  interest,  they 
lose  their  property.  Consequently,  these 
small  owners  are  rapidly  disappearing, 
and  unless  steps  are  taken  by  the  enact- 
ment of  a  law  to  prevent  any  individual 
from  holding  more  than  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  land,  ths  evils  which  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  profess  to  be  desirous 
•of  removing  will  be  reproduced.  This 
Bill  may  afEord  some  temporary  relief  to 
the  tenants  in  Ireland,  but  it  will  not  afford 
permanent  relief,  and  cannot  be  regarded 
as  a  final  solution  of  the  difficulty.  Again, 
if  this  Bill  passes,  what  is  to  prevent  a 
cry  proceeding  from  the  tenant  farmers 
of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  for 
S^te  assistance  to  purchase  their  farms ; 
and  why  should  not  the  same  prin- 
ciple be  applied  to  the  crofters  of  Scot- 
land as  you  propose  to  apply  to  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland?  I  presume  that 
those  who  have  made  this  proposal  have 
thought  it  out  to  the  end,  and  are  pre- 
pared to  face  similar  demands  which 
must  come  from  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  All  such  difficulties 
would  be  avoided  if  the  State  pur- 
chased the  land  and  held  it.  To  buch 
a  proposal  I  should  give  my  cordial 
support ;  but  to  the  present  scheme, 
which  involves  the  creation  of  a  new 
class  of  landlords,  I  shall  give  my  deter 
mined  opposition. 

(5.20.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
2iD;  Noes  173.— (Di v.  List,  No.  6.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising ; 

It  being  after  lialf-past  Five  of  the 
clock,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  proceeded  to 
interrupt  the  Business  : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
move,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put." 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire.  Bn>g) : 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.     I  apprehend 
J/r,  Cremer 


that  as  the  Motion  now  made  is  not  a 
Consequential  Motion  to  the  one  just 
carried,  it  is  not  open  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  the  Closure  after 
half-past  5. 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
question  of  order  has  been  repeatedly 
decided. 

(5.35.)  Question  put,  "That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  242 ;  Noes 
172.-(Div.  List,  No.  7.) 

Main  Question  put  accordingly,  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

(5.50.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
268;  Noes  130.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

On  the  Question,  "That  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  to- 
morrow ": — 

(6.4.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  put  down  the  Order  for 
going  into  Committee  tomorrow, as  hon. 
Members  desire  to  move  Instructions  to 
the  Committee. 

(6.5.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  pro- 
posed  to  take  the  Seed  Potatoes  Bill  and 
the  Tithe  Bill  first  to  morrow,  and  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  be  willing  to  proceed 
with  the  Land  Bill  after  those. 

Mu.  LABOUCHERE :  On  what  dayl 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Friday. 

Bill  committed  for  Friday. 

It  being  after  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
without  Question  put. 

House  adjo  irned  at  five  minutes 
after  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS. 
TkuTBday,  4th  December,  1800. 


¥. 


MR.  SPEAKER^S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 

The  House  beings  met,  the  Clerk  at 
tbe  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  agaiu  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Wbereupoa  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
TTmn  of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 

Itlie  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standincr  Order, 


QUEST  IONS. 


THE  NEW  itAG.VZINE  RIFLE, 
Mh.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  f<>r  War  if  he 
T^^ould  stati'  how  many  niagaziue  Infantry 
^VV'ifles  of  the  present  pittern  were  sent  to 
^Klythe  for  trial  and  report  prior  to  the 
^Hlkloption  of  the  new  arm  ;  when  they 
^Bwere  so  sent  down  and  reported  upnn  ; 
^Bwho  is  the  official  at  Hythe  resptnisibic 
I  for  8UL»h  Reports  ;  whether  the  lieport 
was  favourable  or  the  reverse ;  and 
^Kwhether  he  will  lay  such  Report  or 
^^R  sports  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
^  *THt:    SECKKTARY    of   STATE    for 

tWAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopi-:,  Lincolnshire, 
Jlorncastle)  ;  Xo  rides  were  sent  to 
llytlie  at  that  time,  and,  as  I  understand, 
JEor  the  reason  that  tU©  Commandant, 
Colonel  Tongne,  was  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  clioso  the  new  rifle.  One 
riHe  was  sent  there  in  September,  1 8ti8. 
In  August,  IS88,  five  ma;j^azine  carbines 
tvrere  sent  there  for  trial,  and  the  Report 
ipan  these  and  upon  the  rifle,  which 
Ikppears  to  have  been  tried  with  them, 
ras  received  in  November,  188*8.  The 
bfficer  generally  resjKMisible  would  be 
'^  done!  Tongne,but,  in  the  circumstances, 
Ije  very  naturally  offered  ni»  remarks  On 
the  Rjpprt.  The  Report  was  generally 
Unfavourable,  and  was  curiously  at 
M*ianco  with  the  tone  of  all  the  Reports 
rhich  had  been  made  by  i^zimental 
Officers  and  others,  aft-er  the  rifle  had 
Ben  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  private 
[jldier.  I  will  not  produc:*  any  par- 
icvilar  Report  by  itself,  but  I  have  not 
VOL,    CCCXLIX.        I'lTItRP  SEBIKS.] 


the  leaat  objection  to  producing  all  thd 
Beports  made  before  the  adoption  of  the 
rifle,  if  the  House  wishes  to  hare 
them. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  mil  the  Eeporta 
be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 
•Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  wiU  begin  by 
placing  them  in  the  Librarj',  where  any 
hon.  Member  can  see  them.  Although 
it  would  involve  considerable  expense,  I 
would  not  oppose  the  printing  and  cir- 
culating of  the  Reports  if  it  is  desired. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by 
Mr,  HAyBUBY, 

♦Mr.  E,  STANHOPE  said  no  orders 
had  been  given  to  withdraw  the  ammu- 
nition marked  I.  for  the  magazine  rifle. 
Mb,  HANBDRY  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admimlty  if  he  will 
state  who  is  the  oflicial  responsible  for 
the  introduction  of  a  new  small  arm, 
such  as  the  magazine  rifle,  into  the 
Navy;  whether  he  will  lay  the  Report 
of  such  official  upon  the  Table ;  and 
what  trials  w^ere  made  by  naval  experts 
before  it  was  adopted  ? 

•The  first  LORD  or  THfc:  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G,  H; MILTON,  Middlesex, 
Kaling)  :  The  Director  of  Naval  Oi^ nance 
is  responsible  for  the  introduction  of  a 
new  small  arm  into  the  Navy,  There  is 
no  Report  such  as  is  implied  in  the 
question,  since  the  rifle  was  accepted  as 
adopted  by  the  War  Office.  Before  the 
magazine  rifle  was  accepted  a  certain 
number  of  the  rifles  were  issued  to  Her 
Majesty's  ships  for  trial,  and  the  Reports 
were  generally  favourable. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  will 
place  in  the  Tea  Room  drawings  or 
models  of  the  mechanism  of  the  new 
rifle,  and  also  a  detiiil  of  its  trajectories 
at  various  distances? 
*Mk.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Ishall  have  much 
pleasure  in  racetintr  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

SiB  WALTER  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  if  he  will  explain  the 
reasons  why  it  was  necessary  to  intro- 
duce Mark  II.  of  the  magazine  rifle  ? 

♦Mk.  E,  STANHOPE:  The  reason 
why  Mark  IL  Is  to  be  introduced  Ls  tliat 
an  improved  magazine  has  been  adopted, 
which  pi-esenta  several  great  advanti\ges» 
especially  because  it  is  easier  to  load 
and  holds  IQ  cartiidges.  The  other 
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small  impi*ovements  which  are  being 
adopted  could  easily  have  been  intro- 
duced\(and  some  of  them  have  been 
introdiifed)  into  the  manufacture  of 
Mark  I.^  Perhaps  I  ought  to  explain 
that  we  )il lowed  the  new  rifle  to  be 
useij  in  the  drilling  of  the  troops 
this  vi>dr,  in  order  to  expose  it  to 
the  roughest  possible  test,  and  we 
ordered  that  at  the  end  of  six  months 
the  rifles  should  all  be  examined  by 
experts.  Out  of  this  examination  have 
come  various  suggestions,  some  of  which 
have  been  adopted.  If  the  hon.  Member, 
or  any  other  hon.  Member,  would  like  to 
8ei9  them,  I  will  direct  that  rifles  of  Mark 
I.  and  II.  shall  be  brought  down  to 
the  House  at  5  o'clock  on  Monday.  I 
may  perhaps  add  that  all  my  advisers, 
technical  as  well  as  military,  are  abso- 
lutely unanimous  with  respect  to  the 
general  merits  of  the  rifle. 

DANGEROUS  USE  OF  PIREAUMS. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  remarks  of  Mr. 
Justice  Denman,  reported  in  the  Times 
of  27th  November,  in  passing  sentence 
on  a  prisoner  named  Sharpe,  who  was 
indicted  for  sending  a  letter  threatening 
to  kill  a  young  woman,  and  who, 

"  When  arrested,  was  found  to  have  a  loaded 
revolver  in  bis  pocket."  He  '*  urged  the  neces- 
sity there  was  for  putting  a  check  on  the 
facility  with  which  revolvers  could  be  obtained. 
He  had  many  times  pointed  out  to  juries  and 
Grand  Juries  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thin^ 
if  some  enactment  to  this  effect  could  be  passed, 
that  no  gunsmith  should  be  allowed  to  sell  a  re- 
volver to  any  person  who  could  not  produce  his 
right  then  and  there  to  carry  one,  and  there 
should  be  a  certiin  fee  to  the  Exchequc  r  due  in 
such  licence.  It  would  bt^a  wholesome  thing  if 
such  an  enactment  cuuld  be  passed,  and  he  hoped 
shat  these  cases  would  have  the  effect  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  of  the  day  to  the  sub- 
ject, to  see  if  the  evil  could  not  be  turned  into 
good  ;  " 

and  whether  he  can  hold  out  hopes  of 
being  able  to  take  measures  to  prevent 
the  indiscriminate  and  irresponsible  use 
of  the  most  dangerous  firearms  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.'  GoscnEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  cannot  say  if  it  is 
generally  known  sufficiently  that  every 
person  who  carries  a  revolver  at  present 
is  bound  to  pay  the  same  Licence  Duty  as 
p  person  who  carries  a  gun.  Whether  ho 
Jf?\  E.  Stanhope 


always  does  so  I  am  not  aware.  There  is 
the  same  obligation  to  take  out  a  licence, 
and  certainly  anyone  carrying  a  revolver 
without  having  taken  out  a  licduce  ougbl^ 
to  be  prosecuted,  but  the  general  questioin 
of  taking  any  further  measures  with  re- 
spect to  the  saleof  revolvers  remains  with* 
the  Home  OflBce,  which  lias  the  matter - 
under  consideration. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  €>f" 
Thanet) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
consider  the  expediency  of  increasing' 
the  amount  of  the  Licence  Duty  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  considered 
the  amount  with  my  official  advisers,  but- 
they  do  not  see  their  way  to  recommend- 
ing an  increase.  I  will  consider  th& 
matter  further. 

PENAL  SERVITUDE. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  contemplates 
taking  any  action  towards  giving  effect 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Directors 
of  Convict  Prisons  that  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  should  be  empowered  to  pass 
sentences  of  three  or  four  years'  penal 
servitude  instead  of  the  present  mini- 
mum of  five  years  ? 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  iOB  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir;  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  introduce  such  a  Bill  this- 
Session. 

ASSISTANCE  TO  THE  POLICE. 
Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  some  observa- 
tions recently  made  by  Mr.  Horace- 
Smith,  the  Clerkenwell  Police  Magis.- 
trate,  when  hearing  an  application  for  a 
summons  by  Inspector  Dixon  ngainst  a 
young  man  for  refusal  to  assist  the 
police  when  called  upon  in  the  Queen's 
name ;  whether  the  learned  Magistrate 
is  correctly  reported  to  have  said — 

'*  That  it  was  a  matter  for  discretion  on  the 
part  of  a  man  whether  he  assisted  the  police 
or  not," 

and 

*'That  he  (the  learned  Magistrate)  should 
hesitate  before  going  into  the  midst  of  a  violent 
crowd  to  assist  the  police  ;  " 

whether  the  police  are  instructed  to 
demand  the  aid  of  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  whenever  such  a  course  appears 
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to.  them  to  be  nec3ssiry  ;  and  whether 
they  are  entitled  to  receive  the  same  i 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  learned  Magistrate  that  what  he  said 
was  that  it  was  a  matter  of  discretion 
for  the  police  whether  they  would  call 
upon  a  stranger  to  assist  them,  and  he 
added  that  he  himself  would  hesitate, 
except  in  a  case  of  grave  necessity,  to 
go  into  the  midst  of  a  violent  crowd  to 
assist  the  p)lice,  because  at  his  time  of 
life  it  would  be  foolish,  in  the  same  way 
as  it  would  be  fojlish  for  a  policeman  to 
call  for  assistance  from  a  cripple,  a 
woman,  or  a  child.  He  expressed  his 
full  intention  of  comoiitting  the  prisoner 
for  trial,  but  it  having  been  proved  th.vt 
the  defendant  suffered  from  rheumatism 
in  the  arm  the  pi'osecation  was  dropped. 
The  answer  to  the  last  two  paragraphs 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  law  is  well 
known  that  where  there  is  a  reasonable 
necessity,  and  a  parson  is  called  upon  to 
assist  the  police,  and  there  is  no  physical 
impossibility  or  lawfal  excuse  for  hi^ 
refusal,  he  is  bound  to  reader  assistance, 
and  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour  if  he 
refuses. 

JDUISDICTION  IN  PETTY  AND 
QUAUTEIl  SKSSIONS. 
Siii  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUrTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  1  bag 
to  ask  the  Secret  iry  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has 
observed  any  report  of  the  remarks  made 
by  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins,  on  22nd  Novem- 
ber, in  charging  the  Grand  Jury  at  Nor 
wich,  especially  thos3  in  which  he  com- 
mented on  the  '*  cruel  hardship  "  suffered 
by  men  who  are  kept  in  prison  two 
months  or  more  after  committal  for  trial 
at  the  Assizes  for  offences  that  would  be 
adequately  punished  by  six  weeks*  im- 
prisonment, and  on  the  necessity  thus 
imposed  on  the  Judge  of  Assize  of  dis- 
charging on  the  spot  a  man  found  guilty, 
for  example,  of  a  robbery  deserving  six 
weeks*  imprisonment,  but  already 
punished  by  a  longer  term  ;  whether  the 
same  consequences  frequently  follow 
committal  to  Quarter  Sessions  ;  whetlier 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any 
action  upon  the  subject  and  to  adopt 
the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins ; 
whether  any  steps  will  bo  taken  to 
remind  Magistrates  of  the  discretion 
which    they  already   possess,    enabling 


them  to  deal  summarily  with  some  of 
these  CJLSiS,  and  in  others  to  admit  to 
bxil ;  and  whether  he  will  bring  in  a 
Bill  "enlarging,"  as  the  learned  Judge 
advises,  '*  the  jurisdiction  of  Magistrates 
not  only  in  Petty  Sessions,  but  in  Quarter 
Sessions  '*  '^ 

Mil.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  seen  a 
somewhat  confused  newspaper  report  of 
the  remarks  made  by  the  learned  Judge, 
who,  as  I  understand,  was  referring  to 
the  power  given  to  Magistrates  by  the 
Assizes  Relief  Act  to  commit  to  Quarter 
Sessions  cases  triable  at  Quarter  Sessions, 
unless  special  reasons  exist  for  commit- 
ting to  an  intervening  Assize.  It  is,  I 
believe,  generally  understood  that  long 
detention  in  prison  constitutes  a  '*  special 
reason "  under  the  Act,  which  was 
passed  with  a  full  knowledge  that  it 
would  in  some  cases  cause  a  longer 
period  of  detention,  but  it  was  believed 
that  on  the  whole  there  was  a  balance  of 
advantage  to  prisoners  in  the  principle 
which  the  Act  contains.  The  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  reverse  that 
legislation  upon  such  short  experience  of 
ir,.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Justices  generally  are  not  fully  aware  of 
the  powers  they  possess.  I  have  on  one 
or  two  occasions  called  their  attention  to 
those  powers  where  cases  have  been 
brought  to  my  notice,  and  Avill  continue 
to  do  so.  A  Bill  has  more  than  once 
passed  the  other  House  adding  burglary 
to  the  list  of  offences  triable  at  Sessions, 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
promote  such  a  Bill,  the  Government 
will  not  oppose  him.  The  Judges,  as> 
shown  by  their  Report  of  A]  ril,  1878,  are 
strongly  opposed  to  any  enlargement  of 
the  jnrisdiction  of  Sessions  in  other 
^respects,  and  the  Government  would  not 
favour  any  such  proposal. 

CHIEF    CON'STABLE    OF     CARDIGAN- 
SHIUE. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid)  :    I  beg   to   ai^k    the   Secretary  of 
State   for  the   Homo  Department,  with 
regard   to  his    refusal  to    sanction   the 
appointment  of  the  late  Mr.  David  Evans, 
of   Aberystwyth,  to  the  oflfice  c»f  Chief 
Constable   of   Police  for  Cardiganshire, 
whether  there  was  any  correspondence 
relating  to  the  subject  of  the  appoint- 
ment   between   the   Court  of    Quarter 
Sessions,  or  any  magisterial  members  of 
the  Joint  Standing  Committee,  and  the 
Y  2 
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Home  Office  ;  and,  if  so,  wli ether  be  will 
lay  it  upon  tbe  Table  of  the  House  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  In  order  to  form 
the  best  jndgraont  I  could  in  tins  matter, 
I  aaw  and  corresponded  with  various 
persona  who  appeared  likely  to  be  able 
to  afford  useful  information.  But  these 
communication 8  were  all  of  a  confi- 
dential character,  and  it  would  be  con- 
trary to  precedent  and  public  ixjlicy  to 
make  them  public,  I  must,  there^fore, 
decline  to  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
correspondence  on  this  subject,  or  to 
answer  the  hon*  Member's  question  more 
particularly, 

THE  CONVERSION  SCHEMK 
Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer what  was  the  average  number  of 
transfers  of  small  amounts  (say  under 
£1,000  each)  of  *Stock  in  the  New  Con* 
verted  Two  and  Three-quarters  per 
Cent  Stock  made  in  the  course  of  any 
week  during  the  last  month  as  compared 
with  the  average  number  of  like  amounts 
of  Consols  Three  per  Cent.,  Reduced 
Three  per  Cent.,  and  New  Three  per 
Cent.,  made  in  the  corresponding  week 
in  the  year  1S80? 

Mr,  GOSCHEN:  The  total  number 
of  transfers  for  the  last  week  in  Novem- 
ber, 18S0,  w^ae  2,093,  and  for  the  last 
week  in  November  in  this  year,  2,330. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E,) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  rif  the 
Committee  uf  Council  on  Education 
whether  the  pay  of  the  Ist  antl  2nd  class 
attendants  in  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  of  Science  and  Art  is  much 
higher  than  that  of  the  same  chisses  of 
attendants  in  the  corresponding  Museum 
in  Kdinburgh  ;  whether  the  qualiti 
cations  for  both  classes  of  posts  are 
identical  ;  and  whether  he  wnll  state  by 
what  consideration  the  inequality  in  pay 
(if  any)  is  explained  1 

Thk  vice  president  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
t>artford)  :  The  pay  of  the  2nd  class 
attendants  in  the  Edinburgh  Museum  is 
nearly  the  same  as  that  of  the  attendants 
at  South  Kensington,  but  the  pay  ef  the 
1st  class  attendants  is  certainly  lower. 
The  qualification — if  by  this  is  meant  the 
examination  they  have  to  ]>as3  before  the 
Civil  Service  Commission — is  identical, 
j¥r.  Samuel  Evans 


The  rates  of  pay  have  been  fixed  in  con- 
sul tat  ion  with  the  Treasury  on  a  con- 
sideration of  the  duties  and  responsi-  ' 
bilities  of  the  men  and  of  the  scale  of 
Uving,  together  with  the  general  level 
of  wages  in  thf  two  capitals. 

THE  TEA  ROOM  TABLE. 

Mr.    BRUNNER    (Cheshire,    North- 
wich)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commifi- 
sioner  of  Works  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information   relating  to  the  [ 
old  table  lately  placed  in  the  Tea  Room  1 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity): The  table  now  placed  in  the 
Tea  Room  is  the  ttible  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  use  from  the  year  1706  until 
the  fire  of  1834.  To  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  Union  between  England  and 
Scotland,  in  1706,  Sir  Christopher  Wren 
was  employed  to  enlarge  and  re -construct 
the  internal  fittings  and  furniture  by 
which  St,  Stephen's  Chapel  was  adapted 
for  the  reception  of  the  House  of  Com-' 
mons,  and  Sir  C.  Wren's  arrangement 
and  fittings  remained  without  material 
altemtion  until  the  burning  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament.  The  table  cor- 
restx^nds  both  in  ornament  and  work- 
manship with  the  style  which  belongs  to 
the  commencement  of  the  last  century, 
and  it  can  Ix?  identified  with  the  table 
represented  by  the  artist  Hick  el  in  hia 
picture  of  Pitfc  addressing  the  House  of 
Commons,  presented  to  us  by  the  Em- 
peror of  Austria,  The  table  contains  the 
recess  in  which  the  Mace  was  placed 
when  the  House  went  into  Committee, 
and  the  brass  sockets  which  receive  the 
metal  work  which  ran  round  the  table 
where  the  Mace  was  deposited.  And,  to 
complete  the  an thentifi cation  of  the 
table,  I  may  mention  that  one  of  the 
officials  in  attendance  at  the  Office  of 
Works  assisted  in  draggins:  the  table  out 
of  St.  Stephen's  Chapel  wliilst  the  fire  of 
October,  1834,  was  proceeding.  It  was 
taken  then  to  the  Office  of  Works,  where 
it  remained  until  the  other  day,  when  I 
had  it  brought  down  to  this  House. 

INTIMIDATION. 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  Ims  been  called  to 
the  case  of  intimidation  tried  under 
**  The    Conspiracy    jmd    Property    Act, 


525 


ArrangemerUg 


{December  4,  1890} 


of  the  House, 


526 


1875,"  by  Mr.  Preston,  Stipendiary 
Magistrate^  at  Birkenhead  Police  Court, 
on    b'riday,    October  31st;  whetlier  the 

'  aocua jd  were  arrested  under  warrant  ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Preston 
declined  t<^  hear  more  than  two  witnesses 
for  the  defence,  although  the  case  for  the 

[prosecution  occupied  nearly  five  hours  ; 
"whether  he  is  aware  that  the  licencee  of 

'  the  hfitel  where  the  men  were  arrested 
stated  in  evidence  that  the  men  said  to 
have  been  intimidated 

,  *^  came  to  the  hotel  by  th©mKilvea»  and  could 
pTi»iv»   left   tbo  plnoe  at  any  time  if  tboy  had 
cared  to  do  6o  ;  '* 

and  whether^  under  these  circuni stances, 
[  lie  cm  see  his  way  to  a  remission  of  the 

sentence  ? 

♦Mk.  MAITHEWS:  The  answer  to  the 
^  first  two  paragntphs  is  in  the  affirmative. 
.  The  Magistrate  did  not  decline  to  hear 
'more  witnesses,  but  intimated  that  to 
[  call  more  would  l)e  superfluous.    Counsel 

comphed     with     the     suggestion,     and 

thanked  tbe  Magistrate.  The  words 
[quoted  do  not  appear  in  the  notes  of 
[evidence*  It  was  a  clear  case,  and  I 
[must  dech*ne  to  interfere. 

Mr.    FEN^WICK  :  In   consequence  of 
I  the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  answer 

I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will  call  attcn- 

tioi*  to  the  question  on  the  Home  Office 

Vote. 

WORKING   HOURS    OF   RAILWAY 

SERVANTi^. 
Mr,  PHILIPPS  (Lrmark,  Mid)  :  1  bt-g 
Pto  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  wbctlier  he  has  yet  received  any 
Returns  from  the  Railway  Companies 
under  **The  Regulation  of  Riilwayd 
Act,  1880,"  as  to  the  hours  worked  by 
persons  in  their  employment ;  and  what 
limit  of  hours  has  been  tiated  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  beyond  which  limit  the 
Companies  are  obliged  to  make  RefcuriiB 
of  the  lionrs  worked  1 

Thk  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 

TRADE  (Sir  M.   Hjck.s  Bkach,  Bristol, 

LW.)  :    A  Return    in    pursuance  of  Tbe 

JEegnlation  of  Railways  Act,  1890,"  of 

[certain  classes  of  railway  servants  who 

rwere,  during  the  montht*  of  September, 

1889,  and    March,    1890,   on   duty   for 

,  more  than  12  hours  at  a  time,  and  who, 

Iter  being  on  duty  more  than  12  hours, 

•"were  allowed  to  resume  work  with  less 

than  eight  hours'  rest,  is  in  an  advanced 

rAtago  of   preparation,  and  will   be   laid 


lom 


upon  tbe  Table  in  the  course  of  the  next 
few  days. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  :  What  limit  has  been 
fixed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  beyond 
which  the  Companies  are  to  he  obliged 
to  make  Returns  of  the  huurs  worked  ? 

Siu  xM.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  Act  of 
Parliament  leaves  it  open  t*:*  the  Boai-d 
of  Tnide  to  name  any  limit,  and  I  have 
that  matter  under  consideration  now. 
Whfit  I  should  like  t<n  obtain  is  some 
kind  of  distinction  between  diiJerent 
cases  in  the  same  emplDyment,  It  is 
perfectly  obvious  there  is  great  distinc- 
tion. 

ARRANGEMENTS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr,  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firs^t  Com- 
missioner of  Works  whether  be  has  yet 
matured  his  scheme  for  establishing 
communication  between  the  House  and 
the  Libraries  and  Smoking  Rooms  1 

Mr.  plunk ET  :  There  would  bo  no 
difficulty  in  estabTishing  communication 
between  this  Chamber  and  the  Library 
and  Smoking  Ro<:»ms,  as  suggested  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  if  it  were  quite  clear 
that  it  wtis  desired  by  a  considerable 
majority  of  Members,  and  I  do  not  forget 
that  my  hon.  Friend  presented  me  with 
a  Memorial  in  support  of  bis  proposal 
numerously  signed  ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  know  thiit  many  Members  are 
opposed  to  the  plan,  on  the  ground 
mainly,  I  think,  that  the  House  ia already 
ill  enough  attendeil,  and  wheu  a 
ilotion  wiis  formally  made  on  the  8th 
of  April,  1889,  on  tlie  subject  it  was 
negatived- 

Mit.  COOKE  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  a  proposed  counter 
Memorial  on  tbe  occasion  in  question 
failed  for  the  absence  of  signatures  ? 

Mh.  PLUNKET  :  No,  Sir  ;  I  was  not 
aware  of  that. 

Mr.  COOKE:  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will  give 
directions  for  the  National  Standard  to 
be  lioisted  on  the  flagstaff  on  the  Vic- 
toria Tower  of  the  Palace  of  Westminster 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  The  Houses  of 
Parliament  are  techuicall}"  a  Royal 
Palace,  and,  a.s  my  hon.  Friend  is  no 
doubt  aware,  when  Her  Majesty  opens 
Parliament  her  Royal  Standard  is  dis- 
played on  the  Victoria  Tower,  but  I  have 
no   power  in    the   matter  at  all.     The. 


4 
I 
I 

I 


I 


i 


527       llie  County  Councils 


1  COMMONS} 


and  Education. 


528 


Lord  Great  Cluiiiiberlaiii  is  the  proper 
authority. 

Mr.  COOKP] :  May  I  ask  who  is  the 
Lord  Great  Chamberlain  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  That  is  ratlier 
a  difficult  question  to  answer  offhand. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good 
enough  to  give  a  longer  notice  of  the 
question. 

EDUCATION  OF  THK  BLIND. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask.  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  proposes  introducing  a 
measure  conferring  the  same  educational 
advantages  on  the  blind  of  England  and 
Wales  as  are  afforded  by  the  Scotch  Act 
of  last  Sedsion  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  :  It  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  measure  dealing  with  the  education  of 
the  blind  in  England  later  in  the 
Session,  so  hoon  as  the  progress  of  public 
business  will  justify  their  doing  so, 

THE  ROYAL  EXGIXEERS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, with  regard  to  the  case  of  a 
retired  officer  of  the  Royal  Engineers, 
who  j)resonted  on  or  about  10th  July 
last,  through  the  Home  Office,  a  Petition 
of  Grace  to  Her  Majesty  the  Queen, 
asking  that  £30  a  year  be  granted  by 
reason  of  his  3H  years'  service  and  that 
<»f  his  father,  a  Major-Geneml  l^oyal,  and 
for  certain  other  detailtd  reasons  set 
forth  in  the  Petition,  if  he  can  explain 
why  the  Home  ►Secretary  did  not  lay  that 
Petition  befure  Her  Majesty,  but  trans- 
mitted it  to  the  War  Office  to  be  dealt 
with  ;  whether  such  a  course  is  constitu- 
tional and  according  to  Statute ;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  copy  of  this  Petition? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  This  Petition  was 
laid  before  the  Queen  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  to  whom  it  was  for- 
warded by  the  Home  Office  in  the  ordi- 
nary course,  as  relating  to  matters  within 
his  jurisdiction.  Constitutionally,  the 
functions  cf  the  Secretaries  of  State  are 
interchangeable,  and  there  was  nothing 
irregular  in  the  way  this  Petition  was 
dealt  with.  I  have  no  objection  to  lay- 
ing it  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
J/r.  J'iujiket 


TROMOTION  IN  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trc»- 
sury  whether  any,  and  what,  progress 
h=is  been  made  regarding  the  promotion 
of  Second  Division  clerks  of  the  Civil 
Service  under  the  Orders  in  Council  aod 
Treasury  Minute  alluded  to  by  him  in 
his  statement  of  the  28th  of  last  March  : 
and  whether  he  can  state  from  wHat 
date  such  promotions  will  take  effect? 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  I  do  not 
know  that  I  clearly  understand  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  1  have  referred 
to  my  answer  of  the  20th  March,  and 
find  that  it  lays  down  correctly  the  con- 
ditions under  which  clerks  of  the  Second 
Division  are  selected  for  higher  posts.  As 
cases  occur  they  receive  our  considera- 
tion, but  there  is  no  general  progress  on 
the  subject,  as  I  understand  it,  to  report. 

Mr.  COBB :  Since  the  end  of  March 
has  nothing  been  done  to  remedy  the 
grievance  complained  of  ? 

*Mr.  JACKSON  :  Oh,  yes.  As  vacan- 
cies  arise  there  are  three  ways  of  dealing 
with  them ;  one  is  not  to  fill  them  up  at 
all;  the  second  is  to  fill  them  up  by- 
transfer  ;  and,  in  the  t  hi  I'd  place,  they 
can  be  filled  up  by  promotion. 

THE  COUNTY  COUNCILS  AND 
EDUCATION. 

The  I^Iarquess  of  HARTINGTON 
(Lancashire,  Rossendale) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  many 
of  the  County  Councils  of  England  are 
setting  apart  sums  of  money  under  *'  The 
Local  Taxation  Act,  1890,"  for  important 
educational  purposes,  and  that  the  Joint 
Committees  of  Wales  are  embodying  the 
grants  under  this  Act  in  their  schemes 
for  intermediate  education,  he  can  give 
an  assurance  that  these  grants  are  not 
nbout  to  be  applied  to  some  other  pur- 
pose, but  will  continue  to  be  available 
lor  intermediate,  technical,  and  agricul- 
tural education? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  consider 
that  I  am  in  a  position  to  give  any 
formal  or  official  assurance,  but  I  may 
say  that  there  are  no  suggestions  before 
me  for  applying  these  grants  to  some 
other  purpose,  and  I  may  add,  as  my 
personal  opinion,  that  if  County  Councils 
set  themselves  heartily  to  work,  as  in 
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many  places  they  appear  to  be  doing,  to 
.utilise  the  grants  for  important  educa- 
»tional  purposes,  it  would  probably  be 
•difficult  for  any  Minister  to  persuade 
Parliament  to  divert  them,  even  if  he 
iiimself  desired  to  do  so. 

CASE  OF  COLONEL  MITCHELL. 

Mb.  CQNJNGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
ibeg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  has  re- 
•ceived  any  complaint  from  the  suppliant 
in  "  Mitchell  v.  Regina,"  that  in  conse- 
quence of  not  having  received  the 
balance  of  compensation  on  retirement 
from  the  War  Office,  and  being  thereby 
finable  to  pay  a  certain  debt,  he  was 
arrested  by  the  head  bailifE  of  Salford 
'Oourt,  Manchester,  lodged  in  Strange- 
ways  Prison,  Manchester,  placed  in  a 
•cell  on  the  criminal  side  of  the  prison, 
-assaulted  by  a  warder,  kept  for  a  whole 
<iay  without  proper  food,  and  refused 
permission  to  see  any  doctor ;  whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  complaint  was  investi- 
gated by  the  Home  Office,  and  the  state- 
ments found  to  be  correct,  and  the 
warder  officially  and  seriously  ad- 
monished, he  can  explain  why  all  com- 
pensation has  been  refused  the  officer ; 
and  whether  the  warder  who  assaulted 
the  gallant  officer  is  the  one  who  was 
lately  tried  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes  for 
the  murder  of  a  prisoner  in  Strange- 
ways  Prison  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  petitioner  in 
the  case  quoted  complained  to  mo  in 
July,  1888,  that,  being  detained  one  day 
in  Strangeways  Prison,  between  the 
liours  of  6  a.m.  and  4.50  p.m.,  he  was 
"treated  in  a  manner  not  in  accordance 
with  the  rules.  I  inquired  into  these 
allegations,  and,  having  reason  to  think 
that  one  of  the  warders  had  been  rough 
in  his  manner  and  language,  I  caused 
him  to  be  reprimanded  and  cautioned. 
I  was  not  able  to  discover  that  there  had 
been  any  breach  of  the  Prison  Rules,  or 
that  there  was  any  ground  for  compensa- 
•tion.  In  September,  1888,  the  petitioner 
<;au8ed  the  Governor  of  the  prison  to  be 
served  with  notice  of  action,  but  has 
not  fiiuca  proceeded  with  the  action. 
The  answer  to  the  last  paragraph  is  in 
ithe  negative. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAMB  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
if  he  will,  in  view  of  the  decision  in  the 
Courts  of  Law  in  *'  Mitchell  v,  Rcgina," 


cancel  the  official  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  dated  Treasury 
Chambers,  31st  March,  1888,  printed  in 
the  Army  Appropriation  Accounts,  and 
the  Report  of  the  Auditor  and  Controller 
General,  1887-8,  laid  upon  the  Table.of 
the  House  of  Commons,  stating  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War's  contention 
to  be  the  sole  interpreter  of  Royal 
Warrants  is  *' unconstitutional,  ultra 
vires,  and  contrary  to  the  Statute  ? " 
*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smiih,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
The  letter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  does  not  relate  to  Colonel  Mitcheirs 
case,  and  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
decision  of  the  Law  Courts.  The  view 
of  the  Treasury  is  that — 

**  It  would  be  ultra  vires  for  a  Royal  Warrant 
to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  State  such  a  power 
of  interpretation  as  would  prevent  them  (the 
Treasury)  from  forming  and  ezpresBin^  their 
own  judgment  on  the  meaning  oi  the  Warrant 
in  any  points  that  can  affect  Treasury  action." 

TUE  PAY  OF  THE  METROPOLITAN 
POLICE. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  be^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  has  sanctioned  an  improved  scheme  of 
pay  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  ;  and,  if 
so,  what  are  the  terms  of  the  scheme  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  I  have 
sanctioned  an  improved  scheme  of  pay 
for  the  Metropolitan  Police,  bnt  all  the 
details  are  not  finally  settled.  I  shall 
have  no  objection  to  laying  the  Police 
Order,  in  which  those  deiails  will  appear, 
in  due  course  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
has  had  under  consideration  the  question 
of  the  pay  and  allowances  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Fofce,  and  particu- 
larly the  question  of  lodgings  for  the 
maiTied  men  stationed  in  the  highly 
rented  innc^r  divisions  ;  and  if  he  has 
come  to  any  decision  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  MATPHEWS:  These  questions 
have,  during  the  Recess,  been  receiving 
the  anxious  consideration  of  myself  and 
the  Commissioner.  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  House  that  I  have  sanctioned 
an  improvement  in  the  scale  of  pay,  and 
I  have  every  hope  that  the  arrangemests 
made  will  remove  any  ground  of  com- 
plaint that  may  have  existed. 
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RAILWAY  RATES. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Ruali- 
cliffe)  :  I  bf?g  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  will  be  good 
©nougli  to  state  what  is  now  the  position 
of  things  as  between  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Railway  Cora  pan  ies  with  respect 
to  the  carrying  into  effect  of  Section  24 
of  "  The  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act, 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  made  to  Parliament  the 
Reports  provided  for  by  the  section  in 
cases  of  disagreement  in  respect  to  nine 
great  Railway  Companies.  They  are 
at  present  making  further  efforts  tcv 
adjust  the  hmited  number  of  differences 
whidi  still  exist  between  trailers  on  the 
one  band  and  the  companies  on  the 
other,  and  I  hope  at  an  early  date  to  be 
able  to  introduce  Bills  ctmfirming  Pro- 
visional  Orders  as  regards  those  com- 
panies. The  schotlules  ol  the  other 
compEiniea  are  still  under  considera- 
tion. 

PRINIIXG  OF  FARES  OX  RAILWAY 
TICKETS.  • 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  his  answer  on  the 
subject  on  ITth  April  last,  it  may  be 
taken  that  Section  G  of  *■  The  Regula- 
tion of  Railways  Act,  1889,"  providing 
for  the  fare  being  printed  on  every 
passenger  ticket,  will  become  universally 
operative  on  and  lifter  1st  January 
1891 ?  ^ 

Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir. 

WEIGRING  MfNEUALS. 
Mr.     CCNINGHAME     GRAHAM: 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  inas- 
much as  the  House  of  Lords  has  decided 
that  the  **  Billy  Fairplace"  system  of 
weighing  minerals  bc*longing  to  miners 
18  illegal,  he  will  tnke  steps  to  have  the 
instrument  removed  from  the  pit  banks 
at  Burnbank  Collier}%  Scotland? 

Mr.  MATMEWS  :  Before  I  can  an- 
swer the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  I 
must  havd  from  the  Inspector  of  the 
District  a  Report,  for  which  I  have 
asked,  as  to  the  nature  of  any  instru- 
ment in  use  at  Burnbank. 


THE  GAS  STRIKE. 

Mr.  CUKINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
Ix^g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  Her  Majesty 'a 
Government,  during  the  moath  of 
October  1890,  promised  to  supply  tho 
Gas  Companies  of  London  with  kibourers^ 
in  the  event  of  a  strike,  aa  was  generally 
recommended  at  the  time  P 

Mr  MATTHEWS  :  In  reply  to  aa 
application  from  the  Ga.s  Light  and  Coke^ 
Company,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
pointed  out  that  they  could  not  interfere 
in  any  way  in  disputes  between  employers. 
and  employed  so  long  as  both  parties, 
kept  within  the  pm  vis  inns  of  the  law^ 
and  that  the  facts  then  Ijcfore  them  did 
not  require  them  to  adopt  any  distinct 
course  of  action,  but  that  they  would 
think  it  right  to  take  whatever  action 
might  be  necessary  to  avert  or  minimise. 
the  grave  pubhc  danger  which  would 
be  involved  in  allowing  London  to-  bo- 
plunged  into  complete  darkness  for  an. 
indefinite  period. 

THE  DYNAMITE  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  JOHN  O  CONNOR  (Tipperary^ 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretiiry  of  State 
for  the  Home  Dc^partment  whether,  ac- 
cording to  his  promise  made  at  the  con- I 
elusion  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament^  ] 
he  hns  made  inquiries  intu  the  condition 
of  certain  prisoners  confined  in  Chatham 
Prison,  with  a  view  to  their  removal  to^ 
another  prison  ;  and,  if  s*?,  with  wh<it 
result  ? 

Mu.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir;  I  haTe 
inquired  into  this  matter,  and  am  satis- 
6ed  that  the  prisoners  referred  to  have  ' 
not  suffered   any   ill-treatment  or  been 
placed  under  any  disadvantage  on  account 
uf  the  complaints  that  they  have  made^ 
Ciit^urastanees    vTill,  however,  make    it.  | 
necessary  before  long  to  make  a  transfer  i 
of  prisoners  from  Chatham  to  ijiome  other 
convict  prison,  and  the  prisonei'S  referred 
to  will   be  among  those  transferred,  as- 
soon  as  the  requisite  arrangements   mB& 
completed. 

"HEFFERNAN  F.  CARTER."  __ 
Mr.  JOHN  0*CONNOR :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  has  had  brought  under  hia- 
notice  the  verdict  in  the  case  of  '^  Hef- 
fernan  r.  Carter  and  Tuohy,*'  in  whiek 
the  jury  found  that 
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"  The  fiting  of  the  ihot  which  killed  \\%U 
femaa  was  uut  neeeBsary  for  the  stlf-dofeiiue 
of  Carte  r  and  the  police ;  " 

and  whether  the  Law  Officers  of  thtJ 
Crown  in  Ireland  will  now  institute 
prooeedin^^a  jigainst  tlie  oiBcer  who 
ordered  the  shot  to  be  fii*od  and  the 
policeman  whu  fired  it  ? 

•The  attorn  KY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  MADDt;^,  Dublin  Uni- 
vei*sity) :  Proceedings  were  instituted 
on  behalf  ol  the  Crown  against  Dis- 
trict Inspector  Carter  and  Constable 
Tuohy  as  long  ago  as  the  month  of 
November,  1889.  The  Mag-istrates  re- 
fused to  return  them  for  trial  on  the 
ground  that  they  acted  in  dischai*ge  of 
their  duty,  and  were  justified  in  the 
course  which  they  took  in  the  circum- 
stances in  wliich  they  were  placed. 
This  decns  ion  is  fully  supported  by  the  evi- 
dence in  the  civil  actiun  and  by  the  find- 
ings of  the  jury  in  this  action  upon  the 
issues  with  re8i}ect  to  which  they  were 
able  in  the  first  instance  to  agree.  They 
found  without  any  hesitation  that  it  \vas 
the  duty  of  District  Inspector  Carter  and 
his  police  to  disperse  the  crowd,  and 
that  the  performance  of  this  duty  was 
attended  by  personal  danger  to  the 
Inspector  and  the  jxilice.  Having  agreed 
on  these  issues,  they  came  into  Court 
and  told  the  Presiding  Judge  that  they 
were  unable  to  agree  on  the  remaining 
issues,  namely,  whether  the  firing  of 
the  shot  was  necessary  for  the  self- 
defence  of  Carter  and  the  jixjlice,  and 
whether  the  plaintiff  had  a  reasonable 
expectation  of  pecuniary  benefit  from 
the  continuance  of  the  deceased's  life, 
and  they  suggested  to  the  Judge  whether 
they  might  not  return  an  answer  to  the 
former  of  those  two  issues  conditional 
upon  the  answer  to  be  returned  to  the 
second  >  On  being  informed  by  the 
Judge  that  such  a  verdict  could  not 
standi  they  again  retired,  and  ultimately 
returned  witii  findings  answering  both 
these  questions  in  the  negative.  This 
amounted  to  a  verdict  for  the  defendants. 
I  have,  of  course,  no  information  as  to 
how  a  unanimous  decision  on  the  two 
last  mentioned  issues  was  arrived  at, 
but,  having  regard  to  the  decision  of  the 
Mtigistrates,  to  the  facts  proved  in  evi- 
dence in  the  civil  action,  and  to  the  \ 
verdict  and  action  of  the  jury  taken  as  a 
whole,  I  see  no  reason  to  direct  any 
further  proceedings  in  the  case, 


COUNTY   COUNCILS. 

Mk,  UHYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  begr 
to  ask  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  considering  the  difficulty  id 
which  the  Councils  of  counties  and 
burghs  in  Scotland  are  filaccd  as  respects 
the  application  of  the  sums  which  they 
are  empowered  to  apply  for  the  pur- 
poses of  technical  education  under 
Section  2  of  the  Local  Taxation  (Customs 
and  Excise)  Act  of  last  Sesision*  owing' 
to  the  uncertainty  of  the  continuance  of 
the  fund  whence  such  sums  wrise,  he 
can  hold  out  a  prospect  that  in  future 
legislative  steps  will  be  ttiken  to  provide 
some  fund  from  which  sums  may  be 
available  for  the  above-mentioned  pur- 
pose? 

Mli.  GOSCHEN  :  I  will  refer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  answer  I  have  already 
given  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kossendale  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington). 

SENIOR  COLONELS. 
GfrJNKRAL  FRASER  (Lambeth,  N.):   1 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
ill  view  of  the  Royal  Warrant  which 
c<Dmes  into  force  on  the  1st  January, 
li^*Jl,  whether  a  Senior  Colonel*  who 
fulfils  the  conditions  of  Clause  136  of 
the  Royal  Warrant  of  187^,  wherein  it 
ia  stated 

**Thftt  a  Lieutenant  Colonel  appointed  a» 
Buch  before  Im  November,  1^7t»it  he  aball 
have  att«iopd  the  ntiik  ^t  Colon tl,  t^hiill  retain 
hiH  ii^\\l  tij  succeed  in  hi^i  turn  tu  tho  Eateb- 
hahmeat  of  Utjnenil  *>tRc*?je," 

is  now  assured  of  his  promotion  ;  and 
if,  in  justice  to  the  Purchase  Officers  of 
the  Army,  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  recommendation  i>f  Lord  Penzance'a 
Royal  Commission  in  1876,  that  the 
Establishment  of  General  Offictrs  shall 
remain  at  275,  as  fixed  by  the  Royal 
Warrant  of  27th  December,  1^70  ;  and 
also  these  words  in  their  Report — 

**  We  do  not  think  that  we  nhoold  be 
jastified  in  recommeadinjf  the  RppliLation 
of  conipul»or>'  retirement  to  the  rank  ol 
Colonel ^" 

•Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  :  There  are  not 
more  than  four  of  the  present  Colonela 
who  were  Lieutenant  Colonels  Ix^fore  the 
1st  of  November,  1871;  and,  as  they 
only  held  that  rank  in  virtue  of  com» 
manding  companies  in  the  Foot  Guards,. 
they  were  not  qualifying  for  the  rank 
of  Colonel.     As  regards  the  number  of 


^ 


535 


Buaineaa  of 


{COALMOXS} 


the  House. 


536 


General  Officers,  I  may  point  out  that 
the  vacancies  which  have  given  promo- 
tion to  Cjlouels  since  1871  have,as  a  result 
of  compulsory  retirement  for  General 
Officers,  been  much  more  numerous  than 
they  would  have  been  if  tiie  Establish- 
ment then  subsisting  had  been  retained 
without  any  such  retirement.  The  result 
has  bean  a  considerable  increase  of 
charge. 

THE  ESTIMATKS. 
Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  has  considered 
the  propos-il  to  refer  the  various  Classes 
of  Estimates  to  Grand  Committees  spe- 
cially app)inted  to  consider  each  Class, 
with  a  view  to  careful  examination  by 
such  Committjes,  instead  of  the  desul- 
tory discussion  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  concur  in  the 
view  of  the  lion,  liaronet,  which  I  under- 
stand to  ba  im|)lied  by  \^iA  question,  that 
the  wo.'king  of  the  existing  system  of 
the  consideration  of  Estimates  by  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  is  unsatis- 
factory. There  is  an  absence  of  all 
proportion  in  dealing  with  the  questions 
involved  in  the  Votes,  and  there  can  be 
little  doubt  that  a  remedy  is  very 
urgently  called  for  ;  bat  I  have  not  yet 
perceived  any  indication  of  a  willingness 
on  the  part  of  the  Hous3  to  delegate 
this  portion  of  its.  duties  to  a  Standing 
Committee  in  such  a  fashion  as  to  de- 
prive Members  in  the  House  of  the 
power  of  raising  questions  on  every  item 
of  evory  Vote.  It  will  be  obvious  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  no  Government  could 
with  advantage  propose  a  vital  change  in 
practice  without  a  very  general  consensus 
of  opinion  on  such  an  important  matter, 
and  any  changes  that  may  be  made  must 
secure  that  the  authority  and  responsi- 
bility of  the  Housy  of  Commons  with 
regard  to  the  expenditure  of  public 
money  shall  remain  unimpaired. 

llEGrSTKATlON. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VIXCENT  :  I  beg  to 
3isk  the  First  Lord  of  tiie  Treasury  if, 
having  regard  to  the  calculation  that  up- 
wards of  £300,000  is  anually  spent  by 
Political  Parties  in  registration  matters, 
whereas  in  other  countries  the  registra- 
tion of  persons  having  the  public  right 
J/r.  E.  6'lanJtoj>e 


to  vote  for  representation  in  Imperial  or 
Municipal  Government  is  a  matter  of 
public  concern,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  whether  it  will  be 
possible  to  deal  with  the  matter  before 
the  next  General  Election  1 

*Mu.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Government 
are  not  at  present  j)re pared  to  deal  with. 
this  question. 

ASSISTED  EDUCATION'. 
Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
consideration  of  the  great  interest  which 
is  felt  throughout  the  country  as  to  the 
Government  measure  relating  to  assisted 
education,  he  will  arrange  for  the  in- 
troduction of  the  Bill  before  the  Adjourn- 
ment for  the  Christmas  holidays,  so  as 
to  afEord  time  for  its  consideration  by 
the  country? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  introduce  the 
measure  relating  to  assisted  education 
before  Christmas. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  ample  time,  so  thatthe  in- 
tense interest  taken  in  the  subject  by  all 
sections  of  the  community  may  be  satis- 
fied ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Undoubtedly  it  is 
a  question  upon  which  ample  time 
should  be  afforded  to  the  House  and  the 
country  to  consider  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  before  they  are  sanc- 
tioned. 

PRISON  CLEUKS. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  1^'irst  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  can  state  why  it  is 
impossible  to  include  the  clerks  employed 
in  Her  Majesty's  prisons  in  the  new 
Second  Division  scheme,  as  recommended 
by  the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil 
Establishments,  and  adopted  by  the 
Treasury  Minute  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Xo  new  scheme 
for  the  prisons  clerks  has  as  yet,  so  far 
as  I  can  understand,  been  promulgated, 
and  I  cannot,  therefore,  undertake  to 
answer  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question. 

BUSIXKSS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  it  is  proposed 

to    take   the    Second    Reading    of   the 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  BilJ  ? 
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Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
May  I  ask  when  the  Government  will 
take  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill,  No.  2  H 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Private  Bill 
Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill  is  down  for 
Second  Reading  to-night,  and  I  am  in 
hopes  it  may  be  reached,  but  it  will  not 
be  possible  to  proceed  with  it  unless 
with  the  consent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEr  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  We  all  understood  that  it  was  not 
to  be  taken  now  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  agree  that  it 
shall  not  be  taken  if  there  is  any  general 
objection. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEr  :  Was  it  not  under- 
stood we  should  adjourn  after  certain 
Bills  were  disposed  of  1 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Certainly  ;  and 
we  should  not  think  of  keeping  the 
House  sitting  for  this  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  have  not 
received  a  reply  to  my  question. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smiths  The  Second 
Reading  will  be  on  Monday.    ^ 

THE  TITHES  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  lu  can  state  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Redemption  of  Tithes,  or 
if  it  is  intended  to  allow  the  Commis- 
sioners to  inquire  into  cases  of  tithe 
rent-charge  which  are  at  present  ad- 
mitted to  be  excessive  1 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  am  not 
prepared  to  state  the  precise  terms  of 
Reference  to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  question  (f  tbe  Redemption  of 
Tithe.  The  question  of  the  incidence  of 
tithe  rent-charge  in  certain  parts  of  the 
country  must  come  before  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  Will  the  Com- 
mission inquire  into  the  revision  of 
tithe  ? 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  shall  be 
very  sorry  if  my  answer  has  led  lion. 
Members  to  think  so. 

Cr.ARE  SLOB  LvXnS. 
Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, in  carrying  out  their  proposed 
Irrigation  Scheme,  contemplates  the 
allotment  of    the  lands  kno\^ii  as   the 


Clare  Slob  Lands,  containing  1,200  acres, 
at  present  in  the  possehsion  of  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works,  to  small  holders ;  and, 
if  not,  to  what  use  it  is  intended  to 
devote  this  valuable  property  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman^s  reference 
to  the  *'  proposed  Irrigation  Scheme," 
or  how  it  can  be  connected  with  the  Clare 
Slob  Lands. 

Mr.  cox  :  It  should  be  '*  emigration," 
and  not  "  irrigation." 

♦Mr.  JACK§0N  :  I  can  only  answer 
the  question  as  it  appears  on  the  Paper. 
Petitions  have  been  presented  to  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  and  if  nothing 
unforeseen  occurs  the  property  may  be 
put  up  to  public  tender  in  January. 

LIGHT  UAILVVAV   BETWEE.V  ENNIS 
AND  SCAKUIFF. 

Mr.  COX:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  th«  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  has  received  a  large 
and  inflaentially  signed  Memorial  in 
favour  of  the  construction  of  a  line  of 
light  railway  l)etween  Ennis  and 
ScarrifE ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  agree  to  the  request 
of  the  Memorial  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Memorial  was  received  on  Saturday 
last.  No  decision  has  yet  been  arrived 
at. 

SEED  POTATOES  IN  IRELANIk 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
state  the  provision  he  is  making  for  a 
change  of  potato  seed  in  Ireland,  in 
sufficient  time  to  permit  of  arrangements 
being  made  for  the  purchase  and  dis- 
tribution of  seed,  without  the  hurrj-  and 
confusion  of  1880? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  pledged  to  bring 
in  a  Bill,  and  he  proposes  to  introduce  it 
to-night. 

WRECK  OF  THE  HAROLD. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  danger 
to  fishing  boats  caused  by  the  wreck  of 
the  Ss.  Harold,  which  is  lying  submerged 
off  the  North  Rock,  Portavogia,  County 
Down ;    and     whether,   considering   the 
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frequent  complaints  made  by  the  fisher- 
men as  to  the  danger  U)  life  and  property 
caused  thereby,  he  will  consider  the  de- 
sirability of  having  the  wreck  removed  ? 
Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  Com- 
missioners  of  Irish  Lights,  in  the  in- 
terests of  general  navigation,  placed  in 
May  last  a  buoy  to  mark  the  position  of  the 
wreck  of  the  Harold^  and  issued  a  notice 
to  mariners  to  that  effect.  Under  the  Re- 
moval of  Wrecks  Act,  the  Commissioners 
and  not  the  Board  of  Trade  would  be 
the  authority  to  act  if  they  thought  the 
wreck  to  be  an  obstruction  or  danger  to 
navigation,  and  by  their  action  in  May 
it  is  to  be  assumed  that  removal  is  not, 
in  their  opinion,  necessary.  I  am  now 
in  communication  with  the  Commis- 
sioners in  the  matter. 

SUNDAY  DELIVERY  OF  LETTERS. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  had  mtended  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  during  the  present  year,  a 
written  request  for  a  Sunday  delivery  of 
letters  from  Millisle  to  Carrowdore 
was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Greneral 
Post  Office,  Dublin,  by  a  large  and  in- 
fluential number  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district  of  Carrowdore,  Donaghadee ; 
and  whether,  considering  the  general 
complaints  made  by  the  people  as  to  the 
serious  inconvenience  which  non  de- 
livery of  letters  there  on  Sundays  causes 
to  the  residents  of  the  district,  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  instituting  a 
Sunday  delivery  of  these  letters?  At 
the  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  beg  to  postpone  the  Question  until  to- 
morrow. 

FAIR  RENT  APPEALS. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ldeutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  fair  rent  appeals  heard  and 
decided  by  the  Chief  Land  Commission 
during  its  last  sitting  at  Belfast ;  in  how 
many  cases  were  the  fair  rents  reduced 
and  increased  respectively ;  what  number 
of  appeals  were  dismissed ;  how  many 
appeals  were  listed  from  the  Union  of 
Downpatrick,  in  the  County  of  Down ; 
why  the  farmers  and  their  witnesses 
were  put  to  the  expense  and  incon- 
venience of  travelling  such  a  consider- 
able distance,  from  Downpatrick,  which 
is  an  Assize  town,  to  Belfast,  to  attend 
the  hearing  there,  and  why  the  Land 
Mr,  M'Cartan 


Commission  did  not  hold  a  sitting  at 
Downpatrick ;  whether  the  gentleman 
who  is  Court  Valuer  for  the  I^nd  Com- 
mission in  County  Down  was  formerly  a 
Sub-Commissioner  in  Down  ;  and  why 
the  rents  fixed  by  three  Sub-Commis- 
sioners in  County  Down  were  increased 
at  this  sitting  on  the  Report  of  one 
ex-Sub-Commissioner  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners  report  that  during  their  last 
sitting  at  Belfast  83  fair  rent  appeal 
cases  were  heard,  with  the  following 
results : — Rents  reduced,  5  ;  increased, 
27 ;  decisions  of  Sub-Commissioners 
affirmed,  39 ;  originating  notices  dis- 
missed on  law  points,  6 ;  judgment 
reserved,  6.  From  Downpatrick  Union 
54  cases  were  listed  for  hearing.  Of 
these  45  appeared  before  the  Court.  The 
Commissioners  state  that  it  has  been 
their  practice  to  hear  appeals  from  Down- 
patrick Union  at  Belfast,  except  on  one 
occasion  when  the  Appeal  Court  sat  at 
Downpatrick  for  that  purpose.  Mr. 
Bomford,  the  valuer,  has  not  acted  as  an 
Assistant  Commissioner  i]^  Down  since 
upwards  of  four  years  ago.  He  did  not 
act  as  Assistant  Commissioner  in  any  of 
the  cases  listed  at  Belfast.  The  Com- 
missioners, in  arriving  at  their  decisions, 
had  before  them  not  only  the  Reports  of 
their  Court  Valuer,  but  also  the  evidence 
produced  before  them,  both  on  behalf  of 
the  landlords  and  the  tenants. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  only  addi- 
tional evidence  was  that  of  the  Court 
Valuer,  who  was,  to  some  extent,  the 
representative  of  the  landlords  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  given  the 
hon.  Gentleman  all  the  information  I 
have. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  some  of  these 
poor  tenants  had  to  travel  a  distance  of 
more  than  40  miles,  and  to  pay  their 
own  expenses  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  will  call  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  Commission  to  the  fact. 

DRAINAGE  OF  THE  RIVER 
SSCAURIFF. 
Mr.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  1879  it  was  proposed  to  borrow 
£32,000  from  the  Board  of  Works, 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  Act  of  that 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 


THE  CASE  OF  WALTER  HAROAN. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  I  bog  to  give 
notice  that  upon  the  earliest  available 
day  I  will  call  attention  to  the  grave 
miscarriage  of  justice  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  case  of  Walter  Hargan,  who 
has  been  sentenced  to  a  long  term  of 
penal  servitude  for  having  protected  his 
own  life,  and  I  will  mqve  for  an  Address 
to  the  Crown  for  a  free  pardon. 
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year,  for  the  purpose  of  the  drainage  of 
the  River  Scarriff,  and  that  advance  of 
said  sum  was  agreed  to  by  the  Board  of 
Works;  whether  he  has  received  a 
resolution,  adopted  by  a  large  and  in- 
fluential public  meeting  of  landlords  and 
tenants,  and  others  interested,  recently 
held  in  Scarriff,  urging  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  going  on  with  this 
work;  whether  a  resolution  was  also 
adopted,  asking  that  the  Drainage  Acts 
might  be  so  amended  as  to  enable  tenant 
farmers,  holding  judicial  leases,  to  become 
proprietors  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act ;  and  what  action  the  Government 
intend  taking  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  The  statements  in 
paragraph  1  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion are  correct.  I  understand  that  the 
scheme  for  the  ScarrifE  Drainage  fell 
through,  as  no  action  was  taken  within 
the  time  allowed  by  the  Provisional 
Order,  and  extended  by  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  1st  March,  J  887.  I  have 
received  the  resolutions  referred  to.  As 
to  the  last  paragraph,  I  should  bo  glad 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  address  his 
inquiry  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary. 

Mr.  cox  :  In  view  of  the  distress 
prevailing,  do  the  Government  propose 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  It  is  not  in  my 
power  to  say.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
better  give  notice  of  a  question  to  the 
Chief  Secretary. 


THE  LAND  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  has  received  a  copy  of  a  resolu- 
tion, adopted  by  the  EnDistymon  Board  of 
Guajrdians,  complaining  of  some  recent 
decisions  in  that  Union  of  the  Land  Sub- 
Commissioners  (Messrs.  James  Greene, 
Chairman,  J.  Martin,  and  J.  J.  Ginny), 
as  being  in  excess  of  the  reductions  the 
landlords  offered  beforehand,  and  entirely 
beyond  the  paying  capabilities  of  the 
tenants ;  and  whether  he  will  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Land  Commission  to 
these  facts  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Any  person  aggrieved 
by  a  decision  of  a  Sub-Commission  can 
appeal.  The  Government  cannot  inter- 
fere. 


NORTHAMPTON   (PROHIBITION  OF 
PUBLIC  MEETING). 

Address  for — 

'*Copy  of  Correspondence  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and  the  Northampton  Magistrates  with 
reference  to  the  prohibition  of  a  meeting 
intended  to  have  been  held  in  the  Market 
Square,  Northampton." — {M'r.  Bradlauffh.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
First  Report  brought  up  and  read ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

MOTIONS. 


companies'  act  (1862)  amendment  bill. 
Bill  ordered  on  November  26  [see  page  112]  ; 
presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

ELECTORS  REGISTRATION  (ACCELERATION) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  liitchie,  Bill  to  accelerate 
the  proceedings  for  the  Registration  of  Electors 
in  England  and  Wales,  and  to  alter  certain 
dates  connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  and 
Mr.  Long.        • 

Bill  pre.sented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

SEED   POTATOES  SUPPLY   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  supply  of  Seed  Potatoes  to 
occupiers  and  cultivators  of  land  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour, 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  148.] 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 
8UPPLEMENT.\KY  ESTIMATE. 

£5,000,  Supplementary,  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress (Ireland). 

(4.21.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOR  IRELAND  ("Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Manchester,  E.) :  Mr.  Courtney,  as  the 
Committee  will  see,  the  sum  which  I 
now  ask  them  to  vote  is  relatively  a 
trifling  one,  but  I  think  that  this  will  be 
the  most  convenient  opportunity  for  me 
to  explain  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
our  views  as  to  the  character  of  Irish 
distress,  and  the  methods  by  which  we 
propose  to  deal  with  that  distress.  I  am 
afraid  that  in  dealing  with  that  subjact 
I  shall  have  to  trouble  the  Committee  at 
length,  although  I  will  make  my  ob- 
servations as  brief  as  I  can.  I  propose 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
Reports  which  will  show  the  character 
of  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop  in  various 
districts  in  Ireland ;  but  for  the  purpases 
of  the  present  Debate  I  may  take  it  as  a 
matter  of  notoriety  and  of  common  know- 
ledge, requiring  no  special  proof  and  not 
requiring  the  production  of  documents, 
that  in  a  considerable  portion — the  larger 
portion — of  the  western  seaboard  in  Ire- 
land the  failure  of  the  potato  crop  lias 
been  a  very  serious  one.  The  amount  of 
the  failure  of  the  crop  varies  in  the  dif- 
ferent districts  in  which  it  has  failed  from 
half  the  average  crop  to  a  quarter,  or 
even  to  less,  and  of  this  half  or  quarter 
crop  a  large  proportion  are  immature, 
when  not  diseased,  and  although  I  will 
not  go  the  length  of  saying  that  they  are 
unfit  for  human  food,  they  have  certainly 
not  the  sustaining  qualities  which  the 
average  potato  in  ordinary  years  pos- 
sesses. Now,  the  question  that  we  have 
to  determine  is  what  amount  of  distress 
this  admitted  failure  in  the  potato  crop 
involves  in  these  districts,  and  how 
that  distress  ought  most  properly  to  be 
met.  I  think  it  will  fix  the  idea  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  subject  if  I  attempt 
to  lay  before  them  a  concrete  case  which 
will  show  how  this  failure  afEects  the 
life     and     mode    of    existence    of    an 


ordinary  small  occupier  in  the  distressed 
districts,  but  of  course  no  single  state- 
ment will  be  applicable  to  all  these 
districts.  The  following  will  be  a  not 
unfair  example  of  what  will  happen  in 
one  of  the  worst  parts  of  these 
districts.  Under  ordinary  circumstances 
the  occupier's  crop  of  potatoes  would 
supply  him  in  each  year  with  two  meals 
a  day  from  the  15th  of  August  to  the 
15th  of  February,  and  with  one  meal  a 
day  from  the  15th  of  February  to  the 
1 5th  of  April,  and  after  that  date  he  has 
to  depend  largely  upon  other  food  bought 
upon  credit  from  the  local  shopkeeper. 
This  year  I  am  told  that,  instead  of 
having  sufficient  potatoes  for  two  of  his 
meals  per  day  from  the  15th  of  August 
to  the  15th  of  February,  he  will  only  have 
them  at  one  of  his  meals  per  day  to  the 
15th  of  December,  and  that  after  the 
15th  of  Dec3mber  he  will  probably  have 
no  potatoes  at  all.  The  result  will  be 
that,  instead  of  being  dependent  upon 
other  food  stuffs  bought  chiefly  upon 
credit  from  the  15th  of  April  to  the 
15th  of  August  only,  he  will  have  to 
depend  upon  those  other  supplies  for 
about  17  weeks  mora,  and  the  House 
will  readily  understand  that  although 
the  local  shopkeepers  might  be  prepared 
to  give  credit — as  is  unfortunately  the 
custom  in  Ireland — from  the  15th  of 
April  to  the  15th  of  August,  they  may 
by  no  means  be  prepared  to  extend  that 
credit  from  the  15th  of  December  to  the 
15th  of  August.  It  must  be  recollected 
that  in  other  large  parts  of  Ireland,  as 
in  the  north  and  east,  the  crops  are 
distinctly  good  this  year,  as  I  am  glad  to 
say  they  are  where  the  crop  has  not 
failed,  and  the  occupiers  have  other  crops 
which  they  can  fell  back  upon  to  meet  the 
pinch  of  distress ;  but  in  these  poor 
districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland  the 
occupier  has  but  a  very  small  margin 
upon  which  to  economise  ;  in  fact,  he 
has,  I  am  afraid,  no  margin  at  all.  No 
doubt  in  many  instances  it  will  be  found 
that  these  small  occupiers  have  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  stock  upon  paper, 
but  that  stock  is  of  very  poor  quality, 
and  if  brought  to  market  it  would  cer- 
tainly not  fill  up  the  gap  caused  by  the 
failure  of  the  potato, cn)p,  while  to  draw 
upon  it  would  diminish  in  future  years 
the  power  of  the  man  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culties of  his  situation.  For  example, 
in  some  of  the  poorer  districts  of  Don^al 
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I  find,  from  inquiries  I  have  made,  that 
a  number  of  these  sheep,  if  taken  to 
market,  would  not  realise  more  than  18s. 
each,  and  the  better  opinion  is  that  they 
would  not  fetch  more  than  15s.  eacli. 
Thus  to  say  that  a  man  had  10  sheep 
without  giving  their  market  value  would 
convey  a  very  misleading  idea  of  his  real 
position.  I  do  not  think  that  I  need 
labour  further  the  point  of  the  degree 
and  character  of  the  distress  caused  by 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop.  The  first 
consequence  of  that  failure  is  that  there 
will  be  no  seed  for  the  next  year's  crop  ; 
and  the  second  consequence  is  the  actual 
want  which  may  be  apprehended  this 
year,  and  for  the  relief  of  which  we 
must  provide  at  once.  I  will  deal  with 
these  two  consequences  in  their  order. 
It  was  brought  to  my  knowledge  about 
the  middle  of  August  that  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop  was  so  serious  that  some 
steps  will  have  to  be  taken  to  provide 
seed  for  next  year.  I  was  acquainted 
with  the  difficulties  and  also  the  great 
abuses  which  attended  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1880.  I  at  first  enter- 
tained the  idea  that  it  was  possible  the 
best  plan  would  be  for  the  Government 
itself  to  take  advantage  of  the  market, 
and  privately  to  obtain  the  requisite 
amount  of  seed  supply,  and  then  to  give 
it  out  on  such  conditions  as  Parliament 
thought  fit  to  the  localities  where  it  was 
required.  I  made  considerable  investi- 
gation into  both  the  amount  and  quality 
of  the  potato  crop  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  the  North  of  Ireland  ;  and  1  believe 
the  potatoes  of  the  North  of  Ireland  are 
every  bit  as  suitable  for  the  South- West 
of  Ireland  as  any  grown  in  England  or 
Scotland.  I  consulted  experts  upon  the 
subject  of  seed  potatoes,  and  I  thought 
at  one  time  I  saw  my  way  to  orderinsr,  in 
the  hope  of  obtaining  subsequent  Par- 
liamentary sanction,  a  sufficient  number 
to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case ;  but 
this  problem  soon  presented  itself  to  my 
mind — what  kind  of  potato  ought  to  be 
planted?  Those  who  liave  followed  the 
question  closely  are  probably  aware  that, 
consequent  upon  the  distress  of  1879-80, 
the  Champion  potato  was  almost  univer- 
sally planted  along  the  west  coast  of 
Ireland ;  and  the  Champion  potato  is 
still  the  popular  potato  in  Mayo,  Gal  way, 
Cork,  and  other  counties.  Curiously 
enough,  the  Champion  potato  is  not 
popular   in   Donegal.      The   farmers    of 


Donegal  are  not  of  opinion  that  it  is  the 
most  disease-resisting  potato ;  they  hav& 
by  no  means  made  up  their  minds  as  to- 
what  potato  they  ought  to  have  ;  but 
they  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Champion  potato  has  many  defects. 
I  myself  am  disposed  to  think  that  it  has 
not  the  disease -resisting  qualities  it  had 
at  one  time ;  and  experiments  that  I 
caused  to  be  made  last  year  have  con- 
firmed me  in  that  opinion.  Long  before 
anyone  could  have  suspected  that  there 
would  be  a  failure  in  the  potato  crop 
this  year  I  had  £500  or  £600  worth  of 
Champion  potatoes  brought  from  Scot- 
land and  planted  in  Donegal.  I  have 
reason  to  believe  they  were  excellent 
seed  potatoes ;  I  lave  no  reason  for 
believing  they  were  planted  under 
worse  conditions  than  ordinarily  obtain 
on  the  iwest  coast  of  Ireland ;  and  the 
failure  is,  I  am  informed,  as  complete  as 
that  of  any  seed  which  has  been  planted 
during  the  last  10  years  in  that  district. 
The  result  of  fhat  experiment,  the  dis- 
covery I  made  of  the  views  of  the  Done- 
gal farmers,  and  other  circumstances 
brought  to  my  notice,  showed  that  the 
Government  would  take  upon  themselves 
a  great  responsibility  if  they  selected 
the  kind  of  seed  that  was  to  be  used  by 
the  people.  Although  I  am  only  too 
painfully  aware  of  the  defects  that  will 
attend  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  Unions  in  this  matter,  I  was 
reluctantly  driven  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  had  to  fall  back  upon  the  machinery 
of  1880,  or  some  machinery  like  it.  I  do 
not  see  in  his  place  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan),  who 
has  brought  in  a  Bill  framed  very  much 
on  the  lines  of  the  Act  of  1880.  The 
Bill  I  have  just  asked  leave  to  introduce 
does  not  differ  very  materially  from  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.  I 
have  no  desire  to  compete  with  him ;  he 
is  entitled  to  credit  for  his  action  10 
years  ago  and  now.  My  Bill  differs 
from  his  in  small  details  and  in  two  im- 
portant points,  which  I  will  mention.  In 
the  Act  of  1880,  and  in  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  the  loan  was 
and  is  a  loan  without  interest,  and, 
therefore,  it  amounted  to  a  free  gift  of 
the  interest  during  the  continuance  of 
the  loan.  The  loan  of  1880  was  within 
a  few  thousands  of  £600,000;  it 
was  £590,000;  and  the  interest  on 
that  at  3  per  cent,  was  a  gift  from  the 
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British  taxpayer  to  the  Irish  farmer  of 
several  thousand  pounds.  It  may  be  said 
I  am  proposing  to  give  a  great  deal  too 
much  from  the  British  taxpayer ;  but  I 
do  not  think  this  free  interest  on  the 
money  lent  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
Imperial  funds.  This  part  of  the  con- 
tribution, I  think,  should  be  paid  out  of 
the  Church  surplus,  and  in  the  Bill  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  will  be  required  to 
pay  the  interest  on  this  money.  In  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  it  is 
assumed  that  nobody  who  takes  advan- 
tage of  this  loan  can  pay  ready  money ; 
but  I  should  hope  that  in  these  districts 
there  are  some  small  occupiers  who  can 
pay,  and  I  think  they  should  be 
encouraged  to  do  so.  Very  few  English- 
men, and  no  Irishmen,  would  pay  ready 
money  when  they  could  get  a  thing  on 
credit.  That  will  not  be  interpreted  by 
fkuy  Irishman  present  as  an  attack  on  his 
country.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Scotland.] 
Certainly,  no  Scotchman  would  do  it. 
If  the  tenant  buys  on  credit,  the  interest 
is  lost  for  two,  three,  or  four  years ;  and 
if  we  simply  say,  "  You  may  pay  ready 
money  if  you  like,  but  if  you  do  not  like 
you  shall  have  the  loan  without,"  of 
course  the  tenant  will  not  pay  ready 
money.  I  propose  that  if  any  man 
chooses  to  pay  ready  money  he  shall 
obtain  the  article  at  20  per  cent,  dis- 
count. It  will  be  seen  that  this  is  not 
in  the  nature  of  a  gift,  because  you  save 
to  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  the  interest 
that  would  otherwise  be  lost,  and  you 
save  the  cost  of  collection  and  insurance. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  financial  as  well  as 
n  moral  gain  in  giving  some  privilege  to 
those  who  are  pre} pared  to  pay  ready 
money.  I  shall  further  make  an  en- 
deavour to  provide,  as  far  as  regulation 
and  inspection  can  do  it,  that  the  abuses 
which  prevailed  in  1880  shall  not  prevail 
again.  The  Committee  may  like  to  be 
reminded  of  some  of  the  malpractices 
which  went  on.  In  many  cases  no 
record  was  kept  by  the  Guardians  of  the 
amounts  sent  to  various  dep6ts ;  no 
means  were  devised  to  check  distribu- 
tion ;  in  many  cases  the  money  obtained 
by  Guardians  was  not  distributed ; 
some  persons  were  charge<l  with 
more  than  they  had  received  ;  some 
who  receiveil  were  not  charged  at  all  : 
there  were  cases  of  grosi  fraud  on  the 
part  of  both  Guardians  and  contractors  ; 
and  in  some  cases  loans  were  corruptly 
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used  to  secure  the  election  of  Poor  Law- 
Guardians.  These  are  monstrous  scandals, 
and  I  hope  and  believe  that  by  the  regu- 
lations we  shall  lay  down  they  will  be 
prevented  on  the  present  occasion.  We 
have,  at  all  events,  this  in  our  favour  : 
that  whereas  in  1880  the  Act  was  ad- 
ministered under  the  shadow  of  an 
election  which  was  known  to  be  approach- 
ing within  a  month  or  a  few  weeks, 
causing  extravagant  promises  to  be  made 
by  candidates,  and  all  sorts  of  extravagant 
hopes  to  be  entertained  by  the  people, 
there  is  no  such  perturbing  cause  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  I  hope  that  the 
experience  which  has  been  gained  will 
operate  as  a  salutary  preventive  against 
the  course  of  extravagance,  and  worse 
than  extravagance,  which  prevailed  10 
years  ago.  I  have  had  prepared  by  the 
Irish  Agricultural  Department,  whose 
services  to  the  Government  on  this 
matter  have  been  absolutely  invaluable, 
a  Circular  on  the  subject,  embodying  all 
the  knowledge  of  that  Department  with 
regard  to  the  proper  seedis  to  be  used. 
Without  in  any  way  fettering  the  discre- 
tion which  Boards  of  Guardians  must 
exercise  for  themselves,  the  Circular  will 
put  them  in  possession  of  all  the  ^ts 
that  experts  are  acquainted  with.  I  pass 
to  the  consideration  of  a  more  vital 
question — how  we  are  to  meet  the 
impending  distress.  I  would  begin  by 
reminding  the  Committee,  and  I  hope 
the  Irish  public,  that  I  do  not  propose 
in  any  way  to  interfere  with  the  opera- 
tion of  the  ordinary  Poor  Law.  The 
ordinary  Poor  Law  is  still  in  force,  and 
it  is  undoubtedly  cs^ble  of  meeting,  I 
will  not  say  all,  but  a  great  deal  of 
the  distresfi  which  is  now  impending. 
The  latest  Returns  show  that  the  pressure 
upon  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  is  not 
greater  than  it  was  this  time  last  year. 
The  outdoor  relief,  taking  Ireland  as  a 
whole,  or  taking  even  Counaught,  has  been 
slightly  increased,  and  the  indoor  relief 
iias,  in  some  cases,  actually  diminished. 
I  have  heard  by  telegram  to-day  that  in 
certain  of  the  more  distressed  unions  the 
pressure  upon  the  Poor  Law  is  increasing, 
and  I  have  not  the  sli<^htest  di)ubt  that 
as  the  winter  ad>-ances,  and  as  the  people 
cHjme  to  take  in  their  stock  of  potatoes, 
not  only  will  therj  be  an  increased 
pressure  upon  the  Local  Authorities,  but 
the  Poor  Law  Authorities,  unaided,  will 
not  be  able  to  meet   the  distress  with 


m 


Siipplcmc  niary 


I  December  4»  1890} 


Estimate. 


im 


N^ 

^t. 


wbicli  we  have  tr»  ileftl.  What  additional 
mean  a  ought  this  Committet*  and  the 
House  to  pi\>vide  agjiitist  the  distress 
ith  which  the  ordiiiaiy  Poor  Law  can 
otcope  ?  We  ha\^^  a  not  incrinsiderable 
.Ijodj  of  experience  on  this  subject^ — ex- 
rietifo  which,  1  am  afraid,  in  many 
ses  is  fraitf al  nither  in  telling  nswhfit 
e  oaght  to  avoid  than  in  telling  us  whsit 
we  ought  t(>  do.  In  1879-80,  which  is 
an  exnnipie  of  the  most  ronsiderahle  dis- 
tress that  has  occurred  in  Ireland  since 
the  great  fainme,  exclusive  of  chjirity, 
which  was  lar^'elj  distributed  at  that 
time,  the  chief  means  of  dealing  with 
the  distress  was  as  follow  : — There  were 
loans  to  landlords  at  very  low  interest- 
namely,  1  per  cent ,  which  was  not  tf* 
be^fin  until  the  Lmii  hmi  been  running 
two  years,  (Iver  £900,000  was  adviinced 
in  that  manner.  There  were  loans  to 
nitary  Authorities  upon  the  same  easy 
rms,  and  I  Ixslieve  about  £38,000  was 
advanced  in  that  way.  There  were  loans 
to  the  various  baronies  for  baronial  im* 
provements  on  similar  terras,  and  these 
loans  amounted  to  £270,787.  And  there 
waa  the  gift  of  £45,000  for  the  construc- 
tion of  piei-s  and  harbours.  In  1886, 
in,  there  was  a  sum  of  £20,000  given, 
Iso  to  sratill  piers  and  harbours. 
Both  in  1879-80  and  in  1886  there  were 
some  loans  and  gifts  to  various  Boards  oi 
Guardians,  and,  above  all,  in  both  years 
the  rales  which  normally  govern  relief 
in  Ireliiud  were  relaxed  and  out-door  re- 
lief was  permitted  in  Unions  in  the  cases 
of  occupiers  of  land  of  more  than  a 
quarter  of  an  acre.  That  being  a  brief 
enumeration  of  tlie  means  of  relief  pre 
vionsly  applied,  what  judgment  ought 
we  to  pass  upon  the  success  which  has 
respectively  attended  them  ?  The 
£900,000  advanced  in  1879  is,  I  think, 
an  example  which  ought  not  to  be  fol- 
lowed on  this  occasion,  f€>r  two  quite 
separate  reasons.  First,  I  do  not  believe 
that  now,  since  the  Act  of  188v5,  tbe 
landlords  have  been  prepared  to  borrow 
money  at  all.  Before  that  Act,  which  so 
materially  altered  the  skttus  of  the  land- 
lords, they  were  no  doubt  prepared  to 
borrow  money  in  many  cases  upon  these 
terms,  and  thereby  to  afford  a  great  deal 
of  what  was,  no  doubt,  valuable  assistance 
to  the  jM>|Tuliition.  I  do  not  think  they 
ould— I  am  snre  they  would  nt^t— do  it 
w,  but  even  if  they  were  prepared  to  do 
it,  I  do  not  think  that  i,s  a  convenient 
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method  of  attempting  to  supply  relief, 
becjiuse  the  relief  does  not  solely  depend 
upcm  the  degree  in  which  it  ia  required, 
but  depends  also  upon  the  willingness 
and  ability  of  particular  landlords  to 
borrow  large  sums  of  money,  and  there 
is  no  ground  for  supposing  that  the 
ability  and  willingness  of  the  landlords 
to  liorrow  money  would  be  in  any  direct 
relation  to  the  amount  of  distress 
existing  in  their  districts,  I  therefore 
reject  that  method  as  not  only  impossible, 
but  inexpedient*  It  is,  no  doubt,  pos- 
sible that  Itmns  to  baronies  might  not  be 
open  to  objections  of  a  similar  kind,  but 
they  have  objections  peculi«r  to  them- 
selves. In  lo*:»king  back  upon  the  manner 
in  which  the  money  lent  to  Kai\>nie8  in 
1880  was  expended,  I  find  that  it  too 
often  hnpj^encd  that  the  persons  who 
benefited  by  that  money  were  not  the 
poor,  not  the  inexperienced  poor  who 
were  really  in  need  of  employment,  but 
rather  small  local  conti*actors  accustomed 
to  make  roads  under  ihe  «X)unty  sur- 
veyors and  under  the  Grand  Juries,  and 
that  these  small  contractors  miturally 
enough  gave  the  money  with  which  they 
were  supplied,  not  to  the  able-bodied 
poor  who  desired  employment,  but  to 
their  own  particular  friends  and  rela- 
tions. I  think  tJiat  argument  is  conclu- 
sive against  emptying  Baronial  Authori- 
ties as  organs  for  relieving  distress* 
The  loans  to  Smitary  Authorities — tbe* 
money  spent  upon  piera  and  the  money 
sj^nt  upon  harbours  and  boat-slips — are- 
open  to  another  objection.  That  such 
piers  and  boat- slips  can  be,  with  advan- 
tage, constructed  in  various  parts  of 
Ireland  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny— far 
from  it,  although  an  inunense  amount 
has  already  been  done  in  that  direction. 
The  objection,  I  think,  is  not  that  these 
piers  and  boat-slips  are  useless,  but  that 
they  do  not  employ  unskilled  hiljour. 
The  amount  of  unskilled  labour  propor- 
tionate U)  the  expenditure  which  can  be 
used  upon  works  of  that  kind  is  very 
trifling,  and  these  works,  however  nseful 
and  expedient  they  may  be,  are  not 
fitted  to  be  our  maingtay  in  dealing 
with  impending  distress.  The  only 
other  expedient  which  I  have  enumerated, 
and  which  has  l>een  employed,  is  a 
relaxation  of  the  rules  governing  out- 
door relief  in  Ireland,  combined  with 
loans  and  gifts  to  various  Unions; 
and  I  say,  if  experience  has  proved 
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anything,  it  has  proved  absolutely 
and  conclusively  that  you  cannot 
trust  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
under  the  stress  of  a  calamity  of  this 
kind,  to  administer  out-door  relief 
and  gifts  and  loans  from  this  House 
without  gross  extravagance,  amounting 
in  many  cases  to  scandalous  fraud.  The 
experience  of  1880  and  of  1886  taught  one 
lesson.  I  do  not  wish  to  introduce  any 
controversial  element  into  this  speech, 
and  I  am  very  far  from  desiring  to  attack 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
J.  Morley) ;  but  he,  of  course,  is  as  well 
aware  as  I  am  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  five  or  six  Unions  distributed  the 
£20,000  free  gift  of  this  House  in  1886 
was  perfectly  iniquitous,  and  that  in  one 
case  there  were  more  persons  upon  the 
list  for  relief  than  the  total  number  of 
inhabitants  of  the  Union.  I  say  that 
that  instance  alone  should  warn  this 
House,  and  warn  this  Committee,  against 
endeavouring  for  the  third  time  to  repeat 
this  most  disastrous  experiment,  and 
should  induce  them  to  adopt  any  ex- 
pedient, however  costly  to  the  com- 
munity, rather  than  increase  the  de- 
moralisation which  has  been  produced 
by  this  unfortunate  measure  on  previous 
occasions.  I  have  explained  to  the 
Committee  what  it  is  I  do  not  mean  to 
do,  and  why  I  do  not  wish  to  do  it.  Let 
me  now  tell  the  Committee  what  it  is  I 
hope  to  do,  with  their  sanction,  and  how 
I  think  it  will  moet  the  present  crisis. 
After  the  Poor  Law  I  rely  principally 
upon  the  railway  works  which  are  about 
to  be  constructed.  In  County  Cork  there 
is  a  line  to  be  constructed  from  Skibbereen 
to  Baltimore,  seven  and  a  half  miles,  and 
the  Bantry  extension,  a  mile  and  a  half, 
a  short  though  costly  work ;  in  the 
County  of  Kerry  there  are  the  Headfort 
to  Kenmare,  and  the  Killorglin  to 
Valentia  Island  lines,  respectively  19 
miles  and  25  miles ;  in  County  Gal  way  the 
Gal  way  to  Clifden  line,  49  miles  ;  in 
County  Mayo  the  Westport  to  Mulrany 
line,  18  miles,  with  an  extension  to  Achill 
(if  8  miles ;  the  Ballina  to  Killala  line, 
eight  miles  ;  and  works  are  to  be  begun 
on  the  Coolgreany  and  Claremorris  line, 
which,  if  completed,  would  amount  to 
48  miles ;  in  Donegal  the  Donegal  and 
Killybegs  line,  1^  miles,  and  the  Stranor- 
lar  to  Glenties  line,  24  miles.  In 
jiddition  to  the  above,  which  are  either 
construf'tod  under  the  Act  of  1889,  or 
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have  been  begun  by  the  authority  of  the 
Government  independently  of  any  Act, 
there  are  three  lines  to  be  constructed, 
resp.  ctively  in  Clare,  Mayo,  and  Galway 
and  Cork,  under  the  Act  of  1883,  passed 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bridgetoij 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan).     There  is  the  South 
Clare    line,  26    miles ;    the  Tuam   and 
Claremorris    line,    16    miles;    and    the 
Donoughmore  line.  County  Cork,  eight 
miles.     The  total  mileage  of  the  lines  I 
have  enumerated  is  no  less  than    284 
miles  authorised  and  about  to  be  begun. 
But  the  Committee  will   ask   me,  how 
soon  will  these  lines  be  available  to  meet 
the  distress?     Unfortunately,  I  cannot 
give  a  perfectly  complete  answer  to  that 
question,  but  I  may  say  that  the  Skib- 
bereen and  Baltimore  line  was  begun  on 
November  24,  and  that  300  men  are  now 
employed  upon  it ;  the  Bantry  extension 
will  be   begun  on   December    15 ;   the 
Galway  and  Clifden  line  was  begun  on 
December  2  ;    the  Westport  and  Mul- 
rany line  on  December  3 ;  the    Achill 
extension  I  hope  to  have  in  full  opera- 
tion by  December  15 ;  the  Ballina  and 
Killala  on  the  8th,  and  the  Claremorris 
on  the  15  th  of  December.     With  regard 
to    the    Donegal    and     Killybegs    line 
tenders  for  the  earthworks  have  actually 
been  opened  and  begun,  and  the  Glenties 
line  contractor  informs  me  that   he  is 
ready  to  commence  work  at  a  week's 
notice.     Therefore,  there  only  remains 
uncertain  in  the  first  class  of  railways  I 
have  enumerated  the   two  Kerry  lines. 
With  regard  to  the  two  Kerry  lines,  I  had 
the    honour  of   an   interview  with   the 
Chairman   of   the   Great  Southern   and 
Western  Railway  before  I  left  Ireland. 
They  labour  under  a  technical  difficulty 
which  will  be  removed  when  the  House 
passes  the  Bill  now  before  it  ;  but  I  dis- 
tinctly understood  that,  in  spite  of  these 
technical  difficulties,  they  were  prepared 
to    begin    the    work    instantly  if    the 
Government  were  prepared  to  indemnify 
them  for  any  loss  they  might  sustain  in 
consequence  of  not  being  in  a  legal  posi- 
tion  to   draw    up   formsil   contracts.     I 
thought  that  the  House  would  sanction 
any  such  action  on  my  part,  and  I  cer- 
tainly understood  that  with  that  promise 
of  indemnity  they  would  begin  at  once. 
Why  they  have  not  done  so  I  cannot 
say ;  but   the  assurtinccs   given  me   by 
the  chairman  were  such  that  I  have  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  in  a  very  few 
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•days  work  will  be  begun  on  these  two 
lines  also.  It  will  be  seen,  therefore, 
that  these  284  miles  of  railway  will  be 
in  full  operation  in  a  very  short  period. 
This,  I  think,  reflects  credit  on  all  con- 
•cerned.  I  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
exertions  of  the  Government ;  but  it  is 
only  fair  that  I  should  say  that  the 
^mthorities  of  these  great  Railway  Com- 
panies of  Ireland  have  shown  themselves 
fully  alive  to  the  exigencies  of  the  situa- 
»tion.  They  have  felt  that  they  owed 
something  to  the  community  from  which 
they  draw  their  profits  ;  they  have  don^ 
their  best  to  second  the  e^rts  of  the 
^Government  ;  and  though  I  do  not 
think  that  any  of  their  officials  or  share- 
holders will  for  a  moment  suggest  that 
the  terms  offered  by  the  Government 
^re  not  such  as  to  secure  them  from  all 
4oss,  still  no  one  will  be  prepared  to  deny 
that  that  depreciates  very  little,  if  at  all, 
the  credit  which  they  deserve  for  the 
energy  and  public  spirit  they  have  shown 
on  this  occasion.  The  criticism  which 
kas  been  passed  on  these  great  works  as 
Bteans  of  relief  usually  resolves  itself 
into  this.  Everybody  I  have  talked  to 
in  Ireland  admits  that  if  people  can  get 
work  on  the  railways,  it  is  by  far  the 
%)e8t  way  of  relief.  Everybody,  of  what- 
ever shade  of  politics,  of  whatever 
profession  or  religious  belief,  priest  or 
occupier,  agrees  that  the  distribution  of 
charity  in  1879  and  1880,  and  the  reck- 
less administration  of  outdoor  relief  in 
1886,  produced  a  demoralisation,  not 
only  in  thos3  years  themselves,  but 
more  or  less  lastiag  in  its  character,  and 
with  one  consent  they  all  implored  me, 
while  asking  me  to  find  some  method  for 
the  relief  of  the  distress,  to  adopt  means 
which  would  not  demoralise  the  popula- 
tion concerned.  And  though  all  agreed 
that  no  method  can  be  chosen  less  open  to 
such  objection  than  work  on  the  rail- 
ways, it  was  said  that  work  on  the  raH- 
ways  would  only  be  of  use  to  the  rela- 
tively small  portion  of  the  population 
who  live  close  to  the  railways.  They  put 
it  in  this  way  :  The  man  who  goes  far 
from  home  to  work  on  railways  would 
have  to  pay  for  lodging  and  food; 
und  if  he  gets  in  wages  12s.  or  14s.  a 
week — which,  I  take  it,  is  the  rate  that 
will  prevail — he  will  probably  not  be  able 
to  send  back  to  his  family  more  than  4s. 
or  5s.  a  week,  if  S3  much.  I  think  that 
is  a  valid  argument,  aad  I  think  that 


these  railway  works  will  not  produce 
the  benefit  which  I  anticipate,  unless 
provision  can  be  made  for  lodging  the 
people  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
works  in  a  manner  which  will  enable 
them  to  send  home  at  least  7s.  a  week. 
In  order  to  carry  out  that  object,  I  have 
corresponded  with  and  seen  personally 
those  who  will  be  concerned  in  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  works.  I  had  a  long  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Worthington,  the 
well-known  Irish  contractor,  and  with  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House,  the  Member 
for  one  of  the  Divisions  cf  Dublin,  who 
is  also  a  large  contractor.  I  laid  before 
them  the  views  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  feeding  and  loilging  the  men, 
and  these  and  all  the  other  contractors 
have  equally  expressed  their  readiness 
to  come  forward  and  make  all  the  pro- 
vision that  may  be  required  to  render 
these  works  as  useful  as  possible  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  poor  population. 
Therefore,  I  look  forward  with  some  con- 
fidence not  only  to  the  employment  of 
people  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood 
of  the  railways,  but  to  the  employment 
of  people  living  at  considerable  dis- 
tances. Labourers  may  be  expected  to 
travel  at  least  10  or  20  miles  if  at  the 
end  of  the  journey  they  can  be  adequately 
lodged  and  can  send  home  to  their 
families  sufficient  to  keep  them,  So 
much  for  the  main  part  of  my  scheme, 
which  depends  upon  the  construction  of 
railways. 

Mr.  macartney-  (Antrim,  S.) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  whether 
the  contractors  have  been  put  under  any 
condition  as  to  the  employment  of 
the  people  in  the  districts 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  glad  my 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  that  I  have 
made  very  particular  inquiries  in  this 
connection,  and  I  find  that  not  only  will 
the  contractors  employ  the  people  in  the 
district,  bnt  that  it  is  their  interest  to 
do  so.  The  arrangements  made  with  the 
Railway  Companies  insure  that  the  work 
which  is  to  be  first  begun  is  work  on 
which  unskilled  labour  can  be  profitably 
employed,  such  as  embankments  and 
earthworks  of  difEerent  kinds.  It  has 
further  been  arranged  that  the  work 
shall  be  begun  at  a  large  number  of 
points  along  the  various  railways  at 
once,  so  as  to  afEord  the  greatest  amount 
of  employment  to  unskilled  labour  living 
in  tbo  neighbourhood  of  the  lines.  But 
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though  I  look  forward  with  great  con- 
fidence to  these  railway  works  meeting 
the  great  bulk  of  the  demand  for 
employment  which  the  failure  of 
potatoes  will  produce  in  Ireland,  I  am 
perfectly  conscious  that  there  are  dis- 
tricts and  localities  where,  for  various 
reasons,  but  chiefly  on  account  of  dis- 
tance, some  other  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  difficulties  is  required.  I  have  told 
the  House  that  the  only  method  by 
which  the  railway  works  can  be  supple- 
mented is  by  other  relief  works ;  and  I 
have  already  said  that  I  do  not  mean  to 
employ  Boards  of  Guardians  or  baronies, 
or  any  County  or  Local  Authorities 
whatever,  in  these  relief  works.  If  we 
are  to  be  in  any  way  responsible  for 
meeting  this  distress,  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  &ir  to  us  or  to  anyone  else  that  the 
responsibility  should  be  shared  by  bodies 
over  which  we  have  no  control.  I  am 
convinced  that  money  spent  throTi$2^h  the 
medium  of  Local  Authorities  would  not 
be  money  spent  to  the  best  ad- 
vantage of  the  particular  population 
concerned.  I  have  obtained  the  ser- 
vices of  two  eminent  engineer  officers, 
and  I  have  ssnt  them  over  those  parts  of 
Ireland  where  I  think  it  possible  that 
relief  works  may  be  required.  They 
have  made  a  careful  survey  under  my 
instrucfcions  of  what  works  may,  if  they 
be  required,  be  beneficially  undertaken. 
When  works  are  required  and  are  under- 
taken, I  propose  that  the  persons  respon- 
sible for  them  shall  be  those  engineers, 
and  under  them,  possibly,  the  County 
Surveyors,  not  acting  as  servants  of  the 
Grand  Jury,  but  acting  as  servants  of  the 
Government,  and  I  propose  that  the 
works  shall  be  attended  by  members  of 
the  corps  of  Royal  Engineers.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  we  shall  be 
able  to  absolutely  stop  anything  in  the 
nature  of  local  jobbery  and  to  insure 
that  any  expenditure  on  public  works 
goes  to  the  employment  of  the  unskilled 
labour  that  we  wish  to  relieve.  I  believe 
that  all  the  evils  which  have  been 
incident  to  previous  forms  of  public 
relief  will  be  by  this  means  avoided.  Of 
course  the  amount  given  in  wages,  either 
in  money  or  in  kind,  will  be  entirely 
under  the  control  of  Government,  and, 
of  course,  I  shall  take  care  that  under 
no  circumstances  does  any  relief  work 
interfere  with  railway  work.  I  shall 
not  allow  works  to  be  undertaken  where 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


I  think  that  railways  will  serve  ibe 
purpose,  and  I  shall  stop  any  relief  works 
which  are  begun  before  the  railway.  I 
shall  also  take  care  that  the  wages  are 
such  that  it  will  be  to  the  labourerB** 
interest  to  work  under  the  railway 
contractor  rather  than  on  the  relief  works 
which  may  have  been  started.  The 
Committee  will  naturally  ask  what  kind 
of  relief  works  I  propose.  Any  one  who 
has  travelled,  as  I  liave,  and  seen,  or  who 
has  read  about  the  condition  of  the  West 
of  Ireland,  is  well  aware  that  roads  have 
^been  constantly  undertaken  for  this  and 
similar  purposes.  They  have  not,  how- 
ever, been  undertaken,  I  regret  to  say,. 
with  much  judgment.  You  will  constantly 
see  a  road  leading  from  nowhere  to 
nowhere,  or  to  some  inhospitable  bog. 
These  are  the  memorials  and  relics  of 
some  previous  famine,  and  the  memorials 
also,  I  am  afraid,  of  the  incompetence  of 
some  authority  which  was  responsible  for 
the  construction  of  the  road.  At  the 
same  time,  though  very  useless  roads 
have  been  constructed,  road-making  does 
present  certain  advantages  over  other 
forms  of  relief  works,  and  I  have  in- 
structed the  officers  of  whom  I  have 
spoken  to  put  roads  in  the  very  first  rank, 
subject  to  this  condition :  that  no  road 
should,  under  any  circumstances,  be 
made  which  a  prudent  County  Authoritj 
would  not  readily  vote  money  to  keep  up. 
There  is  another  kind  of  work  which  I 
think  in  some  places  might  with  ad- 
vantage be  adopted  even  before  roads. 
There  are  certain  districts  in  Ireland 
where  you  see  holdings  along  the  lower 
slopes  of  mountains  or  along  some  line 
of  bog,  all  of  which  could  be  greatly 
improved  by  improving  the  general 
system  of  drainage.  A  common  system 
of  drainage  is  required  I  believe,  and 
that,  I  take  it,  will  not  only  afEord 
labour  for  which  the  people  are  par- 
ticularly qualified,  but,  as  it  will  per- 
manently improve  the  holdings,  it  will 
diminish  the  possibility  of  a  recurrence 
of  famine.  There  was  a  form  of  re- 
lief, very  like  this,  which  was  much 
pressed  upon  me  when  I  was  in  Ireland. 
I  was  recommended  to  pay  the  occupiers 
wages  for  improving  their  holdings ; 
but  I  cannot  recommend  this  course  to 
the  Committee.  One  of  the  most  melan* 
choly  facts  which  strike  anyone  who 
looks  at  these  holdings  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  is  that  the  occupiers  have  ample 
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leisure  in  the  winter  to  carry  out  itn- 
proTements  of  the  moat  obvious  kind  ; 
but  year  after  year  elapses,  and  the  im- 
provemanta  ai*6  not  made.  To  come 
forward  in  years  of  distress,  and  say,  **  I 
will  pay  you  to  do  that  which  you  ought 
to  have  done  years  ago/*  is  the  worst 
Reason  which  you  can  possibly  teach, 
fio  much  for  tho  roads  and  main  drains, 
•which  will  form  the  staple  of  such  relief 
works  as  may  be  required.  There  are 
two  other  forms  of  relief  work  which  I 
think  may  be  attempted  in  a  tentative 
ifashion — I  mean  the  reclamation  of 
land  and  afForesting.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  I  do  not  Ijelieve  there  are  huge 
tracts  in  Ireland  which  only  require  large 
.sums  to  be  spent  upon  them  in  order  to 
become  extremely  profitable  investments, 
I  am  sceptical  about  that,  but  I  think 
that  where  there  are  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  existing  holdings  tracts 
•of  bog  precisely  of  the  character  of  the 
«oil  out  of  whicli  these  holdings  were 
originally  carved  it  might  be  rnivan- 
tageous  as  an  experiment  to  carry  out 
the  drainage,  sub- soiling,  and  uther 
operations  which  are  necessary  as  a  pre* 
^iminary  to  cultivating  the  soiL  What 
-should  be  done  with  the  land  so  ol>tained 
fls  a  difficult  question,  but  my  own 
impression  is  that  it  should  btt  handed 
over  to  the  Congested  Districts  Board, 
which  I  hope  is  to  be  constituted  by  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  ;  and  it  is 
worth  considering  how  far  it  might  not 
be  worth  while  for  that  Board  to  let  out 
the  land  so  reclaimed  on  shfirt  leases  to 
<»he  occupiers  of  existing  holdings  under 
the  most  stringent  conditions  of  cultiv^a- 
tion.  I  admit  that  the  experiment  is  a 
rash  one.  1  think  it  is  possible,  if  those 
occupiers  were  allowed  to  use  this  land 
under  conditions  of  cultivation  which 
would  oblige  them  to  see  by  experiment 
iiow  very  badly  they  now  cultivate  their 
boldiugs,  something  might  be  done  in  a 
practical  manner  t^3  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  these  paopJe.  I  admit  that  the 
matter  is  one  of  great  difficulty,  and  I  am 
Jiot  at  all  competent  to  decide  it ;  but  it 
is  a  matter  which  I  think  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  would  be  eminently 
qualified  to  deal  with.  With  regard  Uy 
forests,  it  is  a  matter  of  universal  com- 
plaint that  tho  result  of  recent  events  in 
Irehind  lias  been  to  denude  it  of  timber. 
There  are  two  distinct  sets  of  causes 
tending  in  the  same  direction.     Due  is 


that  the  landlords,  to  whom  residence  is 
not  always  made  agreeable  in  Ireland, 
are  anxious  to  turn  into  money  that 
timber  which  they  are  perfectly  pre- 
pared in  more  fortunate  circumstances 
to  leave  on  the  land.  The  other  is  that 
the  new  purchasers  under  the  Ash* 
bourne  Act,  and,  I  fear,  under  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  always  set  to 
work  to  cut  down  timber  on  the  holdings 
as  soon  as  the  control  of  the  landlord  is 
removed.  I  believe  there  are  tracts  of 
Ireland  well  suited,  bat  almost  useless 
now;  for  afforesting.  At  all  events,  all 
the  preliminary  operations  of  afforesting 
— such  as  draining,  and  turf  fencing, 
and  so  forth— are  openitions  with  which 
the  Irish  peasant  is  very  familiar,  and 
which  apply  just  as  much  to  tho  class 
of  operation  most  suited  for  relief  works. 
I  hope  I  have  explained  adequately  to 
the  House  the  general  line  I  propose  to 
take.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  oaks  me  who  will 
direct  the  reclamations.  I  ought  to 
repeat  and  supplement  the  observations 
which  I  have  already  made  on  the 
methcni  whicli  I  propose  for  the  control 
of  the  works.  Practically,  what  I  have 
done  is  to  create  a  small  department  for 
dealing  with  those  reclamation  works. 
The  person  responsible  to  the  House  and 
otherwise  will  be  myself,  but  the  en- 
gineer officers  will  be  under  me.  They 
will  have  the  expert  aasistance  of  mem- 
bers of  tlie  Land  Commission  wherever 
required,  and  they  will  have  such  clerical 
assistance  as  the  occasion  warrants. 
They  will  carry  out  all  the  relief  works 
which  I  think  are  required.  I  am  con- 
scious that  this  statement  of  mine  will 
bring  down  upon  my  head  from  every 
part  of  Ireland  loud  and  persistent  de- 
mands for  works  to  be  started.  But  all 
I  can  say  is,  that  I  shall  do  jnj  best  not 
to  stiirt  any  relief  work  where  it  is  not 
required,  I  shall  do  my  best  to  sift  all 
those  st^iries  of  misery  and  distress  which 
are  too  easily  fabricated  on  the  spot  and 
too  easily  believed  outside.  I  must  ask 
the  House  to  support  me  as  well  as  they 
can  both  in  carrying  out  the  works  which 
I  have  undertaken  and  in  not  carrying 
out  the  works  for  which  I  do  not  believe 
adequate  necessity  exists.  I  shall  pos- 
sibly he  asked  by  some  gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway,  and  perhaps  above  it,  why 
it  is  that  the  Government  propose  to  do 
for  the   West   of    Ireland    what     they 
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never  have  done  as  yet,  and  what  cer- 
taialy  they  would  decline  to  do,  as  far  as 
I  know,  for  any  other  part,  broadly 
speaking,  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
first  answer  I  have  to  make  is  that, 
though  the  congested  districts  have  never 
been  treated  precisely  in  this  way, 
they  have  already  been  treated  on 
many  occasions  in  an  exceptional 
way,  and  I  maintain  that  the  excep- 
tional method  of  treatment  which 
I  now  recommend  is  less  open  to  criti- 
cism here  and  to  abuse  in  Ireland  than  any 
of  the  various  exceptional  experiments 
which  have  preceded  it.  But  I  think 
there  is  something  more  to  be  said.  If  I 
am  asked  why  I  am  prepared  to  recom- 
mend relief  works  in  Ireland  when  I  am 
not  prepared  to  recommend  relief  works 
in  London,  I  say  that  not  merely  has 
Ireland  been  always  treated  excep- 
tionally, but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  its  con- 
dition is  exceptional.  The  Poor  Law  in 
London  always  lias  been,  and  I  trust 
always  may  be,  adequate  to  the  neces- 
sities of  London  ;  but  nobody  who  knows 
anything  about  these  western  districts 
can  say  or  pretend  that  the  resources  of 
the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland  are  adequate  to 
meet  a  crisis  like  the  present.  There  is 
no  rich  population  in  these  electoral 
divisions.  The  population  of  these 
electoral  divisions  which  bear  the  main 
weight  of  the  Poor  Law  taxation  consist 
wholly  and  solely  of  the  small  occupiers 
whom  we  have  to  relieve,  and  to  ask 
them  to  come  forward  and  pay  out  of 
their  own  pockets  the  means  for  reliev- 
ing their  own  exceptional  distress  is 
obviously  impossible.  But  there  is 
another  and  even  a  deeper  reason.  My 
own  firm  conviction  is  that  to  meet  any 
temporary  need  which  unskilled  labour 
in  London  might  have  for  employment  by 
starting  Goverument  relief  works  would 
be  found  to  permanently  aggravate  the 
evil  which  it  is  intended  to  meet.  Such 
temporary  want  of  employment  results 
from  the  discrepancy  between  the  supply 
and  the  demand  of  labour ;  and  I  believe 
the  relations  between  the  demand  and 
supply  of  labour  would  bo  still  further 
dislocated  if  on  such  an  occasion  the 
Government  were  to  step  in  and  provide 
relief  works  for  London,  and  London 
would  be  not  more  but  far  less  capable 
of  meeting  the  stress  that  was  laid  upon 
it  if  the  Government  were  to  adopt  any 
policy  of  that  kind.  That  is  not  the 
J/r.  A,  J,  Balfour 


case,  I  believe,  in  the  congested  dis- 
tricts. I  believe  the  large  amonuts,. 
either  in  the  form  of  railway  or  other 
workp,  which  this  House  will  be 
asked  to  give  for  the  aid  of  the- 
congested  districts  will  render  those  dis- 
tricts  not  more  but  less  liable  to  a 
recurrence  of  the  same  class  of  du^tress^ 
I  believe  that  the  making  of  those  rail- 
ways  and  roads,  especially  railways,  will* 
do  much  to  act  as  a  permanent  remedy 
against  the  evil  wbich  we  have  to  deal 
with  to-day.  If  you  were  to  make  large 
contributions  for  relief  works  in  London 
you  would  demoralise  the  district ;  in 
Ireland  if  you  do  not  have  relief  worka 
what  do  you  do  1  You  throw  a  bnrden 
on  the  locality  which  it  cannot  bear^ 
You  lend  it  money  which  it  cannot  pay 
back ;  and  it  will  sink  deeper  and 
deeper  in  the  demoralising  slough  of  in- 
solvency which  already  has  almost 
destroyed  the  powers  of  self-help  in  the 
poorer  and  congested  parts  of  the 
country.  I  cannot  conclude  without,  as- 
far  as  in  me  lies,  imploring  every  man 
who  hears  me  and  who  has  anything  to- 
do  with  Ireland  to  face  the  real  diffi- 
culties of  this  problem.  It  is  too  much 
the  habit  of  those  living  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  to  say,  **  Get  us  over  this  year*a 
distress,  and  perhaps  all  will  be  well.'^ 
All  will  not  be  well  if  that  habit  of  mind 
continues  to  prevail.  This  House  has 
been  asked  to  make  an  immense  effort 
for  those  congested  districts ;  they  must 
make  an  effort  for  themselves.  The 
priests  and  the  leaders  of  the  people* 
must  put  their  shoulder  to  the  wheeL 
They  must  recognise  that  if  when  the 
next  time  of  distress  comes — as  most  in- 
fallibly it  will  come — they  come  to  this 
House  and  say,  "  Four  or  five  years  ago 
you  helped  us,  and  we  have  done  nothing 
in  the  meanwhile  to  help  ourselves  ;  the 
population  has  not  diminished ;  it  has, 
perhaps,  somewhat  increased  ;  the  fish- 
ing is  very  much  where  it  was;  the- 
mode  of  cultivation  of  the  holdings  is 
such  as  has  prevailed  for  the  last  100 
years,"  Parliament  will  begin  to  feel 
that  the  condition  of  those  districts  is  not 
merely  deplorable,  but  almost  hopeless. 
I  think  that  the  people  of  Ireland  are 
capable  of  harning  a  lesson.  The  years 
1880  and  1886  have  already  taught 
priests  and  people  alike  the  demoralising 
effect  of  lavish  expenditure,  either  in  the 
way  of  charity  or  outdoor  relief.     Let 
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them  learn  the  further  lesson  that  the 
population  which  remains  in  these  dis- 
tricts can  only  be  prosperous  if  they 
cultivate  the  land  better,  if  they  fish 
better,  if  they  use  to  the  best  of  their 
ability  such  resources  as  are  placed  at 
tiieir  disposal,  and  that  there  are  districts 
for  which  no  mere  improvements  in  the 
methods  of  agriculture,  no  better  system 
of  fishing  can  be  su£Qcient,  and  which 
can  only  be  dealt  with  adequately  by 
emigration  and  migration.  If  they  set 
themselves  to  deal  with  each  district  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  district  require, 
by  attempting  to  collect  the  fishing  popu- 
lation around  the  good  harbours  and 
the  best  fishing  grounds,  to  help  them 
to  improved  methods  of  agriculture,  and 
lead  them  to  see  that  it  is  impossible 
they  should  prosper  if  crowded  on  the 
soil ;  if  they  will  do  that,  I  am  convinced 
this  House  will  never  regret  the  money 
which  I  am  asking  it  to  spend  as  a  be- 
ginning. A  substantial  and  important 
beginning  may  at  last  be  made  to  take 
these  people  out  of  this  hopeless  slough 
of  insolvency ;  and,  if  that  be  so,  we 
may  feel  that  this  period  of  distress,  this 
year  1890,  may  be  the  beginning  of  a 
period  in  which  the  people  may  march 
steadily  forward  to  that  condition  of 
prosperity,  and,  above  all,  of  indepen- 
dence, which  every  true  well-wisher  of 
Ireland  desires  to  see  them  attain. 

(5.33.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  wishing  to  eli- 
minate from  the  very  few  observations 
with  which  I  shall  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee anything  of  a  controversial  cha- 
racter. '  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias 
avoided  that  tone,  and  I  am  sure  that 
everyone  who  considers  the  deplorable 
state  of  these  districts  will  feel  we  are 
bound  to  lay  aside  every  trace  of  Party 
spirit.  So  far  as  regards  the  remark  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  experience 
has  taught  us  the  hopelessr.es )  of  the 
methods  hitherto  resorted  to,  everybody 
who  has  studied  the  history  of  these 
districts  and  of  the  Relief  Act  of  1886 
must  agree  as  to  the  incapacity  shown 
by  the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  adminis- 
tering the  relief  funds.  But  1  may 
say,  as  the  Minister  responsible  for  that 
Act,  that  there  did  not  appear  at  the 
time  any  particular  reason  for  setting 
aside  the  machinery  of  local  adminis- 
tration, and  I  was  advised  that  it  would 


be  too  serious  a  step  to  take  if  I  were 
to  supersede  it.  We  have  had  that 
painful  lesson,  the  advantage  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  possesses. 
Therefore  1  am  bound  to  say,  reluctant 
as  I  am  on  any  occasion,  or  under  any 
circumstances,  to  set  aside  the  functions 
of  an  Elective  Local  Body,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  adopted  the  right 
course  on  the  present  occasion  in  taking 
the  administration  of  these  works  into 
his  own  hands.  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  th&t  the  works  are 
not  to  bo  carried  out  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Board  of  Works,  but  under 
his  own  control.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  : 
Yes.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  told  us  what  is  to  be  the 
total  expenditure,  and  I  think  it 
is  only  fair  before  giving  him  the  £5,000 
he  asks  for  to-night  that  we  should  know 
what  is  to  be  the  total  expenditure  on  all 
these  various  and,  I  should  think,  very 
costly  operations  which  he  has  out- 
lined. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  deliberately 
asked  for  the  nominal  sum  of  £5,000, 
because  it  is  really  impossible  at  this 
stage  of  the  matter  to  make  any  forecast. 
It  is  difficult — I  am  afraid  in  the  case  of 
the  railways  it  is  impossible — at  this 
moment  to  make  a  forecast  ;  but  I  shall 
in  January,  when  I  shall  ask  for  the 
necessaiy  funds,  be  in  a  far  better  posi- 
tion to  tell  how  the  matter  stands.  I 
would  venture  to  point  out  to  the  Commit- 
tee that  if  I  were  to  name  a  sum  now  I 
should  be  more  than  ever  a  prey  to  that 
kind  of  begging  which  Public  Bodies 
resort  to.  I  hop^,  therefore,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  me  to  give 
any  amount. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Of  course,  after  what 
he  has  said  I  will  not  press  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  am  bound  to  point 
out  in  passing  that  his  policy  is  com- 
mitting Parliament  to  what  may  prove 
a  very  serious  expenditure.  I  will  say 
frankly  that  1  agree  with  much  that  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  observations  as  to  the 
duty  we  owe  those  districts  and  as  to  the 
exceptional  and  deplorable  state  in  which 
they  are  sunk,  and  as  to  the  obligation 
which  lies  on  this  House  to  make  what 
I  may  call  a  dead  lift  to  get  them  out  of 
their  degraded  position.  But  Parliament 
ought  to  be  prepared  for  facing  a  very 
large   exi)enditure,  and,  though  I  would 
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not  Rmdge  it,  I  shonld  not  be  snrprised 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hears,  when 
the  country  sees  how  much  will  be 
wanted,  a  good  deal  of*  mnrmaring 
from  a  good  manj  quarters,  and  not 
merely  on  this  side  of  the  House.  As  to 
bis  railway  policy,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seems  to  pay  some  rather  unde- 
served compliments  to  the  public  spirit 
of  the  Railway  Companies.  This  is  not 
the  occasion  on  which  to  go  into  the 
terms  of  the  transactions  made  by  the 
Government  with  the  companies  ;  but 
when  that  occasion  comes,  I  think  it  will 
be  found  that  the  Great  Southern 
and  Western  and  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Companies  have  made  no  bad 
bargains  for  themselves,  but  very  good 
bargains.  I  gather  from  the  remarks 
addressed  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Mid- 
land Great  Western  Railway,  a  couple  of 
months  ago,  to  his  shareholders,  that  he 
congratulated  the  shareholders  on  the 
terms  he  had  succeeded,  in  their  interest, 
in  extracting  from  the  Government.  I, 
therefore,  demur  to  the  compliments 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  paid  to 
the  Railway.  Companies.  I  regard  the 
transaction  between  the  Government 
and  the  companies  as  a  purely  business 
one,  and  I  am  not  sure  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  nob  paid  a  very  heavy  price 
for  the  advantages  they  have  gained. 
That,  however,  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity  of  examining  later  on.  As  to 
the  immediate  relief  of  the  distress,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answer  to  an 
objection  that  the  railway  works  would 
not  go  through  the  most  distressed  dis- 
tricts, though  they  would  go  through 
districts  where  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
distress,  said  that  it  would  be  the 
interest  of  the  contractors  to  employ  the 
labour  of  the  districts.  I  was  in  the 
districts  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  and  I  heard  experts  doubt  that 
proposition.  They  said  that  it  would  be 
the  interest  of  the  contractors  to  get 
very  powerful  navvies  from  other  places, 
and  even  from  England  and  Scotland, 
because  the  population  on  the  spot  would 
not  be  eflScient  enouorh  to  carry  out  the 
heavy  work  of  railway  construction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  no  doubt 
aware  that  this  is  a  danger  which  might 
thwart  his  object. 

Mb.  a.   J.   BALFOUR:    Actual  ex- 
perience  is  on  my  side.     There  have  been 
railways  constructed   in   such  districts, 
Mr.  J,  Morley 


and  I  am  informed  that  the  contractors 
have  employed  local  labour. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  hope  sincerely  that 
that  will  be  so.  There  is  another  point 
as  to  the  construction  of  railways  as  a 
method  of  relieving  distress.  Of  course, 
there  is,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says,  a  great  difEerenoe  of  opinion  as  to 
the  route  to  be  taken  by  some  of  the 
railways.  For  example,  in  the  case  of 
the  railway  from  Clifden  to  Gal  way  it  is 
a  matter  of  great  controversy  whether  it 
would  not  be  much  bitter,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  distress  at  all  events,  to 
take  the  line  by  the  coast.  The  other 
plans  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
resorts  to  are  road  making,  drainage, 
reclamation,  and  afforesting.  With 
regard  to  road-making,  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Everybody 
with  the  most  superficial  acquaintance 
with  Ireland  must  be  aware  that  there 
wera  numbers  of  roads  started  in  the 
famine  times  and  in  1880  which  began 
nowhere  in  particular  and  led  nowhere. 
In  1886  there  were  some  very  good 
roads  made,  and  I  believe  we  got  value 
for  our  money.  But  there  is  no  form 
of  relief  which  leads  to  so  much  make- 
belief  work.  A  man  may  pretend  to  be 
making  a  road,  and,  in  fact,  be  only 
pleasantly'idle.  Exparience  proves  that  to 
be  the  case,  and,  therefore,  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  there  may  not  be  in  this  road- 
making,  if  not  carefully  and  vigilantly 
supervised,  as  much  fraud  and  corruption 
as  there  was  under  some  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1886.  As  to  reclamation 
and  afforesting,  I  thoroughly  applaud 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  being 
willing  to  try  the  experiment.  I  am 
not  going  into  controversy,  but  we  should 
have  more  hope  from  this  experiment  if 
undertaken  and  carried  on  by  a  Local 
Body.  I  do  not  mean  Boards  of 
Guardians  or  such  Boards,  but  a 
Local  Government  Body,  an  Irish  body. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  referred  to 
the  importance  of  enlisting  on  his  side  in 
the  administration  of  his  Act  the  priests 
and  the  leaders  of  the  people.  I  would 
rather  that  the  priests  and  leaders  of  the 
p3ople,  politicans,  everybody  of  authority 
and  with  a  large  and  perfect  knowledge 
of  the  district,  should  indicate  the  line  of 
the  experiment,  than  that  it  should 
come,  as  I  presume  it  will,  partly  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  in- 
genuity, and  partly  also  from  the  Boards 
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in  Dablin  Castle-  There  is  less  (.'hance 
of  flexibility  and  originality  in  the  way 
af  making  eiperiroents  when  conducted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than  if  }oii 
had  a  Con^estetl  District  Board  which 
would  be  really  representative  and  had  on 
its  side  tbe  whole  local  interest,  and  the 
whole  of  the  local  By  m  pa  thy.  1  only 
want  to  make  one  proviso  witli  reference 
to  these  experiments.  From  my  own 
atudy  of  this  question  I  doubt  very  much 
whetiier  reclamation  taken  in  hand  by 
the  Government  on  a  large  scale  can  bt! 
a  remunemtive  experiment,  1  think 
yon  will  sink  a  g^at  deal  of  mtjney,  and 
in  the  end  get  a  very  small  return  for  it. 
The  great  instance  of  reclfimation,  of 
couiae,  13  Kylemore,  but  even  in  that 
case  it  has  lieen  doubted  whether  the 
reclamations  have  not  involved  a  heavy 
money  loss.  It  is  said  also  that  some  tif 
that  reclaimed  land  is  going  back^  that 
rushes  are  appearing,  and  so  forth.  The 
lesson  to  be  learnt,  I  take  it,  is  that 
reclamation  to  be  carried  out  remunera- 
tively and  safely  should  be  undertaken 
by  the  small  men  themselves,  I  under- 
stand that  the  Government  are  to 
hand  over  these  reclaimed  lauds  on 
short  leases  to  the  people  already 
occupying  them.  My  o  m  notion  of 
reclamation  would  rather  be  to  give  to 
a  small  man  a  piece  of  bog  land  to 
reclaim.  He  would  be  more  likely  to 
do  the  work  cheaply  and  effectively.  1 
fear  that  the  experience  we  have  of 
reclamation  on  a  large  scale  shows  it  to 
be  a  very  losing  enterprise.  I  wish  to 
make  one  liargain  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  he  begins  these 
experiments  they  shall  be  finished. 
The  curse  of  Irish  exptriments  is  too 
often  this  ;  an  experiment  is  begun  to 
tide  over  some  tempnrar}"  distress,  and 
as  soon  as  ttic  distress  has  passed,  or  the 
Minister  initiating  the  exptiri?ient  goes 
out  f)f  office,  it  is  dropped  and  the  money 
spent  upon  it  is  absolutely  lost  and 
wasted.  1  hop©  to  get  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  an  imdertaking  that  so 
fcir  as  in  him  lies  these  experiments  of 
reclamation  and  afforesting  shall  not  be 
taken  up  simply  to  enable  us  to  get  out 
of  the  difliciilties  of  today,  but  that 
they  shall  be  serious  works  undertfikcn 
with  a  serious  view  of  doing  permanent 
good  to  the  unfortunate  people  in  these 
poor  districts,  [Mr.  A.  J.  Dauour  : 
Hear,  heur  !]     With  res|iect  to  the  rail- 


way policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
I  reserve  the  right  of  criticising  its 
details.  As  for  the  seed  provisions,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  again 
on  the  right  line.  The  provision  for  20 
per  cent,  discount  on  ready  money  trans- 
actions is  B  most  sensible  pre* vision.  I 
agree  with  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  most 
cordially  in  thinking  that  the  great 
thing  is  to  teach  the  people  of  these 
districts  that  they  must  depend  upon 
themselves.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  speaking  in  that  sense  I 
asked  myself — Has  not  every  Minister 
who  has  brought  in  a  Relief  Bill  for 
Ireland  said  exactly  the  same  thing  1 
I  am  sure  I  need  not  make  an  exception, 
I  am  sure  that  I  did  myself,  and  1  doubt 
whether  any  one  Chief  Secretary  has 
ever  made  a  proposal  to  give  money  to 
Ireland  for  the  congested  districts  or 
elsewhere  without  speaking  in  the  sense 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  baa 
spoken,  1  fail  to  see  what  element 
there  is  in  the  project  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  is  likely  to  make  these 
people  more  self-reliant.  Everything  is 
done  for  them.  The  only  lesson  they 
can  learn— and  I  admit  it  was  also  so  in 
regard  to  my  Dill  of  1881 — is  that  when 
they  got  into  trouble,  whether  in  conse- 
quence of  their  own  improvidence  or  not 
— although  one  dnes  not  like  to  speak  of 
improvidence  in  the  case  of  men  who 
live  under  sach  conditions  as  those  in 
the  West  of  Ireland — this  Parliament  is 
sure  to  come  to  their  relief.  I  would 
give  much  to  get  that  notion  extirpated 
from  the  minds  I'f  the  Irish  peasantry. 
But  to  accomplish  this  you  svould  have 
to  adopt  far  wider  measures  ;  you  would 
have  to  put  the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  this  intricate^  this  inveterate 
problem  upon  Irishmen  themselves,  and 
without  othcial  supervision.  Whatever 
w^e  may  think  as  to  tbe  sources  of  the 
difficulties  in  the  congested  districts,  we 
must  all  recognise  that  a  state  of  things 
that  has  grown  up  in  200  years  cannot 
certainly  be  cured  at  once.  You  will 
want  30,  40,  or  TyQ  years  before  yoa 
can  make  even  an  impression  upon  this 
difficult  problem,  nnd  although  we  must 
accept  the  IJill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  a  means  of  tiding  over  a  pressing 
emergency,  I  hope  lie  will  not  allow 
himself  to  Ijo  led  into  the  belief  that 
anything  can  niakea  real  impression  upon 
these  districts  except  a  long,  persistent. 
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continuous  course  of  action  on  the  part 
of  a  Congested  District  Board,  or  similar 
organisation,  having  enlisted  on  its  side 
the  whole  local  feeling  of  a  district,  and 
commanding,  in  the  performance  of  its 
work,  the  co-operation  of  the  best  brains 
in  the  district. 

(5.54.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galwaj, 
N.) :  The  advice  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  extremely  good.  I  hope 
we' shall  liave  self-reliance  in  the  West 
of-  Ireland,  and  that  the  people  of  the 
districts  will  ba  assisted  by  the  men  of 
brains,  but  just  at  present  it  is  not  so 
much  a  theoretic  virtue  that  is  wanted 
as  a  little  practical  help.  Whenever  I 
hear  this  talk  of  self-reliance  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  if  you  would  give  us 
the  produce  of  the  Licence  Duties  and  let 
us  cultivate  our  own  tobacco,  we  should 
be  able  to  help  ourselves.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  say  that  I  was  engaged  in  much  more 
disagreeable  work  upstairs  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  speaking,  and  there- 
fore I  was  unable  to  hear  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks.  1  believe  he 
has  said  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will 
include  all  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  I 
believe  the  maasure  will  be  a  great 
success.  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  perfectly 
fair  to  pay  interest  on  the  money  out  of 
the  Church  Fund.  On  the  last  occasion 
when  a  scheme  of  this  kind  was  carried 
out,  we  were  able  to  say  that  we  paid  all 
the  money  back,  and  in  the  present  ca«e 
we  shall  be  able  to  say  the  same  thing.  I 
think  we  may  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  having  done  a  great  deal 
to  tide  over  the  time  of  distress. 

•(5.56.)  Sir  J.  COLOMB  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow,  «kc.) :  All  must  acknow- 
ledge the  admirable  tone  adopted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  in  his  speech,  and  I  myself 
noticed  with  regret  tliat  the  Nationalist 
Party  were  not  present  to  hear  the  ex- 
position of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the 
scheme,  and  that  they  arc  not  here  now 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  I  do  not 
share  the  apprehensions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Membar  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Morley)  with  regard  to 
the  absolute  certainty,  as  he  regarded  it, 
that  the  local  populations  will  not 
be  employed  in  the  construction  of  these 
works.  That  may  be  the  case  in  some 
districts,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
universally  so.  I  believe  the  very 
fact  that  so  many  lines  of  railway  will 
Mr.  J.  Morley 


be  constructed  simultaneously  by  con- 
tractors will  prove  that  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  ordinary  navvie» 
available  to  do  all  the  work.  It  will 
be  more  economical  to  employ  the  local 
populati<m  in  the  preliminary  labour  on 
the  lines.  It  is  satisfactory  to  find 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  accepting  the  plan 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  with  regard 
to  taking  these  exceptional  matters  of 
relief  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  In  the  absence  of  the 
Nationalist  Party  I  should  like  to  say 
that,  according  to  the  evidence  placed  in 
our  hands  by  the  Colonisation  Committee,. 
I  think  we  may  claim  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  himself  will 
approve  of  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  not  trusting  Boards  of  Guardiana 
in  this  matter.  Speaking  in  regard  to 
the  relief  of  the  congested  districts  by 
emigration  and  migration,  I  find  the 
following  passage  in  the  evidence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Question  No. 
5656  in  the  Eleport  of  the  Colonisation 
Committee) : — 

**Q,.  Then  I  understand  you  would  not  take  the 
opinion  of  Boards  of  Gaardians  as  indicating 
local  opinion  in  Jrelaud  ?— A.  Certainly  not." 

Therefore,  I  think  we  are  all  united  in 
approving  of  contributions  from  the 
Exchequer  towards  relief  by  means  of 
work  other  than  railways  directly 
through  a  Government  Department. 
Just  one  more  matter  I  should  like  to 
mention.  One  of  the  dan:rers  in  the 
congested  districts  and  throughout  Ire- 
land is  the  habit  that  tenants  are  univer- 
sally getting  into  of  cutting  down  the 
timber  and  shelter  on  their  farms.  1 
can  go  further  than  the  Chief  Secretary. 
He  says  that  tenants  who  have  purchased 
do  this,  but  I  can  answer  from  my  own 
observation  that  one  of  the  effects  of  the 
Act  of  1881  in  districts  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  is  that  the  tenants  imagine  that 
other  changes  beside  alteration  of  rents 
have  flowed  from  that  Act,  and  the  de- 
struction of  timber  and  even  of  hedges 
is  remarkable,  and  has  already  produced 
evil  consequences,  and  will  have  disj\s- 
trous  consequences  on  agricultural  pros- 
pects in  the  future.  I  would  say,  there- 
fore, in  regard  to  experiments  in  re- 
foresting, that  they  should  be  gradually 
undertaken,  and  not  pushed  too  far. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  paid  a  great 
I  compliment  to  the  Grand  Trunk   Line 
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Biilway Companies  in  Ireland,  but  know- 
ing loiDeihing  of  the  work  done  by 
otbeii,  I  think  it  mj  dntj  on  behalf  of  the 
iihthitMitg  of  a  remote  district  of  Kerr^, 
ai  the  rei^esentative  of  that  district  is 
floi  present^  to  say  that  we  in  tliat  dis- 
trict appreciate  the  unsparing  exertions 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  and  of  the 
Secretaiy  to  the  Treasnry.  I  had  the 
opportunity  of  knowing  that  while  we 
vore  taking  onr  holidays  the  Chief 
Sfieretary  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
n7  incrifioed  their  holidays  to  this 
olfject  I  can  say  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  from  first  to  last  spared  no 
penonal  exertions  to  get  this  work 
ikorovghly  and  qnickly  done.  I  think  it 
obIj  right  to  say  this,  and  I  think  I  may 
«jr  it  for  the  poor  people  of  the  district 
not  now  represented  here.  We  cordially 
think  both  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
fcr  their  personal  exertions  to  carry 
thnnigh  these  railway  schemes. 
•(6.3.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
aamton) :  I  listened  with  close  attention 
toue  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
lam  sure  the  Committee  agree  with  me 
thftt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  a 
most  difficult  task  to  undertake,  has  de- 
Toted  himself  to  it  with  an  enormous 
amount  of  application  ;  and  if  I  venture, 
ai  I  ahall  venture,  to  offer  one  or  two 
vorda  before  I  sit  down  that  may  not 
Bsem  to  be  quite  words  of  gratitude,  he 
muat  not  think  that  I  at  all  undervalue 
the  difficulties  of  the  work  he  has.under- 
taken  and  the  troubles  he  has  had  to 
ooatend  with.  He  has  not  only  had  the 
difficulties  cif  what  he  has  told  us,  but  he 
has  the  difficulty  of  the  long  habits  of 
the  people,  which  he  has  to  some 
extent  to  endeavour  to  change,  if  he 
can,  if  any  permanent  good  is  to 
be  produced.  I  wish  it  had  been 
possible,  though  I  agree  it  would  be 
difficult,  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  have 
told  the  Committee  some  amount  beyond 
which  Parliament  was  not  boino^  com- 
mitted by  the  Vote  the  Committee  is 
•Aed  to  give  on  this  Estim»ite,  because, 
although  the  Estimate  is  only  for  a  very 
trifling  sum,  the  Chief  Secretary  does 
JiMrt  disguise  that  he  is  asking  the 
aancUon  of  Parliament,  tlirougli  this 
Committee,  to  the  whole  of  the  scheme 
he  is  putting  forward ;  therefore  the 
decision,  whatever  it  may  be,  is  a  decision 
<rf  the  very  gravest  character.  I  am 
iM*  sure  whether  for  the  moment  it  was 


wise,  although  I  am  quite  sure  that  for 
the  future  it  was  frank,  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  say  that  he  might  subject 
himself  to  the  criticisms  of  those  who- 
have  in  view  distress  in  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  who  might  ask  the- 
Government,  "  Why  do  you  not  dt  al 
with  all  instances  as  you  are  proposing 
to  deal  with  this?**  To  that,  I  admit, 
it  is  difficult  to  srive  an  answer,  but  the 
answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
hardly,  I  think,  did  credit  to  the  rest  of 
his  speech.  All  the  answer  he  made 
was  that  the  circumstances  were  excep- 
tional. [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  expressed 
dissent.]  I  am  sure  on  this  question  I 
have  no  wish  to  strain  one  word  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  beyond  the 
meaning  that  may  fairly  be  attached 
to  it.  I  listened  attentively  and  with 
intense  pleasure  to  the  speech  as  an 
effort  to  do  some  good  to  the  unfortunate 
country  without  reference  to  political 
divisions. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  quite 
sure  the  hon.  Member  does  not  mean  to 
misrepresent  what  I  said.  It  is  true  I 
stated  that  the  circumstances  in  Ireland 
being  exceptional  are  treated  in  an 
exceptional  manner,  but  I  also  dwelt  at 
some  length  on  the  fact  that,  whilst  the 
troitment  we  are  giving:  to  Ireland 
would,  as  applied  to  London,  aggravate 
the  evils  in  London,  in  Ireland  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  a  recurrence 
of  those  evils. 

•Mr,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  wns  coming  to 
that  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  I  would  put  it  to  him 
whether  he  himself  did  not  rather  cut 
the  ground  from  under  his  own  feet? 
He  showed  that  effort  after  effort  had 
been  repeated  in  Ireland,  each  provoca- 
tive of  demoralisation  there  rather  than 
tending  to  encourage  self-reliance. 
[**  No."]  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Nolan)  disagrees,  bub  I  am 
only  repeating  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
said,  not  expressing  my  own  opinion,  as. 
now  I  am  going  to  do,  nor  do  I  expect 
him  to  agree  in  what  I  am  going  to  urge. 
What  are  the  grounds  for  supposing  that 
this  scheme  will  be  more  effectual  in 
developing  self-reliance  than  any  other 
to  which  Parliament  has  consented?  I 
frankly  concede  that  my  opposition  to 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  is  weighted 
with  the  same  difficulty  which  attended 
his  speech.     It  is  clear  there  is  distress 
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continuous  course  of  action  on  the  part 
of  a  Congested  District  Board,  or  similar 
organisation,  having  enlisted  on  its  side 
the  whole  local  feeling  of  a  district,  and 
commanding,  in  the  performance  of  its 
work,  the  co-operation  of  the  best  brains 
in  the  district. 

(5.54.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N,) :  The  advice  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  extremely  good.  I  hope 
we' shall  have  self-reliance  in  the  West 
of-  Ireland,  and  that  the  people  of  the 
districts  will  be  assisted  by  the  men  of 
brains,  but  just  at  present  it  is  not  so 
much  a  theoretic  virtue  that  is  wanted 
as  a  little  practical  help.  Whenever  I 
hear  this  talk  of  self-reliance  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  if  you  would  give  us 
the  produce  of  the  Licence  Duties  and  let 
us  cultivate  our  own  tobacco,  we  should 
be  able  to  help  ourselves.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  say  that  I  was  engaged  in  much  more 
disagreeable  work  upstairs  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  speaking,  and  there- 
fore I  was  unable  to  hear  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks.  1  believe  he 
has  said  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will 
include  all  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  I 
believe  the  measure  will  be  a  great 
success.  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  perfectly 
feiir  to  pay  interest  on  the  money  out  of 
the  Church  Fund.  On  the  last  occasion 
when  a  scheme  of  this  kind  was  carried 
out,  wo  were  able  to  say  that  we  paid  all 
the  money  back,  and  in  the  present  ca«e 
we  shall  be  able  to  say  the  same  thing.  I 
think  we  may  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  having  done  a  great  deal 
to  tide  over  the  time  of  distress. 

•(5.56.)  Sir  J.  COLOMB  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow,  &c.) :  All  must  acknow- 
ledge the  admirable  tone  adopted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  in  his  speech,  and  I  myself 
noticed  with  regret  tlxat  the  Nationalist 
Party  were  not  present  to  hear  the  ex- 
position of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the 
scheme,  and  that  they  are  not  here  now 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  I  do  not 
share  the  apprehensions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Morley)  with  regard  to 
the  absolute  certainty,  as  he  regarded  it, 
that  the  local  popuUtions  will  not 
be  employed  in  the  construction  of  these 
works.  That  may  be  the  case  in  some 
districts,  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
universally  so.  I  believe  the  very 
fact  that  so  many  lines  of  railway  will 
Mr.  J.  Morley 


be  constructed  simtiltaneously  by  con- 
tractors will  prove  that  there  is  not  a 
safficient  number  of  ordinary  navvie» 
available  to  do  all  the  work.  It  will 
be  more  economical  to  employ  the  local 
population  in  the  preliminary  labour  on 
the  lines.  It  is  satisfactory  to  find 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  accepting  the  plan 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  with  regard 
to  taking  these  exceptional  matters  of 
relief  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  In  the  absence  of  th& 
Nationalist  Party  I  should  like  to  say^ 
that,  according  to  the  evidence  placed  in 
our  hands  by  the  Colonisation  Committee^ 
I  think  we  may  claim  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  himself  will 
approve  of  the  action  of  the  Chief  Secre-^ 
tary  in  not  trusting  Boards  of  Guardians 
in  this  matter.  Speaking  in  regard  ta 
the  relief  of  the  congested  districts  by- 
emigration  and  migration,  I  find  the 
following  passage  in  the  evidence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Question  No. 
5656  in  the  Eleport  of  the  Colonisation 
Committee) : — 

**  Q.  Then  I  understand  you  would  not  take  the 
opinion  of  Boards  of  Goardians  as  indicaUog; 
local  opiuioa  in  Jrelaud  ?— A.  Certainly  not." 

Therefore,  I  think  we  are  all  united  in 
approving  of  contributions  from  the 
Exchequer  towards  relief  by  means  of 
work  other  than  railways  directly 
through  a  Government  Department. 
Just  one  more  matter  I  should  like  to 
mention.  One  of  the  danorers  in  the 
congested  districts  and  throughout  Ire- 
land is  the  liabit  that  tenants  are  univer- 
sally getting  into  of  cutting  down  the 
timber  and  shelter  on  their  farms.  I 
can  go  further  than  the  Chief  Secretary. 
He  says  that  tenants  who  have  purchased 
do  this,  but  I  can  answer  from  my  own 
observation  that  one  of  the  effects  of  the 
Act  of  1881  in  districts  bordering  on  the 
Atlantic  is  that  the  tenants  imagine  thai 
other  changes  beside  alteration  of  rents 
have  flowed  from  that  Act,  and  the  de- 
struction of  timber  and  even  of  hedges 
is  remarkable,  and  has  already  produced 
evil  consequences,  and  will  have  disas- 
trous consequences  on  agricultural  pros- 
pects in  the  future.  I  would  say,  there- 
fore, in  regard  to  experiments  in  re- 
foresting, that  they  should  be  gradually 
undertaken,  and  not  pushed  too  far. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  paid  a  great 
compliment  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Line 
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Hallway  Companies  in  Ireland,  but  know- 
ing something  of  the  work  done  by 
others,  I  think  it  my  duty  on  behalf  of  the 
inhabitants  of  a  remote  district  of  Kerry, 
as  the  representative  of  that  district  is 
not  present,  to  say  that  we  in  tliat  dis- 
trict appreciate  the  unsparing  exertions 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  and  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  I  had  the 
opportunity  of  knowing  that  while  we 
were  taking  our  holidays  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury sacrificed  their  holidays  to  this 
object.  I  can  say  that  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  from  first  to  last  spared  no 
personal  exertions  to  get  this  work 
thoroughly  and  quickly  done.  I  think  it 
only  right  to  say  this,  and  I  think  I  may 
say  it  for  the  poor  people  of  the  district 
not  now  represented  here.  We  cordially 
thank  both  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
for  their  personal  exertions  to  carry 
through  these  railway  schemes. 
•(6.3.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  I  listened  with  close  attention 
to  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
I  am  sure  the  Committee  agree  with  me 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  a 
most  difficult  task  to  undertake,  has  de- 
voted himself  to  it  with  an  enormous 
amount  of  application  ;  and  if  I  venture, 
as  I  shall  venture,  to  offer  one  or  two 
words  before  I  sit  down  that  may  not 
seem  to  be  quite  words  of  gratitude,  he 
must  not  think  that  I  at  all  undervalue 
the  difficulties  of  the  work  he  has.under- 
taken  and  the  troubles  he  has  had  to 
contend  with.  He  has  not  only  had  the 
difficulties  of  what  he  has  told  us,  but  he 
has  the  difficulty  of  the  long  habits  of 
the  people,  which  he  has  to  some 
extent  to  endeavour  to  change,  if  he 
can,  if  any  permanent  good  is  to 
be  produced.  I  wish  it  had  been 
possible,  though  I  agree  it  would  be 
difficult,  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  have 
told  the  Committee  some  amount  beyond 
which  Parliament  was  not  boing  com- 
mitted by  the  Vote  the  Committee  is 
asked  to  give  on  this  Estim»ite,  because, 
although  the  Estimate  is  only  for  a  very 
trifling  sum,  the  Chief  Secretary  does 
not  disguise  that  he  is  asking  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  through  this 
Committee,  to  the  whole  of  the  scheme 
he  is  putting  forward ;  therefore  the 
decision,  whatever  it  may  be,  is  a  decision 
of  the  very  gravest  character.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  for  the  moment  it  was 


wise,  although  I  am  quite  sure  that  for 
the  future  it  was  frank,  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  say  that  he  might  subject 
himself  to  the  criticisms  of  those  who- 
have  in  view  distress  in*  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  who  might  ask  the^ 
Government,  "Why  do  you  not  dtal 
with  all  instances  as  you  are  proposing^ 
to  deal  with  this?*'  To  that,  I  admit, 
it  is  difficult  to  srive  an  answer,  but  the 
answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
hardly,  I  think,  did  credit  to  the  rest  of 
his  speech.  All  the  answer  he  made 
was  that  the  circumstances  were  excep- 
tional. [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  expressed 
dissent.]  I  am  sure  on  this  question  I 
have  no  wish  to  strain  one  word  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  beyond  the 
meaning  that  may  fairly  be  attached 
to  it.  I  listened  attentively  and  with 
intense  pleasure  to  the  speech  as  an 
effort  to  do  some  good  to  the  unfortunate 
country  without  reference  to  political 
divisions. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  quite 
sure  the  hon.  Member  does  not  mean  to 
misrepresent  what  I  said.  It  is  true  I 
stated  that  the  circumstances  in  Ireland 
being  exceptional  are  treated  in  an 
exceptional  manner,  but  I  also  dwelt  at 
some  length  on  the  fact  that,  whilst  the 
treatment  we  are  giving  to  Ireland 
would,  as  applied  to  London,  aggravate 
the  evils  in  London,  in  Ireland  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  a  recurrence 
of  those  evils. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  was  coming  to 
that  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  I  would  put  it  to  him 
whether  he  himself  did  not  rather  cut 
the  ground  from  under  his  own  feet? 
He  showed  that  effort  after  effort  had 
been  repeated  in  Ireland,  each  provoca- 
tive of  demoralisation  there  rather  than 
tending  to  encourage  self-reliance. 
["  No."]  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Nolan)  disagrees,  but  I  am 
only  repeating  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
said,  not  expressing  my  own  opinion,  as. 
now  I  am  going  to  do,  nor  do  I  expect 
him  to  agree  in  what  I  am  going  to  urge. 
What  are  the  grounds  for  supposing  that 
this  scheme  will  be  more  effectual  in 
developing  self-reliance  than  any  other 
to  which  Parliament  has  consented?  I 
frankly  concede  that  my  opposition  ta 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  weighted 
with  the  same  difficulty  which  attended 
his  speech.     It  is  clear  there  is  distress 
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whicli  ou^hk  not  to  be  ignored,  and,  there* 
fore,  in  dealing  with  the  subject  now, 
one  cannot  argue  from  any  theory  ;  but 
we  must  deal  with   the  existing  state  of 
things  as  best  we  can.     In  some  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  I  feel 
great  interest,  and  particularly  I  followed 
that  part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  spoke 
of  dealing  with  waste  lands,  because  on 
more  than  one  occasion   I  have  ineffect- 
ually submitted  propositions  to  the  House 
on  the  subject.     I  gathered,  though  the 
©xplanation  was   incomplete*    that    the 
Government  propi>se  to  acquire  the  lands 
and  reclaim  them.     Does  nnt  this  at  the 
very  onset  make    a    difficulty  which   I 
will  try  to  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ?     It  is  not  the  enc^>uragenient  of 
individual  effort  a.ssisted  by  the  State ^ 
e?m,  perhaps,  with  great  risk  of  loss,  or 
even  certainty  of  loss,  but  still  with  an 
incentive  to  the  individual  to  Ao  his  best 
with  gain  to  his  interests  if  he  succeeds 
and  responsibility  if  he  fails,    if  the  ex- 
periment is  to  be  confined  to  giving  em- 
ployment for  some   12s.  or  14s.  a  week, 
with  nothing  to  tempt  bim  to   pub  in 
more  than  make-believe  exertions  sufll- 
cient    to    secure    subsistence    for    the 
moment.    It  does  seem  to  me,  however, 
that    reclamation    efforts    might    tend, 
as     I     believe     they    would     tend,    to 
find    somo    emplojTnent   which    should 
develop  tlio  individual  effort,  but  if  the 
Government  is  to  aequire  the  land,  the 
thing  is   upside  down,  so  far  as  that  Is 
concemed,aiid  iiis  simply  arelief  measure 
from  which  ail  incentm^  to  special  action 
is  entirely  eliminattni,     I  would  urge  on 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman   tliat,  as  this 
is  only  put   forward  as  an  experiment, 
the  experiment  should  be  made  as  far  as 
possible  for  the  encouragement  of  indi- 
vidual effort.     The  Chief  Secretary  sa^'s 
the  Irish  are  capable  people,  and  I  think 
they  are.     I  think  that,  taken  out  of  the 
conditions  of  life  which  hamper  them, 
and  habits  which  hinder  them,  tbey  have 
in  different   parts  of  the    world   given 
evidence  of  capability.     I  admit  it  would 
not  bu  j)OBsible  to  press  the  individual  to 
make  such  great  exertions,  surrounded  as 
be  would  be  by  conditions  which  incapaci- 
tate him  at  home ;  still  if  the  effort  is  to 
be  made  at  all,  I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    to   make    it   in    some   such 
fashion  if  he  can  as  will  give  reward  to 
the  indiviilual  who  strives  best.     I  am 
without  information  on  the  subject.  I  dis- 
Jfr.  /^rctdiaugh 


agree  with  the  right  hon.  (Jentleraan,  and 
think  that  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission  showa 
large  quantities  of  land,  large  tracts  here 
and    there,   and  small   tracts    here  and 
there^ — I  do  not  wish   to  take  the  most 
exaggerated  statements   of    witnesses— 
large  quantities  of  land  capable  of  re- 
clamation, on  which  efforts  at  successful 
reclamation  have  been  made,  and  have 
only  broken  down  l:jecaiise  the  persona 
trying  to  reclaim  the  land  found  that  the 
landlord  exacted  higher  rent  for  the  im- 
proved quality  given  to  the  land.     Now, 
is  it  possible,  instead*  of  the  Government 
buying  the  land,  or  of  the  Government 
acquiring  it,    is    it   possible    to   let   the 
individual  on  to  it  in  connection  with 
the  work  of  reclamation  on  such  terms 
as    will    hold    out    expectation    of    bis 
becoming    the    proprietor   of   the    land 
reclaimed?     I   do    not    know    whether 
it    is    possible.        I    admit    the    great 
responsibility     upon     a     Member    who 
meets  with  objection  what  was  throngb- 
out  a  careful  presentment  without  some 
better  means  of  information,  but  it  is 
scarcely  my  fault.     This  Supplementary 
Estimate — I  do  not  blame  the  Govem- 
ment  for  it^ — c  nnes  upon  us  by  surprise, 
and  I  must  plead  that  as  an  excuse  for 
the  non-efficiency  of  fact  to  support  the 
case  I  am  submitting.  I  fear  that  a  great 
deal  of  the  argument  used  by  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman    to-night     will    come 
against  the  Government  of  which  he  is 
a  Member  during  the  coming  Session  in 
different   forms  ;     and    unless    he    can 
separate  his  measure  from   being  one  of 
pure  relief  and  charity,  unless  he  im- 
ports into  it  something  of  the  develop- 
ment of  solf-iHjliance  of  which   he  has 
spoken,    he    will    lay    himself  and   his 
Government  open  to  attficks  difficult  to 
answer.     If   the    circumstances   of    the 
Irish  people  are  exceptional,  so  are  those 
of  the  people  of  this  vast  Metropolis,  so 
are  the  aggra  vations  of  the  evils  in  con- 
nection  with   congestion    of   population 
■  nch  as  exist  in  other  parts  of  the  country, 
exceptional.     It  is  a  matter  U]>on  which 
I  loi^k  with  considerable  apprehension, 
not  wishing  in  any  way  to  hamper  the 
Government  in  the  experiment  they  are 
making.     If  an  error   is  committed,  at 
least  it  is  pacific  in  chanicter  ;  I  do  not 
in   any   way  desire    to    hinder    the   er- 
periment,  and   am    willing   to   assist  in 
making    it    successful,   but   I    listened 
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thronisfLoiit  to  tlie  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  1  see  no  reflsoti 
why  in  1895  or  1806  a  Minister 
should  not  oome  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  and  present  a  case  fl4?ain,  showing 
quit  J  the  same  features,  making  quite 
the  8*1  me  claim  upon  the  country, 

♦(6.200  Mii.  T.W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone. 
S.)  :  1  am  not  going  to  enter  into  the 
question     whether     these     unfortunate 
people  in  the  West  of  Ireland  are  to  l^e 
made   more  self-reliant.      Homilies    are 
all  verj'  well  in   their  way,  but  they  are 
not  very  useful  to  hungry  people,     The 
Committee     are      face     to     fac?     with 
the  fact  that   a   large  area   of  Western 
Ireland     Lh    in    danger    of     ilestitution 
and  want.     After  journeying  from  Skfb* 
l>ereen     to     Gweedore     last     month    I 
am   convincetl    that    in    many    district^g 
through  which  I  passed  the  iuhabitanta 
will     not    have    a    potato  left  on  New 
Year's    Day.      It  is  of    yery  little    use 
talking  about  the  people  being  more  self- 
reliant.       It  is   of  no  use  saying  they 
should    develop     their    fislieries     when 
they  are  without  the  means  of  providing 
nets  and   boatK,  and  have  no  railway  t£> 
Rend  their  fish  to  market  when  caught. 
Iti  tliepresent  condition  of  tbings  homilies 
on  self-relianci  is  not  the  treatment  we 
expect  from  the  Government    and  the 
Committee,     I  greatly  I'egret    that  the 
statement  of  the  Chief    Secretary    has 
been  made  in  the  absence  of  so  many  of 
the  Representatives  of  Ireland.    It  is  a 
more  important  statement  than  any  that 
have    been  made   in  recent  Sessions  of 
Parliament.  Upon  that  statement  I  wish 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions.     I  entirely 
approve    of    the     proposal    as    to    seed 
potatoes.      I    think    this    is    the    most 
valuable  help  that  can  be  given   to   the 
people,      I  wish   to  ask   the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  over  what  area  the   relief  is 
to   be  spread,  and  whether  he  proposes 
to  schedule  special  districts*  I  think  the 
area  ought   to   be  well  considered,  and 
resolutely  adhered  to,  He  will  probably  be 
pressed  for  a  larger  area  of  population  than 
he  has  in  his  mind.     With  regard  to  the 
districts    affected  by   the   railways    my 
mind  is  quite  easy.     I  have  travelled 
through      those     districts,     and      only 
wish  that   my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  had  been  with  me.    That 
hon.  Gentleman  did  his  liest  last  Session 
to  prevent  the  passing  of  the  Light  Rail- 
ways Bill  J    but  1  found  the  people  in 


the  districts  blessing  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  having  frustrated  the  design*] 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  am  quite  easy  i 
in  my  mind,  so  far  as  the  districts  are 
concerned  in  which  railway  operations 
will  be  carried  on,  but  I  am  not  quite- 
at  ease  in  regard  to  other  districts.  S<3 
far  as  the  districts  of  West|jort  and 
Ballina  are  concerned  I  apprehend  no 
danger,  for  railway  work  will  be  carried 
on  there.  But  does  the  Chief  Secretary 
know  the  districts  of  Swinford  and  Fox- 
ford 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Perhaps  my 
hon.  Friend  will  allow  me  to  say  that  I 
stated,  though  it  was  in  the  middle  of  a 
catalogue  of  railways,  and  thus,  perhaps, 
escaped  his  notice,  that  we  have,  without 
the  powers  conferred  under  the  Act, 
promoted  a  railway  icy  the  Norths  and 
work  will  be  started  at  once  through  the 
district  he  is  alluding  to. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  am  glad  to] 
hear  that ;  it  eacoped  my  notice.     Above 
all    others   the   Swinford  district  needn 
relief.     The    contractors  for  tlie  railway 
should  be  called  upon  to  erect   huts    for 
labourers.     If  that  were  done  I  do   not 
see   why   men    who    migrate    in    large 
numbers  every  year  to  Great  Britain  for 
the  harvest  should  not  go  20   miles  for 
railway  work.  A  man  who  will  not  do  that 
will  not  require  much  sympathy  from  the 
Hou83  of  Commons.     There  are  several 
other   points   I   should  like  to  mention. 
Unfortunately  there  are  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  old  people  in  these  western  district^^ 
The  young  people  have  left  the  country, 
leaving  the   old    people    behind,  people 
who  are  not  fit  for  work  on   a  railway^^ 
many  of  them    not    fit    for  work  at  alU 
The    Chief   Secretary    baa  said  to-night 
that  he  has  made   up  his  mind  not  to 
allow  the  Poor  I^aw  Rules  to  be  relaxed. 
I    know   the   danger   that  follows  such 
relaxation,  how  it  is  open  to  abuse,  but 
from  what  I  have  seen  of  the  old  people 
in  the  Island  of  Achill  and  elsewhere  I 
do   not  believe    that  two  months  hence 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to 
maintam  his  determination.     There  are 
part^  of  the  country  near  which  no  line 
of  railway  is  to  g*?.     Judging  from  the 
strip   of    the   country  through  which   1 
piissed    in    the  County    of    Lei  trim    the 
potatoes   are  worse   there   than  in  any 
other   part,   except,    perhaps,    in    West 
Cork,    hut    no    railway    is    to  go   near 
Leitrim.     What  does  the  Chiel^^T«i'<wr| 
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propose  with  regard  to  such  districts  ? 
I  doubt  if  any  railway  is  to  go 
through  the  part  of  Sligo  which  will 
feel  the  pinch  of  the  potato  failure. 
What  does  the  Chief  Secretary  propose  ? 
His  Erst  idea  is  the  making  of  roads. 
Now,  if  thera  is  one  form  of  relief  I 
distrust,  and  that  I  think  has  lamentably 
failed  every  time  it  has  been  put  into 
operation,  it  is  the  making  of  roads. 
What  is  the  use  of  making  roads  if,  when 
they  are  made,  the  county  is  not  to 
maintain  them?  I  passed  over  miles  of 
«uch  roads,  and  continually  had  to  take  to 
the  bog  because  the  road:j  were  impass- 
able. They  had  been  made  during 
previous  periods  of  distress,  they  led 
nowhere,  they  startad  from  nowhere, 
and  nobody  took  the  slightest  care  of 
them  when  mide — nobody  supplied  a  bar- 
rowful  of  stones  to  repair  them ;  the 
money  spent  on  the  coustruction  was 
wasted.  Now  these  roads  were  all  made 
under  supervision. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALB^OUR:  Wboso? 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  1  suppose 
cinder  the  supervision  of  previous  Chief 
Secretaries. 

An    hon.    Member  :     The    Bjard    of 
Works. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Well,  I  do 
not  know.  But  no  money  should  be 
expended  on  making  roads  without  care- 
ful supervision  being  exercised.  One 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  heard  with  regret.  I  had 
some  hope,  when  he  came  to  the  question 
of  drainage,  he  would  touch  upon  a  point 
I  heard  a  great  deal  about  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  and  upon  which  I  think 
money  might  be  judiciously  spent.  In- 
stead of  road-making,  and  even  main 
drainage,  I  should  have  preferred  an 
extension  of  the  Loans  Clauses  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  under  which  tenants  can 
borrow  money  for  the  improvement  of 
their  holdings.  I  should  have  preferred 
that  small  holders  under£10or£l  2  valua- 
tion should  have  been  allowed  loans  at  a 
low  rate  of  interest  for  draining  opera- 
tions. These  are  a  necessity.  In  many 
places  you  may  take  a  handful  of  earth 
and  almost  wring  the  water  out  of  it. 
This  would  be  a  good  substitute  for  road- 
making.  By  this  means  the  people  would 
he  kept  from  want,  the  land  would  be 
improved,  and  the  Government  would 
get  the  money  back.  I  offer  these  criti- 
eJsms  in  no  hostile  spirit  to  the  proposals 
jiTr.  T.  IV.  Bussell 


of  the  Chief  Secretary.  In  the  main,  I 
think  them  of  the  greatest  value,  and 
they  will  be  received  in  Ireland  with  the 
greatest  pleasure.  Everything  depends 
on  supervision,  and  if  the  plans  are 
worked  out  with  -spirit  and  care  they 
will  meet  the  present  crisis  and  be  per- 
manently useful  in  the  future. 

(6.28.)  Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.):  I  am 
very  glad  to  say  that  for  once  in  my  life 
I  find  myself  thoroughly  in  accord  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  I 
regret  that  with  other  Irish  Members  I 
was  not  here  to  listen  to  what  I  am  in- 
formed was  a  very  liberal  and  able  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary  upon  the 
distress  in  Ireland.  I  regret  it  the  more 
for  my  own  part  bacaus^  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  touched  upon  subjects  in 
which  I  am  particularly  interested.  I 
rise  now  rather  to  ask  a  question  or  two 
for  the  sake  of  information  than  to 
criticise  the  details  of  the  scheme  laid 
beforj  the  Committee  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  with  which  I  am  but 
imperfectly  acquainted.  I  join  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  in  asking 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  give  us  some 
definition  of  the  proposed  scheduled 
areas  ;  this  is  information  in  which  my 
own  constituents  have  an  interest.  I 
deprecate  the  road -making  proposal.  I 
have  had  practical  experience  of  the 
working  of  Relief  Acts  in  Ireland.  In 
1879  I  was  Secretary  to  a  Baronial 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  works  under  the  Relief  Act  of  that 
year,  but  the  Committee  were  greatly 
hampered  in  their  operations.  We  had 
practically  nothing  to  do  but  to  make 
roads  and  embankments  to  the  roads. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  that  many  of  the  roads  lead  to 
no  place,  and  are  of  no  use  to  the  people 
now  they  are  completed.  Within  a 
couple  of  months  of  their  construction 
grass  was  growing  over  the  roads.  To 
give  the  people  employment  and  keep 
them  from  starvation  we  had  to  construct 
roads,  because,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  we 
were  prevented  from  engaging  in  more 
useful  works.  I  appeal  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  abandon  the  idea  of  making 
roads,  at  least  to  some  extent,  and  do 
something  in  the  way  of  drainage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  been  at  greater 
advantage  if  he  had  heard  my  speech. 
He  is  makinp^  recommendations  which  I 
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think  be  would  not  ba^e  made  if  be  bad 
heard  what  I  t-aid. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  put  a  question  to-day  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  with  reference  to  the  Scarriff 
River,  County  Clare.  In  1879  it  was 
proposed  to  drain  the  river,  and  the  sum 
of  £32,000  was  voted  for  the  purposj. 
All  the  preliminary  surveys  were 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Works,  but  it 
was  necessary  to  form  a  Drainage  Board. 
For  one  reason  or  another  the  people 
refused  to  furm  the  Board.  Thousands 
of  acres  of  land  are  flooded  every  year 
and  rendered  good  for  nothing.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  in  the  Recess  I  was 
able  to  gather  in  Scarriff  all  the  repre- 
sentative men  in  the  district — priests, 
landlords,  land  agents,  occupiers,  and 
nationalists.  We  bad  a  most  harmonious 
meeting,  and  adopted  resolutions  copies 
of  which  were  sent  to  the  Chief  Secretary. 
I  have  now  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  careful  consideration  to  the 
unanimous  request  made  by  the  people,  of 
all  shades  of  opinion,  in  that  particular 
part  of  the  country  ;  that  request  is,  that 
a  Drainage  Board  will  be  constituted  and 
an  enormous  drainage  scheme  at  once 
commenced.  I  understand  that  Colonel 
Turner,  Resident  Magistrate,  is  now 
making  inquiries  in  Clare  as  to  the 
advisability  of  reproductive  works.  I 
ask  that  be  be  instracted  to  inquire 
into  the  need  of  the  drainage  of  the 
Scarriff  River.  The  people  do  not  ask 
for  charity,  but  that  they  may  be  per- 
mitted to. borrow  money  from  the  Board 
of  Works  or  the  Treasury — of  course  at 
a  small  rate  of  interest — so  that  they  can 
proceed  with  this  work,  which  will  be 
useful,  permanent,  and  reproductive. 

•(6.34.)  Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  I  recog- 
nise  that  this  is  not  a  very  convenient 
time  to  criticise  at  any  length  the 
extremely  able  statement  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  there  are  one  or  two 
points  in.  regard  to  which  I  desire  to  say 
a  word  or  two.  In  respect  of  the  method 
of  distributing  seed,  I  understand  it  only 
differs  from  previous  methods  in  that  it 
offers  as  an  inducement  to  a  part  of  the 
population  to  purchase  seed  for  cash 
payments  at  a  reduction  of  20  per  cent. 
It  is  upon  that  method  I  find  my  opinion 
somewhat  at  variance  with  the  view  of 
the  Government.  I  admit  that  my 
experience  of  the  congested  portion  of 
Ireland   is  confined  to  Donegal,  but  in 


that  county  I  fi  nd  the  opinion  of  all  classes 
of    the  people  is  absolutely  opposed  to 
the  distribution  of   seed  potatoes  upon 
the  methods  that  have  previously  been 
adopted.     One   farmer,  who  has  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  distribution  of 
seed  in  his  Poor  Law  Division, has  told  me 
it  would  be  far  better  not  to  distribute  a 
single  seed  potato  than    to  employ  the 
method  adopted  in  previous  years.    Great 
difficulty  surrounds  the  question,  and  I 
by  no  means  wish  to  say  my  opinion  or 
the  opinion  of  the  people  in  Donegal  is 
absolutely  right  and  ought  to  be  adopted 
universally,   but    the    Donegal    people 
express  their  view  so  strongly  that  I  am 
perfectly  convinced  that  if   the  distri- 
bution of  seed  potatoes  takes  place  upon 
any  other  system  than  that  of  cash  pay- 
ments on  the  spot,  the  idea  of  educating 
the  people  of  the  congested  districts  out 
of  their  dependence  on  public  charity  will 
not  be  realised.     It  may  be  said  there 
are  portions  of  the  population  in  congested 
districts  who  are  utterly  unable  to  make 
a  cash   payment.      I   quite  admit  that 
that   is  so,   but  I   meet   it    by   saying 
that    such     cases     represent — certainly 
in    County    Donegal — an    infinitesimal 
proportion  of  those  who  require  seed  for 
next  year,  and  that  it  will  be  perfectly 
easy   to   pick  out   the   cases   in  which 
it    would    be    preferable     to    give    an 
absolutely    free     distribution    of     seed 
potatoes  from  those   in  which  payment 
ought  to  be  demanded.  Then  I  desire  to 
know  whether  any  conditions  have  been 
placed  on  the  contractors  with  regard  to 
the  employment  of  the  local  labour  in 
the    congested    districts?      The     Chief 
Secretary  said  that  no  absolute  condition 
has    been    imposed,   but  that  in   some 
recent    experiment   the  contractor  has 
employed  local  labour.     I  do  not  tbink 
it  would  be   right  for  the  House,   and 
I  certainly  do  not  think  it  would  be  safe 
for  the  Irish  Government,  to  leave  this 
matter  absolutely  free  to  the  good  in- 
tentions of  a  railway  contiactor.      It  is 
possible  that  in  one  district  the  advan- 
tages of  employing  almost  entirely  local 
labour  may  be  so  great  that  a  contractor 
will  be  forced  to  do  so ;  but  I  doubt 
very  much,  especially  in  County  Donegal, 
whether  contractors  will  employ  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of   local   labour  unless 
they  are  placed  under  stringent  conditions 
to  do  so.      They  may  find  it  better  for 
them  to  employ  labour  wbicb  laaA  ^>k«^^ 
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been  emjiloyed  on  light  railways  in  Ire- 
land— that  is,  skilled  labour,  as  against 
labour  that  has  never  been  employed  on 
railway  works.  I  feel  so  strongly  on 
this  point  that  when  the  proper  time 
comes  I  shall  invite  the  House  to  insert 
some  provision  in  the  Bill  which  will  pre- 
clude a  contractor  from  making  such 
excuses  as  will  enable  him  to  avoid  the 
employment  of  a  due  proportion  of  local 
labour.  I  understand  certain  people 
imagine  that  local  labour  ought  only  to 
be  employed  upon  the  preliminary  work. 
I  know  of  no  reason  why  local  labour, 
if  it  is  employed  on  the  preliminary  work, 
should  not  be  employed  throughout  the 
whole  undertaking.  It  is  necessary,  no 
doubt,  that  some  of  the  men  employed 
should  be  skilled  labourers,  but  con- 
tractors ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
suppose  that  they  can  employ  the  people 
in  the  locsility  for  the  first  few  weeks, 
and  then  cast  them  adrift.  On  the  ques- 
tion of  road-making,  I  find  myself  entirely 
in  accjrd  with  the  views  expressed  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House.  I  have  the 
greatest  possible  objection  to  the  makingof 
a  single  new  road  in  Ireland.  Under  the 
Relief  Act  of  1886  money  was  expended 
in  Donegal  in  making  new  roads,  but  no 
one  used  the  roads.  Their  construction 
was  a  very  interesting  means  of  employ- 
ing the  engineering  talent,  but  they  are 
white  elephants  for  the  county.  No 
money  was  taken  from  the  cesspayers  in 
respect  to  the  making  of  the  roads,  but 
now  the  cesspayers  have  to  keep  them  in 
rapair.  I  shall  certainly  invite  the  House 
on  this  point  also  to  insert  a  provision 
in  the  Bill  preventing  a  single  farthing 
being  expended  on  making  new  roads. 
But,  while  I  am  of  this  opinion,  I  think 
a  great  deal  of  the  money  might  be  ex- 
pended on  improving  the  existing  roads, 
especially  those  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
which  will  connect  the  light  railways 
-with  each  other,  and  which  are  now  in 
a  deplorable  condition.  I  do  not  deny 
that  the  reclamation  of  land  is  a  very 
difficult  question,  but  I  believe  that  if 
the  Government  will  really  complete  the 
experiment  they  will  do  considerable 
service.  Many  of  the  small  holders  are 
bad  agriculturists,  and  it  will  be  of  the 
utmost  value  to  them  if  a  model  farm 
can  be  established  and  they  can  see  with 
their  own  eyes  the  best  means  for  crop- 
ping the  land  in  their  neighbourhood. 
Jfr,  Macartney 


There  is  a  most  extraordinary  prejudice 
in  one  portion  of  Donegal  against  the 
Champion  potato.  I  have  been  informed 
by  men  who  have  had  to  do  with  the  dis- 
tribution of  seed  potatoes  that  the  people 
in  the  Glenties  Union  are  prejudiced 
against  the  Champion  potato,  because 
they  have  never  seen  it  grow  in  the 
ground.  The  experiment  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  last  year  has  not  proved 
successful,  because  all  sorts  of  rumours 
were  set  afloat  in  respect  to  the 
Champion  potato.  Many  people  were 
told  that  the  seeds  were  diseased  and 
imported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  purpose  of^  devastating  the 
country.  As  to  the  advantages  of 
afforesting,  I  do  not  believe  there 
are  two  opinions  in  Ireland.  Any 
one  who  knows  anything  of  the  country 
knows  that  one  of  its  greatest  misfor- 
tunes is  that  it  is  absolutely  deficient  in 
the  quantity  of  the  necessary  timber 
to  counteract  the  atmospherical  causes. 
Timber  has  been  gradually  disappearing 
from  the  holdings,  but  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Morley) — namely,  that  afforesting 
should  be  entirely  given  over  to  Local 
Authorities — would  be  successful.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  in 
the  two  European  countries  in  which 
tree  culture  has  been  brought  to  high 
perfection— France  and  Germany — the 
absolute  control  is  not  vested  in  the 
Local  Authorities,  certainly  it  is  not  in 
most  parts  of  Germany,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  in  France.  I  believe  that  if 
afforesting  is  to  be  carried  out  success- 
fully, it  must  be  conducted  by  a  Govern* 
ment  Department  possessing  the  very 
best  scientific  advice,  and  free  from  all 
local  influences. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  mean  my 
remarks  to  apply  to  afforesting. 

•Mr.  MACARTNEY :  I  am  of  opinion 
that  if  the  Local  Authority,  whether  the 
Board  of  Guardians  or  County  Council, 
or  whatever  Local  Authority  may  be 
hereafter  created,  are  given  considerable 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  result  of 
afforesting,  the  experiment  will  prove 
a  complete  success.  I  do  not  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  longer ;  but  on  the 
points  1  have  raised  I  feel  very  strongly, 
and  when  the  proper  time  arrives  I 
shall  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  them. 
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•{6.400  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk^ 
caldy,  ifec)  :  I  am  ineliued  to  thiDk  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfotir) 
would  have  convinced  anyone  who  ha  a 
not  had  the  long  and  serious  ex}/erience  I 
have  had  of  the  difficnliy  of  dealings 
with  these  qneslions  of  famine.  But  I 
must  say  also  I  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a 
great  deal  too  sanguine,  and  I  could  not 
but  dwell  on  the  long  catalogue  of  failures 
and  frauds  he  recited »  His  speech  led  me 
to  wish  that  it  was  not  necessary  for  us 
to  do  with  this  matter.  I  was  one  of 
those  who  went  in  for  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland  with  a  great  deal  of  hesitation 
and  some  misgiving ;  but  a  speech  like 
that  of  the  right  Imn.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  showing  the  enormous 
difficulties  Englisl»mcn  must  overcome 
in  dealing  with  such  a  question  in  regard 
to  Ireland,  miikes  me  xerj  much  wish 
that  w©  could  wash  our  hands  of  such 
subjects,  and  let  somebody  else  be 
responsihle  for  them.  As  to  the  amount 
of  distress  likely  tu  occur,  I  admit  I  have 
not  visited  the  districts  in  which  the 
distress  is  anticipated  ;  but  I  can  give 
this  negative  evidence,  that  1  have  this 
season  visited  parts  of  Ireland  where 
there  is  no  distress,  and  where,  on  the 
contrary,  the  crops  arc  excellent,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  perhaps  too  much 
has  been  made  of  the  partial  failure  of 
potatoes  in  a  limited  portion  of  Ireland, 
and  I  am  inclined  to  hope  that  it  is  not 
such  a  big  thing  «as  the  Chief  Secretary 
imagines.  We  are  likely  to  experience, 
on  the  present  occasion,  very  much  what 
I  have  experienced  on  other  occasions, 
Damely,  that  people  want  to  get  all  kinds 
of  things  done  under  the  cry  of  famine 
that  they  would  not  get  done  under 
other  circumstances.  Though  I  give 
the  Chief  Secretary  full  credit  for  the 
utmost  desire  to  do  what  he  can  for 
Ireland,  I  caunot  help  thinking  that  he 
ia  assuming  that  which  has  been  called 
the  **  stick  and  pmlding  '^  p. jlicy.  I  am 
afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  somewhat  too  ready  to  persuade 
himself  that  this  large  sum  of  money 
will  be  spent  with  advantage  in  Ireland, 
and  that  he  has  taken  too  sanguine  a 
view  of  tlic  situation.  The  late  Chief 
Secretary  (Mr  J,  Morley),  who  admitted 
that  he  himself  had  made  a  failure,  said 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  trying  the  same 
VOL,  CCCXLIX.      [third  sehxbs^] 


experiments  as  have  been  tried  by  many 
Chief  Secretaries  before  him,  and  that 
he  is  likely  to  meet  with  th*.^  same  diffi- 
culties and  perhaps  the  same  results* 
We  must  be  very  careful  in  this  matter 
not  to  listen  too  readily  to  the  demands 
that  come  from  Ireland,  Although  our 
hearts  may  be  very  willing  to  accede  to 
the  demands  of  people  who  are  said  to 
ba  suffering  from  poverty,  we  must  take 
care  that  that  feehng  does  not  carry  us 
too  far.  Care  must  be  taken  with  regard 
to  the  relief  works,  so  that  we  do  not 
have  roads  constructed,  as  they  have 
been  in  the  past»  that  are  of  no  use. 
You  must  also  take  care  that  you  really 
do  employ  the  |K>ir  people  of  the  district. 
1  know  very  well  how  very  incompetent 
and  unjiaying  pauper  labour  is,  and  I 
know  that  if  you  leave  it  to  the  Bail- 
way  Directors  they  will  employ  the 
labour  that  pays  them  befet.  Therd^ 
is  no  labour  so  unprofitable  as  that 
rendered  by  jieoplo  who  think  youi 
are  giving  them  work  out  of  charity. 
I  view  with  great  distrust  these  drainage 
and  reclamation  schemes.  Last  year 
and  the  year  before  I  think  we  suc^ 
ceeded  in  defeating  some  great  drainage 
schemes  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  quite  mistaken  ;  the  drain- 
age  schemes  he  refers  to  are  of  a  very 
different  character  from  that  now  before 
the  House,  The  only  point  of  resem- 
bknce  is  that  the  word  **  drainage  *'  i» 
used. 

♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  quite  admit 
that,  but  the  principle  is  the  same.  The- 
principle  is  that  of  spending  British 
money  in  improving  the  character  of* 
the  land  in  Ireland.  I  should  like  to  ask 
this  one  question  :  When  these  drainage 
works  are  carried  outj  who  is  to  receiy© 
the  profit?  Are  the  landlords  at  the 
next  revision  of  rents  to  ^i  the  profit 
due  to  the  expenditure  of  British  money  ? 
Some  means  of  preventing  that  were 
embodied  in  a  scheme  brought  be  fore  the 
House  by  a  former  Chief  Secretary,  and 
I  hope  that  a  similar  course  will  be 
adopted  in  the  present  instance.  Of 
course,  if  we  vote  the  X5,000  needed 
for  making  the  inquiry,  we  do  notpledgo 
ourselves  to  the  schemes  themselves,, 
and  when  the  estimates  for  the  schemes 
come  before  us  we  shall  not  be  bound  t*> 
sanction  them.  I  wish  to  say  one  word 
on  a  subject  which  has  ak^i^d'^  \s^«ti 
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Inferred     to,      namely, 

of     the    large    body    of 

*re  >     not       able-bodied        and 

not  *  able     to     go     to     work. 


the     position 

persons    who 

are 

When 


the  pinch  of  poverty  comes^  it  is 
at  first  most  severely  felt  by  those  who 
■are  not  able-bodiod,  and  who  are  not 
able  to  flo  profitable  work,  and  it 
is  my  impression  that  this  chiss  should 
'be  provided  for  ont  of  the  relief 
afforded  under  the  Poor  Law  systeni 
in  Ireland  with  some  relaxations, 
^Laughler.^  I  do  not  know^  w^hy  hon. 
Gentlemen  laugh.  I  do  not  see  why,  if  a 
large  sum  is  to  be  provided  out  of  the 
British  Exchequer  for  the  purpose  of 
furnishing  relief  works  for  the  able- 
bodied  portion  of  the  population,  at  least 
that  portion  which  is  required  for  the 
maintenjnice  of  those  who  are  not  able- 
bodied  should  come  from  the  ordinary 
fund  for  the  poor  relief  of  the  country. 

(7X)  Mr,  STORKY(Sunderland) :  i  am 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  few"  remarks  on  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  of  whom  I  may 
AAy  that  his  manner  has  been  .so  con- 
ciliatory and  his  intentions  so  kindly  that 
althouyli  1  feel  it  necessary  to  oppose  the 
measure  ho  has  brought  forward,  I  trust 
I  shall  in  doing  so  exhibit  a  similar  spirit* 
There  are  two  things  which  the  House 
ought  to  boar  in  raind  in  considering  this 
question.  The  fii-st  is,  bow  utterly  in- 
competent this  Committee  is  to  deal  with 
fthia  purely  Irish  matter.  Had  this 
question  been  remitted  to  Irishmen  in 
their  own  country,  how  much  more 
competent  would  they  have  been  to  deal 
with  it  The  second  point  is,  tliat 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  compelled  to 
assure  us  that  every  effort  in  this 
direction  that  has  been  made  before 
Ilia  time  has  been  a  failure.  In  that  he 
was  supported  by  the  Irish  Members 
who  have  adtlressed  the  House.  [Colonel 
Nolan  :  No.]  Well,  he  has  been  sup- 
ported by  most  of  the  Irish  Members.  I 
do  not  expect  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  bidow  me  (Colonel  Nolan)  to 
ndmit  that  anything  is  wrong  in  Ireland, 
But  what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleraan 
propose  to  do  ?  Ho  proposes  to  make 
TOSu^B  and  main  drains,  to  reclaim  land 
and  to  afforest  a  portion  of  the  country. 
Kow,  as  to  roads,  what  do  all  the  Irish 
Members  tell  ns  on  that  subject  ?  They 
all  tell  us,  '*  Whatever  else  you  do,  don't 
inake  rc&^s,  b^c^iuse  the  making  of  roads 
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in   days    gone    by   has  always  been 
failure."      Well,    what    ns    to    draina 
Others  who  have  spoken  on  the  subje 
say,  **  Dn  not  deal  with  mnin  drains  ; 
something  else.'*     When  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman  comes  ti>  the  n  n 

land  he  is  told  by  the  late  C  i  i  t  ar 

who  is  an  authority  on  the  subjei 
having  Ijad  experience,  to  beware,  an« 
with  regard  to  atYorc sting,  I  have  not 
heard  anybody  propose  a  tangible  plan. 
We  certainly  have  been  told  that  it  will 
be  advantageous  to  have  trees  in  Ire- 
land, because  the  Irish  have  cut  them 
down  ;  but  as  you  are  going  to  hand  over 
the  land  to  the  tenantry,  I,  for  one, 
cannot  see  the  utility  of  planting  trees 
in  order  that  the  tenants  may  cut  them 
down.  All  these  things  have 
tried  by  equally  kind-hearted  Ministei 
and  equiUly  fjhihxnthropic  Governments  in 
days  gone  by,  and  they  have  always  faili 
**  But,*'  says  the  Chief  Secretary,  '*  I  shi 
succeed  because  I  am  going  to  try 
new  plan.  I  am  not  going  to  trust  to 
the  Local  Authorities.  I  intend  to  bare 
a  special  Board  to  carry  on  these  works*" 
But  I  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
works  of  reclamatiim  and  other  works  " 
relief  have  been  carried  out  in  the 
not  by  the  Local  Authorities,  but  by  a 
separate  Boai'd.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newca.stle  (Mr.  J. 
Morley )  introduced  the  Local  Authority, 
but  before  that  pnbhc  relief  works  were 
carried  on  nnder  the  control  of  a  public 
Board  in  Irelund.  [**No,  no!"]  I  say 
**  Yes,"  They  were  so  carried  on  in  tl 
mainj  whether  drainage  works,  roads, 
harbours,  and  they  were  all  lamentable 
failures,  Notwithstanding  this,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  attempt 
the  impossible.  I  wi.^h  him  success  ;  bu 
I  tell  him  that,  althous^h  my  heart 
with  him,  my  judgment  does  not  appro 
his  plan,  and  I  do  not  think  he  will 
succeed.  The  strangest  thing  about  this 
business  is  that,  while  ho  asserts 
desire  to  make  the  people  to  whom 
proposes  to  administer  relief  self-reliani 
he,  nevertheless^  intends  to  take  tl 
whole  of  the  operations  out  of  thi 
hands,  and  to  treat  them  as  if  they  were 
not  men,  but  mere  human  machines. 
I  agree  with  him  in  saying  that 
ought  to  make  these  people  independen 
prosperous,  and  self-reliant  if  we  can 
so ;  but  I  cannot  think  vou  will  seen: 
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that  peiuH:.by  administering  th> proposed 
relief  in  ilie  mauner  suggested  b^^  tbe 
rigliL  lion.  Oeiitlemfin.  I  saj  that  his 
proposal  is  an  impossible  proposal.  He 
£a  ^ing  to  make  cDrUin  gifts  to  this 
particular  district  in  Ireland,  and  tho 
money  is  to  come  from  tho  Public  Ex- 
chequer uiid  the  Irish  Church  Fuud. 
.  Me  is  under  the  impression  that  in  this 
way  the  Irish  people  may  be  enabled  to 
tide* over  the  present  period  of  distress, 
and  that  hereafter  great  blessings  will 
b©  secured  to  the  population.  I  sincerely 
hope  he  will  bo  enabled  to  tide  them 
over  thfe  period  of  distress.  1  cannot 
Iielp  giving  him  my  hearty  synipatby 
in  tins  eftort  I  only  regret  that  cir- 
cumstances have  been  alh>wed  to  arrive 
^t  such  a  head  oucl^  agnin  tbat  Pari  la- 
ment is  asked  to  deal  with  this  part  of 
Ireland  as  it  has  had  to  do  so  often 
tn  the  past.  Bat  I  say  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going,  in  defiance  of 
iill  past  experience^  to  bestow  public 
money  on  the  West  of  Ireland, 
while  he  declines  to  bestow  it  on 
this  country,  which  almost  equally  needs 
itf  ought  he  not,  first,  to  take  most 
stringent  caro  to  be  ajs  economical  as 
possible  in  carrying  out  the  works  pro- 
posed ;  and,  secondly,  ought  he  nottoa^je 
that  tho  persons  who  ari?  about  to  be 
benefited  by  those  works,  and  who  at 
tho  same  time  are  not  badly  off,  shall 
contribute  a  reasonable  share  of  the  out- 
lay 1  I  ask  tho  House,  is  he  economical  1 
He  is  going  to  make  railways,  1  ask 
him  how  have  the  landowners  dealt  with 
this  matter  1  I  allude  to  the  landlords 
through  whose  district  the  railway  will 
pass.  I  am  told  that  personally  I  have 
done  all  I  could  against  the  construction 
of  light  railways.  That  is  true,  and  I 
would  do  the  same  again.  Let  me  recall 
w^hat  Ims  happened  with  regard  to  these 
light  rail w: I ys.  A  Bill  was  passed  in 
1889.  It  was  forced  through  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  and  afterwards  forced 
tlirough  this  House  at  what  was  expected 
to  have  been  an  All-night  Sitting. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  The  fact  is 
that  a  small  minority  attempted  to 
coerce  a  great  majority  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  by  the  lion.  Member. 

Mb.  storey  :  Then  we  were  only 
imitating  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
friends  in  Ireland.  But,  however,  tho 
Bill  waa  passed.  It  was  forced  into  law 
in  August,  1889.     Will  my  hon.  Friend 


tell  mo  why  that  measure  was  not  made 
use  of?  Why  was  nothing  done  under 
it  ?  Why  -was  not  even  a  single  line  laid 
down  even  up  to  August,  18901 

Mb.  T.  W,  RUSSF;LL  :  There  waa  not 
time, 

Mb.  storey  :  No,  it  was  for  this 
reason :  it  was  because  the  Bill  which 
passed  the  House  was  a  useless  Bill.  It 
was  a  Bill  which  introduced  the  question 
of  prtimoters,  and  we  cautioned  them 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  introducing 
promoters  the  Bill  would  not  w^ork.  The 
result  waa  that  last  August  an  amending 
Bill  was  brought  in  to  pxit  an  end  to  the 
promoters,  and  to  place  the  lines  in  the 
hands  of  the  Railway  Companies.  That 
is  all  I  have  to  say  about  the  Light 
Railways  Bill,  Bat  the  point  I  wish  to 
put  before  the  House  is  this  ;  what  have 
the  landlords  who  are  to  be  benefited 
done?  Have  they  contributed  their  full 
share  of  the  expense  in  relief  of  tho 
Public  Exchequer  ?  I  will  tell  the  House 
what  is  to  be  done.  These  railways, 
which  are  to  be  made  at  the  public 
expense,  are 'to  go  through  stretches  of 
territory  which  are  not  in  themselves 
valuable,  but  the  value  of  which  will 
be  largely  increased  by  the  fact  that  the 
railways  pass  through  them.  If  the 
public  have  to  bear  the  expense  of 
making  those  railways,  is  it  not  reason- 
able to  demand  that  the  landlords  should, 
at  least,  give  the  paltry  bits  of  land 
through  which  the  railways  are  about  to 
run  ?  The  landlords  promised  to  be 
generous,  but  they  have  not,  as  far  as  I 
am  aware,  given  a  penny. 

♦The  secretary  to  the  TREA^ 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N*) :  Yes, 
they  have. 

Mr.  storey  :  What  proportion  o£ 
themi 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  Oh,  a  considerable 
number  of  them. 

Mr.  storey  :  Well,  when  we  get  tbe 
Returns,  which  will  shortly  be  laid 
before  us,  we  shall  be  able  to  see  what 
proportion  they  have  given.  But  even 
if  some  of  them  have  contributed,  that 
fact  does  not  get  rid  of  mj  argument, 
which  is,  that  the  Hou^o  should  see  that 
when  they  are  about  to  grant  so  large  a 
sum  of  money  as  will  be  needed  for 
these  lines  out  of  tbe  Public  Exchequer, 
the  landlords  should  at  least  give 
the  necessary  land.  Another  point  is 
this  :  Has  due  economy  been  o\i^^T>«^m 
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connectioQ  with  this  scheme  t  If  ire 
are  going'  to  make  railways  at  public 
expense,  why  are  they  not  to  belong  to 
the  public  \  Why  are  they  to  be  given 
to  the  existing  Railway  Companies  for 
nothing  ?  Public  money  is  to  be  given 
to  make  railways,  and  then,  when  the 
lines  have  been  coraploted,  they  are  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  existing  Railway 
Companies  !  I  think  we  shall  be  able  to 
show  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
the  case  of  some  other  agreements  we 
have  made  with  the  existing  Railway 
Companies  we  have  been  exceedinf?1y 
wasteful  of  the  public  money.  We 
have  given  tens  of  thousands  to  Railway 
Companies  to  make  lines,  though  we 
had  in  our  possession  agreements  for 
the  same  lines  at  less  sums.  I  do  not 
call  that  attending  duly  to  economy. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  if 
he  is  going  to  spend  public  money  on 
afforesting  land  belonging  to  the  land- 
lords, or  is  ho  going  to  acquire  public 
land  and  put  forests  upon  it?  If  he  does 
the  former  I  nhall  accuse  him  of  being 
neglectful  of  the  public  interests,  but  if 
he  does  the  latter  then  I  shall  have  less 
objection  to  the  proposal.  I  should  like 
to  press  upon  his  attention  the  criticism 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  poor  people  of 
the  districts  are  likely  to  get  the  benefit 
of  the  employment  affoi*ded  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  railways*  I  have  had 
some  experience  of  contractors,  who  will 
endeavour  to  make  as  much  as  they  can 
out  of  the  work-  The  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  much  of  the  work  could  be  as 
well  done  by  unskilled  as  by  skilled 
men.  He  can  know  nothing  about  the 
making  of  railways.  I  warn  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  unless  he  makes  a  bargain 
with  the  contractc»i-s  now  this  will 
happen.  They  will  employ  skilled  men, 
and  the  poor  people  of  the  locality  will 
not  receive  benefit  from  the  works.  Rut, 
again,  if  you  make  a  bargain  with  the 
contractors  that  they  are  only  to  employ 
the  people  of  the  localities,  then  you 
must  he  prepared  to  pay  twice  as  much 
for  the  works  as  you  would  otherwise  do. 
The  contractor  would  certainly,  if  such 
a  condition  were  imposed  u|X)n  him, 
take  care  to  put  more  money  on  his 
contract.  If  you  do  not  make  that 
bargain  then  the  contractors  will  look  to 
their  own  intt^rest  and  will  employ  out- 
side labour.  I  do  not  make  these 
criticisma  as  at  all  opposing  the  evident 
J/f\  Sfarej/ 


desire    of  the    Committees  to  do  some- 
thing   at     the    moment    for     Irelandf 
but    I   can   only    aay    to    the    MiniBter 
that  once  again  we  are  going  the  weary 
round  that  we  have  gone  before,     W( 
will   for  the  m«*ment  tide  over  the  dis- 
tress by  a  lavish  nnd  wasteful  expendi- 
ture of  public  money,  with  more  or  less 
good  or  bad  results  \  but  the  evil  wOl 
remain,  and  the  very  medicine  we  ad- 
minister will  tend  to  mjike  the  ptftieni, 
not  fitter  to  stand  the  future,  bat 
first  my  hon.   Friend   the  Member  foi 
Northampton  remarked    that   six  ye&ra 
hence,  very  likely,  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  be  again  standing  at  that  T^ble 
proposing   another   Relief  Bill   for  the 
West  of  Ireland.     I  sincerely  hope   my 
hon.  Friend  is  wrong.     If  the  right  hoii,j 
Gentleman  will  still  persist  in  trying 
govern  a  country  about  which  he  knowi 
nothing,  and  against  the  wishes  of  thai 
country,  of  cour>je,  you  will  have  sui 
cessive  appeals  for  charity.     I  hope, 
the  contrary,  before  six  years  are  oTer^ 
the    present   Chief    Secretary    will 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  deali 
with  Irish  matters,  and  that  Irish  affairs 
will  be  relegated  to  an  Irish  Assembly 
sitting   in  Dublin,  where  the  w*ork  will 
be  done  much  better  than  we  can  do  it- 
♦(7,22,)  Sir  LYON  PLAYF AIR  (Leeds, 
S.) :  I  only  want  the  right  hon.GentleroaD 
to  give  us  such  information  as  he  has  in 
his  possession  in  regard  to  the  very  im- 
portant statement  which  he  gave  as  at 
the  beginning    of  his   speech,    namely, 
as  to  the  number  of  meals  per  day  par- 
taken of  by  the  people,     I  understand 
that  it  would  be  only  possible  for  them 
to  have    two  meals  of  jiotatoes  during^ 
four   months,    whereas   the  other  eight 
months    are    to    be    provided    for, 
suppose  he  simply  intends  to  apply  h 
proposal  to  those  districts  where  there 
a   prospect  of  famine.     It  is  nece; 
before  we  proceed  to  the  discussion 
such  an    important    proposal,    that   wi 
should  have  all  the  information  posaib' 
as  to  the  arc^a  to  be  dealt    with.     I  a: 
sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  ha 
been  in  possession  of  information  befo 
making  such  an  important  and  pain" 
statement  in  regard   to  certain   of    tl 
districts  of  Ireland,  nnd  I  trust  the  rig 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able  to  fu 
it  to  us.     We  would  like  him  to  tell 
what  is  the  average  crop  of  potatoes 
the    present    time,    in    tlie     congest 
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distrkste,  and  if  Returns  have  been 
made  which  confirm  th©  seriona  state 
of  things  in  these  districts. 

♦Ma.  MUNRO  FERGUSON'  (Leith, 
<kc.)  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  attention  for  one 
moment  to  th©  suliject  of  afforestation. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  will 
give  some  aaauranco  that  if  this  work 
is  undertaken  it  will  bo  carried  out  in  a 
proper,  scientific,  and  permanent  manner, 
»od  not  merely  with  the  view  to  afford 
relief.  It  would  bo  a  discredit  to 
fcra^strjr  could  any  reflections  be  cast 
upon  a  national  system. 
•Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  Will  the  rig^ht  hon,  Getjtle- 
mau  inform  the  Committee  whether  in 
tho  drainage  scheme — not  the  great 
arterial  scheme  of  drainage — the  benefit 
will  go  to  the  landlnrds,  or  otherwise  t 

Me.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  {Glamor- 
gan,  S.)  :  Will  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man itate  what  proportion  of  land,  in 
the  constmction  of  284  miles  of  rail- 
wny,  has  been  given  by  tlie  landlords 
through  whose  estates  the  lines  will  run  ? 

f7.26.)  Mb.  a.  J.  BALBOUR :  I 
will  endeavour  to  answer  the  various 
questions  put  to  me,  and  perhaps 
I  had  better  first  answer  those  asked 
last,  and  of  which  I  have  not 
tftken  a  note.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Leeds  asked 
me  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
illastraiions  I  gave  at  the  beginning  of 
nay  gpeech  as  to  the  congested  districts. 
I -am  not  quite  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  clearly  understood  what  I 
flaid.  I  stated  that  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances tenants  have  three  meals  a 
day.  Two  ct  these  consist  of  potatoes, 
and  not  the  third  as  a  rule.  I  took  the 
worst  districts  during  an  ordinary  year, 
and  I  found  the  tenant  would  get  two 
meals  consisting  of  potatoes  from  the  1 5th 
August  to  the  Ifith  December,  and  then 
probably  only  one  meal  of  potatoes  from 
the  16ih  December  to  the  loth  April. 
After  that  date  he  has  to  depend 
directly  on  the  credit  of  the  local 
shopkeeper  for  what  is  necessary  for 
himself  and  family.  Here  I  took 
this  year  as  an  illustration,  and  I 
said  that  the  tenant  would  only  have  one 
of  the  throe  meals  with  potatoes  up  to  the 
15th  December,  and  that  after  the  15th 
December  ho  would  have  to  depend  on 
credit,  if  he  Dould  get  it,  and  it  is  pro* 
liable  he  will  not  be  able  to  get  it.      It  is 


therefore  that  I  have  laid  before  the 
House  some  methods  of  affording  relief. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membei* 
for  Leeds  asked  as  to  the  area  of  the  con- 
gested districts.  It  is  not  easy  to  state 
tho  area  ove^r  which  distress  uxists.  I 
shall,  however,  he  able  to  give  thd 
right  hon.  Gentleman  minute  informa- 
tion as  to  the  degree  of  failure  in 
different  districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
Of  course,  too,  the  resources  of  the  popu- 
lation in  different  districts  must  be  con- 
sidered. In  some  districts  the  population 
may  be  successful  in  obtaiuing  work  in 
England,  or  in  fishing.  One  cannot 
tell  exactly  how  the  distress  will  weigh 
in  different  districts,  hut  in  the  illustra- 
tion I  gave  about  the  beginning  of  my 
speech  I  had  specially  in  view  the  south- 
west of  Donegal.  With  regard  to  the 
question  asked  me  by  the  hoii.  Member 
for  Leith,  as  to  afforesting,  if  the  idea 
is  carried  out  at  all  it  will  be  a 
very  tentative  experiment.  The  land 
will  be  acquired  by  the  Government, 
and  it  will  be  necessa.rily  cheap  land, 
worth  very  little  to  the  owner,  and 
practically  not  used  hy  the  occupier 
except  for  grazing.  The  earlier  stages 
in  tho  work  of  afforestation  are  those 
which  require  little  practical  skill,  con- 
sisting largely  of  dniining  and  making 
turf  fences^  surmounted  sul^sequently  by 
a  couple  of  wires  which  are  generally 
considered  an  effective  fence.  The 
planting  so  carried  out  under  skilled 
supervision  would  belong  to  the  public; 
whether  it  would  be  proper  afterwards  to 
hand  over  the  land  so  planted  to  the  Local 
Authority,  the  District  Board,  the  County 
Cimncilj  or  whatever  the  Irt3cal  Body  may 
be,  will  he  a  matter  for  subsequent  ex- 
amination. The  hon.  ^fcmber  for  Sunder- 
land appeared  to  think  that  if  Home 
Rule  were  gnmted  thert!  would  l>e  no 
more  failure  of  the  potato  crop,  that  th© 
wisdom  of  Ireland  nncontaminated  by 
the  folly  of  Englishmen  would  be  able  to 
deal  adequately  with  any  difficulties  that 
might  arise,  and  that  those  congested 
districts  would  bo  put  in  a  specially 
favourable  position  by  b^^ing  deprived  of 
the  advantnges  of  English  credit  and 
English  money.  I  reiilly  do  not  under- 
stand the  view  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
believe  I  have  considered  the  opinions 
of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Gal  way,  who  knows 
those  districts,  is  distinctly  in  fa^oux  <A 
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the  proposals  of  the  Government,  and  for 
myself  I  am  vain  enough  to  believe  tbat, 
ifvhatever  form  of  government  is  adopted, 
they  caiinot  do  mnch  better  than  the  plan 
the  Government  has  ventured  to  submit. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  this  scheme 
has  been  tried  before.  I  maintain  that 
tie  scheme  which  I  now  recommend  to 
the  House  bag  never  been  tried  before, 
and  I  whether  it  fails  or  not,  it  is  not  open 
to  the  criticisms  which  have  been  passed 
upon  it  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  An 
hon.  Member  asked  why  the  Railway 
Bill  passed  in  a  recent  Session  remained 
■anfmitfiil,  and  he  puts  that  down  to  the 
action  of  the  promoters.  But  a  great 
many  preliminary  investigations  had  to 
be  made,  and  it  was  true  that  five  pro- 
moters came  be  fore  the  Railway  Company. 
But  the  Bill  of  hist  year  was  not  intended 
to  exclude  the  privatopromoter;  it  merely 
enabled  public  companies  to  carry  out 

t«chemc8  of  the  private  promoters*  Does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  either 
in  Ireland  or  in  England  the  Local  Au- 
thorities or  the  Public  Exchequer  could 

I  profit  by  a  scheme  which  would  retain  in 
their  possession  the  working  of  these 
railways,  and  prevent  the  great  Railway 
Companies  which  they  form  working 
them  1  Why,  a  wilder  idea  than  that  I 
cannot  conceive*  To  pass  over  the  trunk 
lines  to  private  companies  and  to  give 
to  the  Exchequer  the  small  feeders  is 
quite  impossible.  It  is  the  most  pre- 
posterous idea  that  ever  entered  the  mind 
of  any  politician.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tyrone  put  certain  questions, 
and  I  think  the  same  questions  were 
raised  by  the  Member  for  Clare.  I 
am  asked  what  districts  are  to  be 
scheduled.  I  do  not  think  w^e  should 
gain  much  from  scheduling  districts. 
The  only  result  is  that  in  this  House 
each  man  whoso  district  is  not  scheduled 
will  bring  pressure  of  an  intelligible 
character  to  bear  upon  the  Government. 
I  do  not  think  it  leads  to  economy 
either  of  time  or  money.  There  was  no 
Schedule  put  into  the  Light  Railway 
Bill.  In  this  case  I  do  not  think 
the  Schedules  would  be  necessary,  I 
gave  the  House  a  pledge,  which  I 
think  they  will  admit  I  carried  out| 
that  I  would  not  allow  myself  to  be  in- 
duced by  local  pressure  to  use  money 
for  the  purposes  of  constructing  radwaya 
where  a^sistauco  was  not  x-equired,  and 
J  say  now, ,  that  I  wiU  not  allow  local 
j¥n  A*  J.  Balfour 


pressure  to  force   me  to  start  works  to  • 
districts  that  do  not  require  thenu  There-^ 
fore,  I  do  not  think  a  Schedule  necessary 
either  in  the  Set^d  Potato  Bill  or  the  Bill 
for  these  works. 

Colonel  NOLAK  ;  About  how  many 
Unions  will  reap  the  benefit  of  the  Seed 
Potatoes  Bill,  60  or  70  ? 

Mr.  STOllEY:  Or  100? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  should  hop^ 
not  so  many.  It,  however,  depends  on 
the  extent  of  the  failure  of  the  crop.  I 
hold  that  no  power  should  be  given  to 
tbo  Boards  of  Gmirdians  unless  it  ia 
absolutely  necessary  owing  to  the  pover^ 
of  the  district.  It  will  not  depend  on 
the  district  in  which  the  failure 
occurred.  I  have  been  taken  to  task  by 
hon.  Members  who  referred  to  fail  area  of 
efforts  in  the  past.  I  am  conscious  of 
the  failures  in  the  past.  I  stated  itk 
language,  afterwanls  borrowed  by  eaok 
gentleman  in  turn,  that  parts  of  Ireland 
were  dotted  over  with  roads  which  began 
nowhere  and  ended  nowhere— a  fact 
which  spoke  to  the  incompctenco  of  those 
who  bad  to  deal  with  them.  But  surely 
no  hon.  Member  will  maintain  that  io 
Ireland  no  more  roads  are  required.  All 
I  can  say  is  that  a  more  extraordinary 
statement  never  was  made.  There  are 
districts  where  people  have  to  go  many 
miles  nmnd  to  attend  church,  fair,  or 
market.  It  is  only  in  such  distriats that 
roads  will  ho  made, 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  WUl  the  roads, 
when  made  he  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  County  Authority  ? 

Mik  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Certainly,  and 
I  hope  that  no  new  roads  will  be  made 
which  the  county  will  not  be  prepared 
and  willing  to  take  over.  The  next. 
point  which  has  been  urged  is  that  none 
but  local  labour  should  be  used,  and  the 
hon.  MembiT  for  South  Tyix?ne  urged  the 
adoption  of  such  a  drastic  meaBure  as  in- 
serting such  a  condition  in  the  contracts 
That  is  impracticable.  It  would  not  only 
increase  the  cost  of  the  contract,  but  it 
would  he  utterly  demoralising  in  the 
neighbourhood,  because  the  contractor 
would  be  compelled  to  emphiy  only  local 
labour  to  carry  out  bis  w*prk,  and  the 
laboui'ers  themselves  would  have  it  in 
their  power  to  ruin  him  by  reiusing  to 
work  for  him.  It  would  also  prevent 
these  works  being  carried  out  on  com- 
mercial principles.  But  I.,  m^y  tell  my 
hon.  Friend  who  mised  this  point  th^t 
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I  am  assured  very  little  beyond  load 
labour  bas  been  employed  on  these  works 
in  tbe  past.  Of  course,  contractors 
cannot  make  embankmenta  without 
haviiig  culverts,  which  require  skilled 
labour  not  to  he  found  in  the  place,  but 
I  am  confident  there  will  be  an  adequate 
demand  for  unskilled  and  local  labour. 
Then  au  hon.  Member  has  urged  that 
the  Government  ought  not  to  give  seed 
potat^jcs  except  for  cash  payment g* 
Well,  if  that  is  actetl  upon,  we  may  rely 
npm  it  that  we  shall  not  get  at  the 
people  we  wish  to  i-cach,  and  will  have  to 
come  forward  again  next  year  to  relievo 
these  people  from  sulTering  all  the  evils  of 
distress  and  want,  or  even  of  starvation. 
1  think  thearfrument  of  the  lion.  Member 
for  Northampkvn,  and  of  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, involves  some  misunderstanding  of 
the  line  of  argument  I  laid  before  the 
Committee  earlier  in  the  evening.  They 
have  all  said  in  turn,  "You  fitaited  there 
ouglit  tci  be  more  self-reliance  among 
the  Irish  people,  but  how  will  this  pro- 
pc»sal  of  yours  tend  to  increase  it?'* 
Bttf  I  do  not  propose  this  measure  in 
order  to  increase  their  self-reliance.  I 
propose  it  as  tiding  over  the  present 
difficulties.  It  is  giving  them  a  lift  out 
of  the  roil*©,  as  it  were.  I  firmly  believe 
that,  not  in  consequence  of  these  relief 
works,  but  in  consccj^uence  of  the  general 
measure,  especially  when  the  lesson  is 
brought  homo  t4)  the  clergy  and  the 
tenants  themselves  that  they  must  do 
something  to  help  themselves,  great  ira* 
prove  men  ts  will  be  introduced.  I  may 
be  wn>ng»  but  that  is  my  opinion.  At 
all  events,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  if 
you  do  not  do  something  of  the  kind  all 
hope  will  be  gone,  and  if  you  drag  the 
Local  Authorities  into  debt,  you  will 
only  plunge  them  deeper  and  deeper 
into  the  mire  of  insolvency.  If  you  are 
going  to  do  m>thiug  Uj  improve  the 
communications,  to  improve  the  agri- 
culture and  industry  of  the  people,  then 
the  thing  is  hopeless.  But  it  is  because 
of  the  far-reaching  eifects  of  my  scheme 
that  I  attach  impirtanco  to  itt  What 
ever  other  proposals  may  be  urged  ujjon 
the  Government,  their  immediate  duty 
ia  a  plain  one,  namely,  to  do  what  they 
can  to  relieve  these  poor  people.  T  have 
given  the  best  thought  I  could  during 
many  montlis  to  the  preparation  of  this 
scheme,  which  I  bebeve  to  be  the  most 
practicable,  the  must  t^onomical,  and  the 


most  generous  one  that  could   be  de- 
vised. 

(7.46.)  Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  wish  to 
ask  a  question  as  to  the  area  ia, 
which  seed  potatoes  will  be  distri- 
buted,  I  think  that  the  distribution 
should  not  be  confined  to  the  distreafled 
districts,  but  should  be  spread  over  a 
considerable  part  of  the  country  in 
which  the  seed  has  not  been  renewed 
since  1880,  and  is  consequently  almost 
worn  out,  and,  therefore,  likely  to  render 
the  ptjtatoes  peculiarly  liable  to  disease. 
I  would  suggest  that  in  every  district 
west  of  tbe  Shannon,  and  several  east 
of  it,  it  is  desirable  to  give  facilities  for, 
obtaining  new  seed.  The  fact  is,  ,in 
most  districts  of  Ireland  there  are  no 
proper  .seed  merchants.  There  are  those 
who  sell  the  early  and  the  fancy  varietie» 
of  potatuca.  but  there  is  no  machinery 
for  the  exchimge  of  seed,  I  may  iK)int 
out  ihat,  even  in  the  richer  districts, 
there  are  many  anxious  to  get  new  seed, 
and  if  the  Government  arranged  .for  the 
supply  they  might  rely  on  prompt  pay- 
ment, so  that  there  would  be  no  loss. 
All  I  wish  for  is  an  assurance  that  tbe 
Irish  tt^nants  will  liave  the  opportunity 
afforded  them  of  obtaining  new  seed, 

(7.49.)  Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  It 
will  rest  with  the  Irish  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board,  looking  at  the  necessitie»  of 
the  district*  to  determine  whether  seed 
will  be  available  or  not. 

(7.50.)  Colonel  NOLAN  :  The  matter 
should  not  be  left  to  the  Irish  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  but  should  be  decided 
by  the  House  of  Commons.  Tlie  Irish 
Local  Government  Boord  would  be  a 
very  proper  authority  for  determining 
which  are  the  20  poorest  Unions,  but 
it  is  not  their  business  to  say  whether 
20  or  CO  of  the  Irish  Unions  sbdl  be 
clai^sed  as  poor. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  Member  is  anticipating  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill. 
*(7.5L)  Mjt.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydvil)  :  There  are  large  areas 
of  Crown  Lands  in  Ireland  known  tp 
contain  an  immense  wealth  of  minerals^ 
For  instance,  there  are  Crown  Lands, of  - 
high  value  in  County  Wicklow. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  There  are  no 
Crown  Lands  in  Wicklow.  ^  ,      ..,' 

Ma.  P.  MORGAN:  There  are  laiitf» 
over  which  the  Crown  claim  :  certain 
rights.     Perhaps    1    should    call    then^ 
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Ordwn 'Mines,  which  cannot  be  developed 
by  private  enterprise  because  of  the 
rojalties  exacted  by  the  Crown.  Yet, 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  is  to 
be  expended  upon  experimental  works 
ftnd  new  schemes  which  have  not  been 
tlried  before,  when  these  mines  might  be 
advantageous! V  opened  up. 

;  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  suppose  the 
lion.  Member  is  alluding  to  the  right 
ther  Grown  liave  over  certain  minerals  in 
Wicklow. 

•Mr.  p.  morgan  :  Yes  ;  and  the  Go- 
Tornment  prefer  to  thwart  and  starve 
Irish  industries,  which  might  easily  be 
developed,  rather  than  encourage  them. 

"Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  cannot  con- 
ceive how  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Meikibdr  have  any  bearing  on  the  matter. 

♦Mr.  p.  morgan  :  I  have  no  desire 
to  frustrate  the  objects  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  prefer  to  assist  them, 
aiiA'  therefore  I  would  suggest  that 
etl^idr  the  Crown  should  withdraw  its 
chirn  to  the  royalties,  which  prevent 
the  mines  in  the  distressed  districts  in 
Irelalnd  from  being  worked  by  private 
€fnterpris3,  or  else  that  such  mines 
should  be  worked  at  the  expense  of  the 
Crown  itsslf. 

••(7*'>'^)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  I  hope 
proper  precautions  will  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent landlords  increasing  the  rent  by 
reaisdn  of  improvements  carried  out  at 
the  public  expense. 

(7.54.)  Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   Cer- 
tainly. 

'Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man 'if  the  Government  object  in  the 
reclamation  of  land  is,  as  I  understood  it, 
to  undertake  such  works  as  will  enable 
the  t3nant  when  settled  on  adjoining 
liind  to  so  extend  his  holding  as  to  get 
a  living.  I  do  not  think  the  fund  could 
be  applied  to  a  more  useful  purpose  than 
undertaking  drainage  works  beyond  the 
power  of  individual  effort,  and  enabling 
people  to  live  on  land  not  otherwise 
suiktble  for  the  parpose.  I  hope,  how- 
ever; that  care  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  buying  or  leasing  of  lands  so 
developed  by  the  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  of  finance,  the 
Hght  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  state 
how  much  money  was  involved  in  his 
iicheme.  I  would,  however,  venture  to 
suggest  that,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
IWsh  people  from  disappointment,  the 
J/r,  P.  Morgan 


right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  fix  some 
definite  sum  that  should  be  applicable  for 
the  purpose  of  relief.  Indeed,  I  hold  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  should  be  con- 
trolled by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  A 
certain  sum  should  be  voted,  and  then  if 
that  proved  insufficient  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case  a  further  gprant 
should  be  asked  for  from  the  House. 
Otherwise,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  have  laid  before  him  a  great  many 
applications  in  the  simple  hope  that  th6 
Treasury  may  be  dravni. 

(7.59.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I 
believe  the  purpose  we  all  have  in  yiew- 
will  be  better  attained  by  not  fixing  the 
amount ;  but  I  hope  it  will  not  be  a 
great  one.  It  is  desired  to  keep  down 
the  relief  works  to  the  minimum  of  actual 
necessity;  and  fixing  a  sum  will  not 
keep  down  the  number  of  applioations* 
If  reclamation  is  carried  out,  it  will  be 
an  experiment,  and  it  is  desirable  that 
the  land  reclaimed  should  be  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  holdings.  There  are. 
cases  where  you  will  find  holdings  carved 
out  of  bog,  and  where  there  is  a  limit* 
less  amount  of  bog  capable  of  similar 
treatment,  and  those  are  the  cases  in 
which  experiments  should  be  tried.  If  ^ 
I  can  find  such  places,  and  obtain  them 
on  reasonable  terms,  it  will  be  there  that' 
the  experiment  will  be  tried. 

(8.2.)  Colonel  NOLAN :  When  will 
the  Unions  know  whether  or  not  they 
will  come  under  the  Seeds  Act? 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  No  time  will 
be  lost  in  issuing  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
the  Circular  of  whicli  I  have  spoken. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Will  it  be  issued 
by  the  Ist  of  January? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  shaU  issue 
it  on  Monday  if  necessary. 

Vot«  agreed  to. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
(8.3.) 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY  BILL. 
(No.  110.) 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
•(8.35.)     Mb.    F.    S.    STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,   Eye):    I   rise    to    move    the 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  of  which  I' 
have  given  notice,  and  which  .in  sub- 
stance is  similar  to  that  I  moved  on  the 
Motion  for  Committee  on  the  Bill  last  Ses-  . 
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aioa,  I  Had  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  have  made  such  modifications  in 
this  Bill  as  to  have  rendered  this  In* 
struct  ion  niineeeflsary.  Unfortunately^ 
t^iough  the  Government  have  made  cer- 
tain modifications,  for  example,  the 
redemption  sclieme  does  not  find  a  place 
in  the  present  Bill,  and  the  provisions  in 
Clause  3  are  modifications,  yet  our 
expectations  are  disappointed,  and  the 
changes  do  not  embrace  every  aspect,  of 
the  question  as  we  desiro  they  should. 
.  On  that  account  I  have  to  give  a  few 
reasons  why  this  Instruction  should  lie 
supported,  though  after  the  discussion 
of  last  Session  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  details  of 
the  question.  Last  Session  the  Attorney 
General  iu  the  course  of  debate  on  this 
Instruction  gave  one  or  two  reEisons  why 
it  could  not  bo  accepted,  Speaking  of 
corn  averages,  the  main  qnestion  we 
desired  to  deal  with  under  cover  of 
the  Instruction »  the  Attorney  General 
said — 

'«  Her  KajeBty'fi  Uovemmcat  are  ready  to 
sir6  effect  10  aoy  nuch  scheme  by  practical 
leg^fllatioa   at    0oon    aa    it    can    be    deviicd, 

liUt/* 

he  went  ou  to  say,  and  this  was 
the  reason  he  opposed  the  Instruc- 
tion, 

**  If  th«  Tnitruetion  u  paMed.  it  will  ©nnbl© 
Kofi«  MembRfs  to  load  the  Bill  with  aa  tin* 
limited  number  of  AHKJodmentB*'* 

No  doubt  from  his  point  of  view  there 
was  a  reason  foropp(^»singthe  Instruction, 
but  it  diies  not  hold  good  now,  becauKo 
rtie  Government  have  undert^iken  to 
refer  the  question  of  redemption  to  a 
GommiHsion,  and  this  question  of  revision 
might  also  be  refen-ed  to  the  same  Com- 
mission* If  such  an  undertaking*  is 
given,  I  shall  be  glad  to  withdraw  the 
Instruction,  but  I  see  no  sign  yet  that 
the  Government  intend  to  tuko  that 
course.  On  Monday  1  asked  the  Pn^sident 
of  the  Board  of  Ti-ade,  witli  re^ani  to  the 
Commission  to  which  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  alluded,  whether  the  question 
of  corn  averages  was  to  be  referred  to 
it,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
spoke  simply  of  referring  to  the  Com- 
mission the  question  of  redemption. 
Then  tliis  afternoon  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gardner)  put  another  question,  and 
obtained  a  similar  answer — th^t  the  Com- 
mission would  only  refer  to  the  subject  of 
i^emption,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   added    that    naturally   the   Com- 


mission would  have  before  it  the  exist* 
ing  state  of  things  as  affecting  different 
parts  of  the  country,  but  the  Commission 
would  have  these  facts  before  it  just  as 
the  Executive  Government  had  when 
preparing  the  present  Bill  Well,  there 
is  no  satisfaction  in  that.  If  the  Com- 
mission is  confined  to  dealing  with  the 
question  of  redemption  only,  why  not 
exclude  the  whole  qnestion  of  revision  T 
I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  on  the  causetf 
which  render  revision  necessary.  I  pass 
to  one  or  two  point^s  bearing  on  the 
Instruction,  and  ask  the  Government  to 
consider  the  prtsttion  in  which  we  are 
now  placed.  After  an  experience  of  50 
years  the  Tithe  Commutiition  Act  of 
1 836  has  been  found  to  operate  most 
hardly  ia  the  corn -growing  districts, 
especially  in  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Essex, 
and  Kent,  which  four  counties  pay 
£1,000,000  a  year  of  tithe,  or  about  one- 
fourth  of  the  whole  tithe  of  the  country. 
I  shall  not  timch  ujion  the  Welsh  part  of 
the  question,  for  that  is  entirely 
different.  In  Wales  apparently  tliere  is 
no  great  desire  for  revision.  As  affect- 
ing WalcSj  t!io  question  is  one  of 
principle,  and  when  this  pirt  of  the 
subject  wtii?  debated  on  Monday,  we 
snpport-ed  Welsh  Memliers  in  their  con- 
tention that  tithe  is  national  property. 
RecipriK^ally,  I  hope  we  may  claim 
the  support  of  Welsh  Members 
in  this  Englifih  part  of  the  subject 
when  we  show  that  the  English  agricul- 
tural classes  labour  under  v^ry  serious 
grievances,  which  the  Tithe  Com  mutation 
Act  of  IS36  professed  to  remove,  but  aa 
a  matter  of  fact  has  done  nothing  to 
minimise.  Whether  the  tithe  is  Church 
property  t>r  national  property,  devoted 
now  to  C'hnrch  purposes,  it  will  be  made 
much  more  secure  if  the  grievances  of 
the  tithepayer  are  removed  in  time.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  you  allow  these 
grievances  t^  rem  si  in  unredressed  and  to 
^row  in  magnitude,  then  in  the  long  run 
it  will  not  be  a  mere  question  of  tem- 
porary revision  such  as  is  contemplated 
in  the  Instruction,  but  there  will  be 
danger  to  the  existence  of  the  tithe  as  a 
property  at  all  It  is  no  doubt  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  this  Bill  should  not  impose  any 
personal  liability,  but  it  would  l>e  satis- 
factory if  the  Attorney  General  would 
nssuro  the  House  that  by  no  effort  of 
legal  construction  could  this  be  inter- 
preted out  of  the  B\W. 
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Mb,  deputy  speaker  :  I  do  not 
see  bow  this  arises  on  the  Motion* 

♦Mr.  F.  S,  STEYENSOX  :  If  it  cau  be 

pointed  ont  tlmt  this  is  not  touched  by 
the  Bill,  then  there  is  one  reason  in  sup- 
port of  my  Instruction  and  a  revision. 
If  the  Bill  is  merely  for  the  benefit  of 
the  tithe  owner  then  it  may  be  asserted 
that  the  benefit  to  the  tithe  owner  ou^ht 
to  be  counter- balanced  by  a  recognition 
of  theclalmaof  the  tithe  payer.  There 
is  another  question— whether  under 
Clause  3  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
tithepayer  to  obtain  an  abatement  in  the 
c»Be  of  tithe  exceeding  two-thirds  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  land  without  pro- 
cx>eding8  having  previously  been  taken 
Against  him  by  the  tithe  owner  in  the 
County  Court.  If  that  is  the  only  way 
in  which  the  tithepayer  can  obtoin  a 
remission,  I  venture  to  think  that  in  few 
instances  will  an  abatement  be  obtained. 
The  quiet  easy-going  tithepayer,  reluctant 
to  put  himself  in  a  humiliating  position^ 
will  obtain  no  abatement.  The  tithepayer 
who  makes  a  great  outcry  about  his  posi- 
tion, who  refuses  to  pay,  and  who  acts  in 
what  may  be  Ciilled  a  lawless  manner^  or 
at  any  rate  in  a  manner  not  conducive 
to  good  relations  with  his  neighbour;^, 
w^  ill  ob  tain  a  remiss  ion ,  The  cxsnst  rue  tion 
which  may  be  put  on  the  provision  in 
Clause  3  is  that  the  remission  cannot  be 
obtained  except  in  cases  in  which  pro- 
ceedings have  previously  been  taken  by 
the  tithe  owner  through  the  Court .;  and 
if  that  is  the  case^  then  there  is  a  clear 
case  for  this  Instruction.  What  the 
tithepayer  wants  is  not  the  opportunity  of 
making  an  appeal  <id  inuericoi'diam  but  a 
system  by  which  his  grievance  will  be 
redressed  when  it  can  bo  shown,  and  this 
is  not  provided  by  such  a  process  as 
I  have  indicated  arisiug  out  of  Clause  3, 
There  is  a  case  for  establishing  some 
automatic  system  by  which  the  re- 
mission may  l^e  obbiincd,  We  want 
to  know  whether  in  particular  cases 
scattered  over  a  wide  area  or  parts  of 
the  country  there  is  such  an  unjust 
system  at  present  prevailiogi  in  oon- 
sequenco  of  tlio  operation  of  tho  Tithe 
Commutation  Act  of  I83ti,  as  to  call  for 
the  operation  of  some  such  system  of 
i*e  miss  ion,  either  by  the  House  or  by  a 
Commission  to  be  appointed.  As  to 
corn  averages,  I  think  that  there  is 
appai'ently  no  indisposition  on  the  part 
€>£  the  Oovernmout  to  grapple  with  that 


subject.  If  that  is  the  <si«e«  titen  wlij^ 
not  refer  the  question  to  tho  Cammia- 
stOD  which  is  to  deal  with  the  questioil 
of  redemption?  Surely  it  is  a  suf- 
ficiently cognate  subject  to  refer  to  tho 
same  ComnHisaion?  I  fail  to  see  any 
adequate  reason  why  corn  aTerageH^ 
which  deeply  concern  the  payment  of 
tithe,  should  not  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mission which  is  proposed  to  dtal  with 
redemption— the  two  subjects  are  so 
interwoven  that  you  cannot  separate 
them.  In  regard  to  corn  averages,  two 
points  came  out  clearly  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  which  sat  upstairs^ 
and  I  fail  to  see  why  some  practical 
action  cannot  be  devised  by  the  Re- 
demption Commission,  why  the  Re- 
demption Commission  should  not  en- 
deavour to  deal  with  the  sale  and  resale 
of  corn  ;  and  with  the  other  and  per- 
ha]T8  wider  difference  wliich  ex^ista 
between  the  t;ystem  which  was  emplojod 
by  farmirs  more  than  50  years  ago, 
when  they  sent  all  their  ci  »m,  good,  bad» 
and  indi^erent,  t«3  xnarket,  and  that  of 
the  present  time,  when  they  send  only 
their  very  best  corn  ;  why  the  price  (m 
which  the  average  is  taken  should  not 
be  the  price  the  farmer  gets,  but  the  price 
recorded  after  the  best  corn  has  passed 
through  several  hands  by  process  of  sale 
and  resale.  1  venture  to  think  that  ths 
Government  ought  to  refer  the  whole  of 
tho  question  of  revision  to  the  Commis- 
sion which  they  propose  to  a[*point.  If 
they  cannot  hold  out  any  hojie  or  make 
any  concession,  I  am  flfraid  that  it  may 
be  necessary  to  prc^ss  this  Instruction  to 
a  Division,  If,  however,  the  Govern- 
ment make  a  concession  on  this  pointy 
or  if  they  enlarge  the  scop©  of  the 
reference  to  the  Commission,  then  our 
work  will  have  been  performed,  because 
it  will  be  made  clear  that  the  question 
of  revision  is  not  alien  from  the  task  to 
which  a  C-ommission  on  Kedemptioa 
would  devote  itself*  I  apptal  to  the 
Government  to  make  this  concession  in 
time.  It  is  a  concession  urgently 
needed  in  the  Eastern  and  S<juthcm 
agricultuml  districts,  and  not  only  there. 
The  Government  proposals  are  inade- 
quate and  incomplete  if  they  simply  deal 
with  redemption.  I  trust  the  Govern - 
mont  will  ai^eept  the  suggestions  I  offer, 
and  include  this  question  within  the  I 
scope  of  their  Commission,  or  accept 
this  Instruction  to  enable  Amendments 
to  be  moved  in  Committee 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaesiion  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  ftn  Inatructitm  to  th©  Committeo 
that  they  have  power  to  provide  for  an  e<iuit- 
able  reviBioQ  of  tithes  in  accordance  with  the 
altered  conditions  of  agriciUture/'— (ifr,  F,  S, 

•(8.540  SiE  JOHN  SWINBURNE 
(Staffordshire,  Lichfield)  :,  I  would  like 
to  call  the  atentiou  of  the  House, 
and  more  particularly  tliat  of  tho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  the 
fact  that  not  only  is  thi^  tithe  question 
rampant  in  the  Kafttern  tw>uuties  to  which 
my  hon.  Friend  haja  more  particularly 
referred,  but  in  tho  five  Northern 
counties,  all  of  which  at  the  time  of  the 
great  European  War  were  growing  corn. 
After  Waterloo  the  greater  portion  of 
the  land  was  allowed  to  go  away  to 
weeds.  Then>  54  years  f^^o,  at  the  time 
of  the  Tithe .  ConimutJition  Act,  tithe 
was  exacted  on  the  lands  which  still  re- 
mained under  grain  cQltiyation.  Since 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Jjaws,  in  1846, 
nearly  the  whole  of  this  remnant 
has  passed  out  of  cultivation.  Tithe 
owners  have  done  nothing  to  re* 
claim  the  land,  which  was  thoroughly 
exhausted  by  constant  corn  growing, 
bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  argues 
that  il  we  begin  to  revise  the  tithe  we 
may  be  raising  the  value  of  tithe  on 
grass  lands.  1  traverse  that  statement, 
because  t;the  owners  have  hod  no  more 
to  do  with  making  the  land  productive 
than  Irish  landlords  have,  done  for  their 
tenants'  farms,  noticing  at  alL  The  land 
w^ould  be  almost  valueleaaat  this  moment, 
and  I  speak  from  26  yeara'  experience  of 
growing  grass,  for  tiny  thing  the  tithe 
owners  have  done.  Yon  may  look  over 
one  side  of  a  hedge  anywhere  and  see 
land  worth  5s.  or  7b.  ,6d.  an  acre  nnder 
grass,  and  on  the  other  side  yon  will 
find  land  worth  JB3  or  £4  made  so  simply 
by  the  capital  and  industry  of  the  owner 
or  occupier,  or  botli.  Tithe  owners  have 
no  right  to  any  increase  in  the  tithe, 
because  they  have  incurred  no  risk,  and 
have  invested  no  money  in  draining,  in 
lining,  or  mannring.  That  was  settled 
54  years  ago,  and  now  all  compacts 
then  entered  into  are  to  be  torn  np,^ 
arrangements  between  tenants  and  land- 
lord to  be  upset,  and  the  latter  is  to  he 
placed  in  the  invidious  position  of  col- 
lector for  the  clei^y  of  the  district.  Well, 
what  do  you  give  in  return  Y  The  right 
hon.,Gentlemanr  has  made  much  of  the 
remisaion  provided  by  the  third  clause, 


that  if  the  tithe  exceeds  two- thirds  of 
the  value  there  shall  be  a  remission  of 
the  excess.  But  this  is  a  mere  fragment 
of  the  whole  question.  Then  we  are  told 
by  the  President  of  tlie  Board  of  Trade 
that  this  is  only  the  beginning  of  the- 
tithe  question,  and  that  the  Government 
intend  to  have  tho  tithes  com  muted. 
But  how  lire  you  to  get  at  the  value  of 
the  capitil  sum  which  is  to  be  borrowed 
by  the  tithe  owner  except  by  this  Bill^ 
which  increases  tlie  value  of  the  titheti  < 
25  per  cent.  ?  I  do  not  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  tried  to  sell 
hia  tithes?  If  sold  now,  tithes  may 
bring  17  or  18  years'  purchase,  but 
after  this  Bill  is  passed  they  will  brings 
from  25  to  27  years*  purchase  to  the 
owner.  If  wo  then  object  to  the  com- 
mutation proposals,  we  shall  be  told  we 
are  too  late  and  should  have  settled 
this  point  when  this  Tithe  Rent-Charge 
Recovery  Bill  was  before  the  House. 
I  maintain  that  the  Government  are 
estabUshing  a  false  basis  for  the  re- 
demption of  tithe.  I  suppose  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  tithe  in  Durham  and 
Northumberland  goes  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  I  do  not  think  it  wdll 
make  it  more  easy  for  them  to  collect  if 
this  matter  is  placed  on  a  false  basis  j 
a  hai-dly-drivcn  bargain,  all  one  side,  ba» 
never  been  found  to  work  smoothly.  Her 
Majesty *s  Government  are  tearing  up 
contracts  and  increasing  the  security  of 
tithe,  making  it  a  first-class  security 
equal  to  the  rates,  and  yet  they  give 
nothing  in  return,  but  tho  promise 
of  a  remission  of  the  excess  over  two- 
thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  the  land* 
I  do  not  think  a  more  one  sided  bargain 
has  ever  been  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  T  think  it  will  not  be  found 
easy  to  work  in  future  years. 

(DJ.)      Mu.      H.     KNATGHBULL- 
HUGESSEN     (Kent,    Faversham) :     I 
wibh  to  say  a  few  words  in  explanation 
of  the  vote  I  am  about  to  give.     If  I 
thought  this  Bill  had  been  introduced 
or  was  intended  as  a  final  settlement  of 
the  question,  my  vote  would  be  given 
for    the  Instruction,    because    I    agree 
witli  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Eye  in   most   of    his  remarks,  and 
also  in  what  he  has  said  of  the^altered  j 
condition  of  agriculture.     In  1836,  when  ^ 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  was-  passed^ 
this   country   had   not  embarked  n^n. 
that  nnhap^y  ftsea\  ^V\si^> '«\iA^  \va&- 
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cwppled,  if  it  has  not  abBolotely  ruined, 
that  industry  which  gentle  men  on  both 
sides  profess  to  consider  the  most  im- 
pdrtant  of   British   industries— f  mean 
agriculture.      Had   it  been   anticipated 
that    such    a    terrible    fall    in    prices, 
and  such  terrible  damage  to  the  agri- 
•aulture  of  the  country,  would  have  fol- 
Jowed»  I  cannot  think  that  we  should 
have  had  the   tithe  imposed  upon   the 
owner  as  it  is  now.     I  am  well  aware 
that  the  question  of  i*e-valuation  ia  one 
of  enormous  difficulty  ;  in  the  opinion 
of  some,  and  I  lielieve  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  is  one  of  in- 
superable diffieutty.     I,  myself^   believe 
that  in  the  re-valuation  of  the  tithe  will 
be  found  the  only  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion,    I  am  sorry  to  hear  from  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  ot  Trade  that  nothing 
is  to  be  referred  to  the  Commission  but 
the  question  of  redemption.  1  had  hoped, 
find    still  hope,    the  right  hon    Gentle- 
man will  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  Cora- 
imssion,  and  arlopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  fis  to  the  inclusion 
•of  the  question    of  re- valuation.     1  do 
not,    however,    think    that    these   con 
siderationa  need  occupy  our  attention  at 
the  present  moment,  nor  do  I  say  that 
my  voting    against   the    Motion    to-day 
will  prevent  me  from  supjiorting  a  pro- 
posal for  the  consideration  of  I'e- valuation 
and    re-adjustment,  if  it  is   made  on  a 
fitting  occasion,  from  whatever  quarter 
it  may  come.     The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man, in  introducing  the  Bill,  stilted  that 
this  waa  not  a  measure  for  the  appre- 
ciation or  depreciation  of  titiie,  but  for 
facilitating  its  collection  and  making  the 
owner,  not  the  occupier,  responsible  for 
its  payment.      As  tliese  are  two   good 
objects,  and  as  the  effect  of  the  Instruc- 
tbn  would  be    to  kill    the  measure,  I 
ehftll    give    my   hearty  support    to  the 
BilL      I    must,    however,  say — and    in 
this  I  speak  for  a  great  many  agricul- 
tural Members  in  the  House— that  our 
siupport   will    be    a    great    deal    more 
hearty   if  the   Government    feel  thera- 
fl&lves  able  to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Saffnin  Walden,  which 
is  regarded  as  of  great  importance. 

•(9.7.)  Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E., 
Bug  by) :  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
Oovernment  do  not  feel  themselves  able 
to  accept  this  Inatrnction,  and  I  am  sure 
many  hon.  Members  will  lie  disappointed 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  cannot  see  his  way 


to  include  within  the  scope  of  the  in- 
quiry  by   the    Koyal    Commiision    tha 
question  of  the  re- valuation  of  tithe.     I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
consider his  decision,  and  I  am  sure  that 
if  he  does  so,  and  will  refer  the  question 
of  revision  to  the  Commission,  my  hon. 
Friend  will  withdraw  his  Instruction.    I 
have  never  been  able  to  understand  why^ 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  there  is  such 
a  fear  of  revision    of  tithe,     I  will  ^s^ 
further,    and   say  I  do  not  understand 
why  there  is  so  much  fear  of  a  reduction 
in   the  total   amount  of    tithe    in   the 
present  depressed   state  of  agriculture. 
I   disagree    altt:>gether    with    the    hon. 
Member  for  Leicester.     I  do  not  under- 
stand   why,   if  the    burden  of  tithet  ia 
unjust,    it    should    not    be    alleviated. 
Whether  the  tithe  is  Church  proj^)erty — 
as  the  P^rty  opposite  hold  that  it  is — or 
national  property,  neitlier  the  Church  nor 
the  nation  ought  to  desire  to  derive  from 
it  a  revenue  which  is  unjust.     It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  when  the  settlement  wa« 
made  in  1836  tlie  present  state  of  things 
wns  never  contemplated.    It  is  not  quite 
correct  to  say  that  tithe  is  an  absolutely 
fixed  amount  like  a  rent-charge,  because 
the  Act  of  183(3  provides  that  it  shall 
vary  according  to  the  septennial  average* 
No  doubt,  when  it  was    provided  that 
there   should   be   a   septennial  average, 
based  on  the  prices  of  wheat,  harleyt  and 
oats,  that  very  basis  was  established  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  chai^  abso- 
lutely fair.     But    we    must    all    know 
that  the    septennial  average   on    wheat, 
barley,  and  oats  is  not  now  a  fair  one* 
The  relative  prices  of  these  descriptions 
of  grtiiu  have  changed,  and  there  is  a  just 
demand  for  revision  of  tithe,  even  if  it  ii 
only  to  alter  the  products  on  which  the 
septennial  average  is  baeed.      In  many 
ordinary  cases  the  tithe  bears  so  heavily 
that    it  is  called  »  second  rent,  and  it 
falls  practically  upon  the  tenant  farmer. 
The  cause  of  its  bearing  so  heavily  is  to 
be   fountl   in  the  depi-ession  which  has 
ix*curred  in   the    agricultural    industry. 
In    one    of    the    parishes    I    have    the 
honour  torepresent — Hilton,  near  Rugby 
—the  tithe  was  apportioned  in  184  L     A 
valuer  was  sent  down  from  London,  and 
he  went  to  work  in  a  very  haphaiard 
way.     He,  as  I  am  informed,  went  on 
the  land,  inquired  of  the  labourers  what  it 
was  likely   to  produce,  and   what   was 
likely  to  be   the  value  of  the  produce* 
and  he  apportioned  the  tithe  accordinglj. 
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What  has  been  the  resnlt  f  Why, 
thftt  fields  ndjoining  cue  another,  hav- 
ing exactly  the  same  qaahty  of  land 
and  the  same  tillat^e,  have  to  \my  tithe 
of  48.  an  acre,  6s.,  8a.,  and  even  lOs.  an 
acre.  It  comes  io  thiff,  that  in  that  parish, 
land— in  respect  of  which  the  owner 
pays  the  tithe — produces  to  him  23s.  rent, 
and  ho  has  to  pay  10s,  worth  of  tithe* 
In  1841,  when  the  apportionraeot  was 
made,  corn,  I  believe  I  am  right  in  say- 
ing, was  64h.  4d.  per  quarter*  A  gentle- 
man who  happrms  to  bo  an  owner  of 
land  in  that  parish — a  good  Conservative, 
I  believe,  and  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — writes — 

"Itbinkitiflfrwnod,*' 
speaking  of  the  Tithe  Act, 
''in  ibe  iateresta  of  the  clergy  &Dd  with  no 
regard  to  thoio  of  the  tithepayer.  If  the  titbe 
hail  hmtn  re -apportioned  there  mipht  have  b«en 
no  necestity  to  »ue  the  landlord  in  the  County 
Court.  But  this  Bill  onnblea  the  parson  to  get 
bit  potiad  of  fle«h,  whether  it  is  just  or  other- 
WlBe*  ♦  ,  .  -  To  exact  from  the  Und  the 
proportion  of  tithe  now  which  ns^d  to  be 
paid  when  corn  waa  double  the  price,  ia,  to  my 
mind,  dish  on  tst  and  arbitrary.  This  Bill  will 
not  settle  the  inAtter.  It  will  only  embitter 
the  laity  aRftinut  the  dergy,  aod,  perbapH. 
caoae  the  latter  to  be  leas  i^Bteemed  generally/' 

The  Bill  itself  contains  provisions  for 
the  revision  of  titb<>,  as  it  says  that  where 
the  tithe  amounts  to  two- third  a  the 
annnal  value  of  the  land  it  shall  not 
exceed  that  amonnt.  This,  however, 
will  only  touch  very  exceptional  cases. 
Some  hon.  Member  soid  the  other  night 
that  he  did  not  suppose  there  were  100 
cases  in  the  whole  country  where  the 
tithe  exceeded  two-thirds  of  the  annuul 
value.  I  do  not  know*  alxiut  that,  hut 
wo  can  see  that  those  cases  dealt  with  in 
the  Bill  must  be  very  rare  as  cornpircd 
with  the  great  majority  of  cases  in  which 
no  relief  whatever  in  given.  The  very 
essence  and  origin  of  tithe  is  that  it 
ought  to  bear  some  prr»pirttnn  tti  the 
actual  value  of  the  produce  of  the  land, 
and  oui^ht  not  to  be  regulated  by  the 
prices  of  other  prc»dace  which  the  land 
docs  not  yitld.  Well,  if  that  is  to  be 
done  there  should  be  some  revision  of 
tithe,  and,  accordingly,  I  shall  give  my 
vote  to-night  for  the  hon.  Mtniber  for 
Eye*  I  hope  that  before  ihe  Pie^dent 
of  the  Board  of  Tratie  niov»»s  the  aji|)oint- 
ment  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Redemption  of  Tithe  he  will  see  his  way 
to  enlai^e  the  6CL>pe  of  the  Commission, 
and  include  the  revision  of  tithe. 


(9.18.)     Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Somer 

set,  N.)  •  I  do  not  believe  that  there  can 
bo  any  lasting  settlement  of  this  qn ca- 
tion unless  the  matter  of  re-valuation  in- 
dealt  with.  It  seems  to  me,  ho w^ ever,  that 
to  attempt  to  indude  that  Ruhject  in  thi& 
Bill  would  be  to  kill  the  measure,  as  so 
many  measures  have  been  killed  before. 
This  Bill  is  desired  in  Engknd  as  well 
as  in  Wales,  not  only  by  the  clergy  but 
by  many  other  people.  I  hope  that  the 
scope  of  the  Commissioners'  inquiries 
will  be  so  enlarged  as  to  enable  them  ta 
deal  with  the  point  to  which  I  have 
referred,  Surely  it  is  ridiculously  incon* 
sistent  that  in  one  place  the  tithe  should 
be  in  excess  of  the  rent,  and  that  it 
should  bo  far  below  it  in  places  adjacent. 
The  machinery  for  re-valuation  is  ready 
to  hand,  and  if  the  Government  hold 
ont  no  hope  that  the  demand  for  it  will 
be  met,  great  dissatisfaction  will  be 
caused.  However,  as  I  have  said,  the 
question  of  revision  goes  beyond  the  scope 
of  tliis  Bill, 

♦(9.20.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  N.)  :  When  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye 
moved  thie  Motion  last  Session  the  cir- 
cumstances were  entirely  different.  The- 
Government  hud  brought  forward  a  Bill 
which  did  not  give  satisfactory  relief  in 
the  direction  in  which  this  Bill  gives 
relief.  There  was  no  provision  in  it 
for  dealing  with  exeeptionaily  hai-d 
cases  where  the  tithe  is  so  heavy 
that  it  prevents  the  satisfactory  letting 
of  the  land.  The  present  measure 
does  deal  with  such  cases,  proyiding 
for  remissions  of  tithe  where  the  charge 
exceeds  twfH thirds  of  the  rental  value  of 
the  land.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  con- 
fusion introduced  into  this  Debate  by  re- 
ferring to  tithe  in  general  terms.  There 
is  no  such  thing  as  tithe  iu  districts  in 
the  sense  of  a  charge  or  rate  of  so  much 
in  the  £1,  or  so  much  per  acre.  Prior 
to  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  in  1836 
the  tithe  was  levied  in  kind.  Tlie  tithe 
ow  nor  took  a  certain  share  of  the  produce 
of  the  land,  but  the  Commutation  Aci 
altered  all  that.   According  to  Sir  Robert 

Peel— 

'*  The  object  of  the  Act  was  to  get  a  fixed 
money  payment  in  Iteu  of  tithe,  and  thus  to  put 
an  end  to  the  discoumgement  of  ngriculiura) 
improTeinentd  and  the  demand  for  increaaed 
rilhe  in  proportion  to  improvementa.'* 

The  tithe  rent-charge  was  put  on 
particular  land.  It  w  as  to  vary  acc<ird- 
ing  to  certain  COTU  ax^T^^^^  ^\A!t^  Vvi^ 
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had,  perhaps  I  not  so  large  an  effecb 
»8  Hon,  Gentlemen  representing  agri- 
caltaral  constituencies  desire.  Still, 
they  have  had  an  appreciable  and 
important  effect  on  the  actual  money 
payments  in  lien  of  tithe.  Hon,  Mem* 
bei-s  have  only  to  refer  to  the  very 
useful  table  issued  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Com  mission  el's  to  show 
the  opei'ation  of  the  corn  averages. 
The  operation  ol  the  corn  averages 
has  largely  reduced  tithe  in  accord- 
ance with  the  altered  conditions  of  agri* 
culture,  lo  1883  tithe  was  about 
par  price — that  is  to  say^  XlOO  of 
tithe  produced  £100  4s.  lOd.,  but  under 
the  operation  of  the  corn  averages 
XI 00  of  tithe  has  been  reduced  to 
X78  Is,  9d. — some  think  there  will  be 
ji  further  reduction,  to  £73  or  £72. 
Therefore^  there  ia  a  gradual  and  appre- 
ciable diminution  of  tithe  in  accord- 
ance with  the  altered  condition  of  agri- 
culture. Lay  tithes  are  sold,  not  as  a 
right  to  take  tithe  in  particular  dis- 
tricts, but  as  sums  of  money  payable 
annually  out  of  particular  lunds.  Tlie 
people  who  own  these  landii  bought 
them  subject  to  the  tithe,  and  the  people 
who  buy  tithe  rent-cliarge  buy  fixed 
fiums  charged  upon  and  payable  out  of 
ptirticular  land, 

•Sra  J.  SWINBITRNE :  Out  of  pro- 
duce.    That  makes  a  deal  of  difference. 

♦Mr.  T,  H,  BOLTON  :  There  is  a  deed 
in  every  parish  which  is  called  the  Tithe 
Award  and  Appropriation,  and  tliat  deed, 
which  is  the  common  property  of  the 
landowner  and  the  tithe  receiver,  their 
common  title  deed,  in  fact,  states  that  on 
particular  parcels  of  land  or  on  par- 
ticular farms  there  is  charged  not  so 
mucli  per  acre  but  certain  sums  annually 
payable.  The  landowner  has  bought 
his  land  subject  to  the  payment  of  tiiis 
aunual  sum,  he  has  given  &o  much  less 
for  it  because  of  its  being  burdened  witli 
this  annual  charge.  What  is  now  pro- 
posed in  this  Instruction  is  a  revision 
of  tithe  and  a  readjustment.  What 
is  readjustment?  To  take  tithe  rent- 
charge  from  land  which  pays  it  at 
present,  and  put  it  on  land  which  does 
not  pay  it?  The  question  of  revision 
19  a  diJfft?rent  thing.  That  must  mean 
reduction — making  a  present  at  the 
exj)ense  of  the  tithe  owner  to  the 
landowner,  I  sympathise  with  my  hon. 
Friend  when  he  says  that  in  certain 
the  tithe  may  be  so  heavy  that 
JTr.  r,  H,  Boltmi 


it  may  prevent  cultivation  ol  the  land, 
and  prevent  either  the  tithe  owner  or 
the  landowner  deriving  benefit  from  the 
land,  and  that  the  State  should  oomo  in 
as  a  matter  of  public  policy,  and  re- 
vise the  tithe  ;  and  as  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  deals  not  only  with  the 
collection  of  tithe,  but  will  give  relief 
in  exeepttuuaUy  hard  cases,  1  shall 
cordially  support  it.  The  tithe  owner 
practically  hus,  under  the  existing  law, 

the    first    charge     upon    the    land 

[Sir  J.  SwiNBCENE :  Produce.]  That  is  a 
distinction  witliout  a  difference.  That 
sort  of  argument  would  have  been  very 
well  50  years  ago,  but,  under  the  Act  of 
1836,  tithe  is  now  rent-charge,  and 
property  has  Ixjen  bought  and  sold 
subject  to  tliis  rent-rlmrge  upon  the  land- 
It  is  absurd  to  argno  that  the 
charge  is  payable  out  of  the  pro- 
duce as  having  practical  application 
to  the  consideration  of  the  question. 
The  truth  is  that,  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, this  is  a  rent-charge  U[X>a  the 
land.  It  is  a  rent-charge,  wanting  certain 
conditions  and  advantages  usually  asso- 
ciated with  rent -charges,  but  it  is  none 
the  less  a  rent-chat^e.  It  is  true  you 
cannot  sell  the  land  to  pay  the  chaise, 
but  you  can  distrain,  and  if  there  is  not 
sufficient  distrej^s  you  can  take  possession 
of  the  land  and  hold  it,  and  that  is  a  very 
practical  remedy.  The  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment relieves  the  tenant,  and  puts  tiie 
tithe  on  tht/  ttindlord*s  shoulders.  To  that 
extent  it  is  a  most  satisfactory  measure. 
It  also  provides  that,  whenever  the  tithe 
is  so  heavy  that  it  threatens  to  wipe  the 
landowner  out  of  existence,  which  was 
never  intended  by  the  Act  of  1836,  the 
landowner  shall  have  the  right  to  claim 
a  reasonable  abatement  and  so  liave  a 
share  of  tlie  land.  As  a  matter  of  right, 
I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that  the 
landowner  would  have  very  little  case  ; 
bul  it  is  a  concession  made,  as  a  matter 
of  public  jwlicy,  in  a  generous  view  of 
the  relations  between  landowner  and 
tithe  receiver.  I  aiii  very  much  surprised 
that  Ti\'^  hon.  Friends  have  not  received 
the  Bill  with  cordiality  and  gratitude. 
I  know  t!»at  thrre  is  a  feeling  of 
dissatisfaction  in  certain  districts  as  to 
tithe.  But  tliis  dissatisfaction  to  a 
large  extent  rests  upon  a  want  of 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  til  he,  and  what  arc  the 
relative  interests  in  it,  and  what  are  the 
liabilities  connected  with  it.     I  agree  to 
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a  very  considerable  extent  with  the 
ftrgument  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leicester,  that  titbo  is 
public  property,  and  1  hope  altimately 
to  see  tithe  applied  to  public  uses.  I 
look  f»>rward  to  a  scheme  for 
the  redeniptioa  of  tithe*  which  will 
capitalise  the  value  of  the  tithe, 
and  fix  the  capital  yalue  upon  the  land, 
and  so  practically  get  rid  of  difficult 
questions  and  unpleasant  iiKsociations, 
while  preserving  tithe  a8  a  national  pro- 
perty for  public  uses.  I  do  not  want  to 
see  tit  lie  frittered  away  or  destroyed ; 
at  the  same  time  I  wish  to  see 
the  charge  levied  with  due  con- 
sideration, 1  cannot  vote  for  the  In- 
struction of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye, 
and  1  intend  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Bill 

♦(9.nS,)  Mr.  C.  W,  gray  (Essex, 
Maldon):Mr,  Deputy  Speaker,  the  rather 
long  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Paacraa  seemed  to  mo  more  in  the 
nature  uf  a  speech  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing than  one  confining  itself  to  the 
Instruction  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye. 
I  will  not  n<iw  attempt  to  traverse  his  ar 
gumonts,  witii  which  I  entirely  disagree. 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  was  quite 
consistent  in  the  «|>eech.  He  took 
very  high  ground  as  to  the  first  claim  of 
the  tithe  owner,  and  as  tf>  the  tithe 
rent-chargG  being  on  all-fours  with  a 
mortgage.  But  afterwards  he  did  admit 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  should  not 
leave  the  landowner  without  some  little 
share  i:i  the  value  of  his  property,  I  think 
the  two  ways  of  putting  it  are  rather 
inconsistent.  The  hon.  Member  for  Eye 
made  an  offer  t<i  the  Government  in 
reference  to  the  promised  Commission. 
The  Instruction  itself  is  a  verj^  clever 
one ;  I  am  sure  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  moving  it,  considering  that  he 
Bits  on  that  side  of  the  House,  was  also 
clever.  There  was  a  great  deal  in  it 
with  which  I  thoroughly  agree,  but  there 
is  a  little  difficulty  in  nnderstanding 
what  he  means  by  the  word  *'  revision,*' 
which  may  mean  a  little  or  a  great  deal. 
K  it  moans  a  re- valuation  of  the  tithe 
all  over  England  I  should  not  be  able 
to  agree  with  it.  I  could  not  stand  up 
in  my  place  and  ask,  for  specific  reasons, 
that  the  tithe  in  a  particular  locality 
should  be  lowered,  and  at  the  same 
time  not  allow,  for  the  very  same  reason, 
that  it  should  be  increased.  The  offer  of 
the  hon,  Member  forEyenotto  push  his  In. 


struction,  if  the  Government  would  allow 
the  question  of  tithe  averages,  in  thesfe 
altered  conditions  of  agriculture,  to  be 
included  in  the  reference  to  this  pro- 
mised Commission  seems  to  me  to  have 
put  some  of  us  who  sit  on  tin's  side  of 
the  Hnuse  in  a  somewhat  diffirult  and 
close  place.  I  certainly  think  that  this 
question  should  have  some  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  lieing  inquired  into.  I  think 
that  we  who  are  too  well  acquainted  with 
those  districts  where  things  have  be- 1 
come  80  altered  ought  to"  have  some 
liberal  and  fair  opportunitv  of  bringing 
our  grievances  before  this  House,  and 
having  our  cases  put  in  the  Journals 
of  the  House,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Government  can  positively  exclude 
some  evidence  upon  these  various  que5 
tions  from  being  put  before  the  Com- 
mission.  Last  year  I  present*  d  a  Petition 
signed  by  Members  on  all  sides  of  tho 
Hoose  asking  the  Government  to  give 
us  a  Commission  up<m  tithe  redemp- 
tion. I  do  not  quite  rrmember  the 
actual  wording  of  that  Petition,  but  I 
think  it  asked  for  a  Committee  or 
Commission,  in  the  first  pbice,  to  inquire 
wliether  there  was  any  necessity  for 
redemption,  ftnd  I  take  it  that  that  would, 
at  any  rate,  be  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Commission.  I  do  not  suppose  it  would 
l>e  taken  for  granted  that  redemption  is 
really  necessary.  HavinGf  made  the 
preliminary  inquiry,  1  think  the  door 
%vould  certainly  be  open  to  us  to  bring 
up  questions  such  as  we  have  heard 
j-aised  by  the  hon.  MemlK?r  for 
Eye  (Mr.  F,  S.  Stevenson.)  The 
knotty  point  for  the  Commission  would 
be  the  tenuR  to  bc^  set  up,  and  certainly  J 
we  of  the  Eastern  Counties,  where^ 
agricnlture  is  so  changed,  would  ne^-er 
listen  to  any  proposal  of  redemption  for 
the  same  number  of  years*  purchase  to] 
be  relieved  of  the  tithe  on  our  lands  iaj 
Essex  as  would  be  given  for  land] 
that  is  actually  worth  more  than  it  waal 
in  1836.  I  do  not  see  that  the! 
Government  could  prevent  a  cer^ 
tain  amount  of  evidence  being  taken 
on  questions  of  that  sort.  Tlie 
hon.  Member  was  good  enough  to 
say  he  would  not  press  the  Instruction, J 
to  a  Division  if  it  were  undcrstocd  that 
the  other  questions  I  have  referred  to 
should  be  brought  before  the  Commis- 
sion. If  that  should  l>c  the  case,  I  trufi 
that  some  evidence  at  least  wVU  bfe  '^^^ 
before  thai  \)ody  i«  Vxi  tNic  ^Wv^aqu  cR.  *0c«^ 
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farmers  of  the  Eastern  Counties  in  regard 
to  this  importtfcnt  subject. 

(9.46,)  Mr.  J:  ELLIS  (Leicestershire, 
Bob  worth) :  I  have  only  a  very  few 
words  to  say  upon  the  subject  noiv 
under  discussion,  but  I  desire,  on 
behalf  of  ray  constitttents  and  the 
agriculturists  of  Leicestershire  gone- 
rally,  to  say  that  it  would  afford  them 
very  general  sfitiafaction  if  Her  RLijesty's 
Govemnicnt  would  accept  the  suggestion 
contained  in  the  Instruction  moved  by 
the  Lon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  F,  S, 
Stevenson).  As  a  born  agriculturist  the 
question  is  one  in  which  I  myself  have 
taken  considerable  interest,  and  I  may 
say  that  there  is  a  very  strong  feeHng 
on  the  part  of  my  a<j;ri cultural  friends 
on  this  subject.  They  are  of  opinion 
tliat  the  measure  by  which  the  tithe  is 
collected  is  an  unfair  measure.  If  the 
bon.  Member  for  8t.  Pancras  were  right 
in  stating  that  at  the  Tithe  Gommnta- 
tiou  of  I806  a  certain  sum  had  been 
fixed  and  that  that  was  an  unalterable 
sum,  I  and  my  friends  would  have  been 
satisfied,  because  we  do  not  wish  unfairly 
to  lessen  the  amount  of  tithe.  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  tho  tithe  is 
public  property,  and  that  any  unfair 
lessening  of  the  amount  would  simply 
mean  the  handing  over  of  the  sum  thus 
deducted  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlords; 
but  I  must  repeat  that  I  think  the 
measure  under  which  the  tithe  is  at  pre- 
sent collected  is  an  unfair  one.  At  any 
rate,  the  subject  is  one  which  demands 
inquiry.  I  have  been  familiar  with  tlie 
way  in  which  barley  is  prepared  and 
dressed  for  tho  market  for  the  last  40  or 
50  year.*?,  and  I  can  state  that  the  altera- 
tion which  lias  taken  place  in  the  mode 
of  threshing  has  made  a  difference  in 
the  weight  of  the  barley  of  two  stones 
in  tho  quarter.  The  old  measure  under 
the  system  of  threshing  by  hand  was  15 
stones  to  the  sack,  whereas  under  the 
present  system  it  is  10  stones  to  the  sack. 
This,  I  assert,  is  one  of  those  things  which 
have  affected  the  amount  of  the  tithe. 
To  many  hon.  Members  this  may  seem 
to  be  only  a  small  matter.  But  when 
we  have  regard  to  the  fact  that  most  of 
the  barley  which  is  grown  in  Leicester- 
shire and  iu  the  Eastern  Counties  is  sent 
to  two  or  three  different  markets  and 
that  the  account  is  tl^ken  first  to  Hunt- 
ingdon, then  to  Leicester,  and  then  to 
burton,  we  have  before  us  a  state  of 
things  which  I  think  demands  some 
.¥k  a  IF.  Gray 


inquiry.  I  have  stated  that  the  measure 
is  not  the  same  as  it  was  in  1836,  and 
that  is  the  view  taken  by  my  agricuL 
tnral  friends  in  Leicestershire.  The 
tithe  is  not  oppressive  in  that  county^ 
because  the  conditions  of  farming  there 
are  different  from  those  which  apper- 
tain to  Essex.  In  Leicester  we  have 
what  is  called  mixed  farming,  and 
under  that  system  the  farmer  nitty 
escape,  whereas  in  the  Eastern  Counties 
he  cannot  escape  without  pay- 
ing the  full  amount  of  tithe.  I  do 
emphatically  urge,  on  behalf  of  the  agri- 
cultural tenants  of  England  generally, 
that  the  measure  by  which  the  tithe  15 
collected  should  be  inquired  into.  I 
cannot  see  why  Her  Majesty *&  Govern* 
ment  should  refuse  this  request.  I  say 
that  whatever  was  agreed  to  in  1836  was 
a  fair  settlement  as  between  the  landlord 
and  the  tithe  owner  ;  but  if  the  measure 
has  been  altered  in  the  meantime,  as  we 
aver  to  be  the  case,  we  ought  to  readjust 
it.  I  think  the  Government  are  quite 
right  in  placing  payment  of  tho  tithe  on 
the  landlord  instead  of  on  the  tenant. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  simple  pro- 
fK^ition,  and  I,  for  one,  am  of  opinion 
that  half  the  rates  ought  to  be  put  upoD 
the  landlord  in  the  same  way,  I  ani 
sure  the  Government  will  give  great 
satisfaction  to  their  followers  and  to  the 
agriculturists  at  large  if  they  will  allow 
the  inquiry  which  is  asked  for  into 
this  matter. 

(9.52.)  MB.D.A.THOMAS(Mertbyr 
Tjdvil) :  Before  this  discussion  closes,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
question  that  has  been  liaised .  Those 
who  take  tlie  same  view  as  myself  will 
either  vote  against  this  Instruction  or 
refrain  from  voting  altogether.  I  have 
listened  to  several  uf  the  speechts  that 
have  been  made  in  support  of  the  pro- 
jwsal,  and  I  have  as  yet  failed  to  find  any 
argument  in  favour  of  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  proposes  to  take.  In 
plaint  of  fact,  we  have  hardly  heard  11 
single  word  of  solid  argument  in  support 
of  the  Motion.  The  view  which  I  enter- 
tained upon  this  subject  was  well  ex- 
pressed in  the  course  of  last  Session  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
fur  Mid  Lothian,  namely,  that  the  tithe 
is  national  property,  and  I  think  that  we 
must  watch  with  jealous  care  any  attempt 
to  fritter  that  property  away.  Those 
who  support  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye 
have  been  very  frank  in  the  expression 
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of  their  views.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon  (M.r.  Gray)  said  that  for  his  part 
he  oonld  not  conscientiously  support  any 
proposal  to  re-appraise  the  tithe,  and  that 
the  term  equitable  possession  is  merely 
a  sounding  phrase  which,  in  reality, 
means  reduction.  We  are  not  prepared 
to  reduce  the  tithe.  If  it  be  necessary 
to  make  any  alteration  in  the  charges  on 
the  land  to  meet  the  altered  conditions  of 
agriculture,  it  should  come  out  of  the 
landowner,  and  not  out  of  the  tithe, 
which  is,  really,  national  property,  and 
when  this  Bill  comes  into  operation 
that  argument  will  be  still  more  ap- 
plicable, because  the  tithe  will  be 
a  first  charge  on  the  land  and  not 
on  the  produce  of  the  land.  Any  abate- 
ment of  the  tithe  must  consequently  be 
an  increase  on  the  value  of  the  land  to 
the  landlord.  This  is  the  reason  why,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  In- 
struction insists  on  going  to  a  Division,  I 
shall  feel  compelled  to  vote  against  it. 
We  who  take  this  view  are  the  more  dis- 
posed to  adopt  this  course  because  we 
believe  that  we  are  within  a  measurable 
distance  of  getting  this  national  property 
devoted  to  national  purposes. 

(9.56.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Saffron 
Walden) :  I  think.  Sir,  that  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  are 
identified  with  agricultural  constitu- 
encies are  at  the  present  moment 
between  cross  fires,  whether  from 
the  orthodox  cannon  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  or  the  bombardment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
St.  Pancras.  Bat  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  to  tliose  who  take  an  interest 
in  this  particular  subject  that,  for  my  part, 
and  that  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  have 
moved  and  supported  the  Instruction,  we 
are  quite  as  jealous  of  the  public  property 
as  those  who  oppose^  it  profess  them- 
selves to  be.  We  consider  the  tithe-rent 
charge  to  ba  national  prop3rty  allocated 
by  the  State  to  a  sp3ci6c  purpose,  and 
which  may  ho  allocated  by  the  State  to  a 
difEerent  purpose  if  Parliament  should 
so  decide.  Bat  we  who  havo  some 
knowledge  of  the  agricultural  districts, 
and  have  taken  some  trouble  to  inquire 
into  this  special  question,  have  formed 
very  strong  opinions  upon  it,  which  are 
opposed  to  those  of  the  hon.  Membirsfor 
St.  Pancras  and  Bosworth.  If  the  Libera- 
tion Party  join  with  the  Church  Party 
in  order  to  wring  the  last  farthing  out  of 
the  land,  it  is  probable  that  in  the  rural 
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districts  there  will  arise  an  agitation  for 
the  abolition  of  tithes  altogether.  This 
is  what  has  already  taken  place  upon 
the  Continent,  and  our  predecessors  in 
bringing  on  and  passing  the  Commuter 
tion  Act  of  1836  were  fully  alive  to  what 
was  then  taking  place  in  the  South  of 
Europe.  Lord  J.  Russell  referred  to  the 
case  of  Austria,  where  an  anti-tithe 
agitation  was  then  going  on.  He  pointed 
out  that  an  agitation  was  then  proceed- 
ing against  the  payment  of  tithe  in  that 
country,  an  agitation  which,  even  at  that 
time  was  likely  to  come  to  a  successful 
conclusion.  We  know  now  that  that 
agitation  has  succeeded  all  over  the 
Continent,  and  that  successful  agitation 
furnished  a  sufficient  warning  to  those 
who  are  engaged  in  passing  the  Act  of 
1836,  which  was  supposed  to  include 
some  reduction  of  the  corpus  of  the 
tithe.  Hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  agreed  to  that  reduction  in 
1836  because  they  .saw,  as  some  of  my 
hon.  Friends  on  this  side  do  not  see  at 
the  present  moment,  that  if  they  did 
not  agree  to  pay  a  tithe  they  were  likely 
to  lose  that  portion  of  the  national 
property  altogether.  It  is  absurd  to  call 
this  a  landlords'  question.  [Cries  of 
"  Question  !"]  I  feel  sure  the  House  will 
admit  that  I  am  applying  myself  dis- 
tinctly to  the  Instruction,  which  is  the 
question  now  before  us.  Hon.  Members 
say  this  is  purely  a  landlords'  question, 
but  let  those  hon.  Members  go  down  to 
the  rural  districts  and  hear  what  the 
farmers  have  to  say  on  the  subject.  You 
may  tell  them  that  it  is  theoretically  and 
logically  a  landlords'  question,  but  you 
will  never  convince  the  farmers  of  the 
Eastern  and  Southern  Counties  or  any 
of  the  corn-growing  districts,  that  the 
money  comes  directly  out  of  the  pockets 
of  tho  landlords,  and  not  out  of  the 
produce  of  the  land.  In  other  words, 
they  believe  that  an  excessive  tithe  is  a 
hindrance  and  injury  to  agriculture,  and 
not  a  mere  matter  of  debit  and  credit 
on  the  landlords'  bankers'  books.  I  sup- 
port the  Instruction  of  my  hon.  Friend 
for  this  reason,  that  I  am  certain  that 
any  revision  of  tithe  must  include  a 
preliminary  inquiry  as  to  whether  a 
revision  is  necessary  or  not.  One  special 
argument  that  has  been  put  before  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion  has  never 
been  answered  by  any  Member  who  has 
spoken  on  this  subject,  and  I  am 
assured  that  theagrvcivdtxrc^VciQii^^^ 
2  B 
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would  I  very  much  like  to  hear  some 
definite  and  distinct  statement  of  the 
Government  npon  it.  In  my  opinion, 
the  great  argument  for  any  inquiry  into 
the  Act  of  1836  is  this,  and  it  goes  to 
the  vital  principle  of  that  Act,  namely, 
if  we  can  show  that  our  predecessors 
were  wrong  in  calculating  what  should 
be  taken  as  the  measu«re  on  which  the 
tithe  rent-charge  should  be  valued,  we 
must  admit  that  we  have  gone  into  the 
central  principle  of  the  measure  of  1836 
in  order  to  make  out  some  of  the  grounds 
on  which  we  say  that  the  inquiry  asked 
for  should  be  granted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  argument  is  this,  that  by 
the  choice  of  the  three  cereals — wheat, 
barley,  and  oats — in  the  Act  of  1836  it 
was  intended  that  the  tithe  rent-charge 
should  in  the  future  be  a  fluctuating 
amount,  in  the  same  way  as  tithe  in 
kind  had  fluctuated  in  the  past.  And 
that  contention  is  borne  out  by  the 
speech  of  Lord  Lansdowne — to  which  I 
have  referred — on  the  occasion  of  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords.  And 
if  it  be  true  that  the  three  cereals  were 
taken  because  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
f  ramers  of  the  Act  that  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  should  iu  the  future  fluctuate, 
it  must  be  obvious  to  the  House 
at  the  present  moment  that  the 
mode  of  taking  the  corn  averages 
as  proved  by  the  evidence  brought  before 
the  Committee,  and  as  recognised  by 
everyone  who  understands  agricultural 
matters — is  utterly  and  entirely  wrong. 
If  the  tithe  rent- charge  is  to  fluctuate 
according  to  the  produce  of  the  soil,  you 
must  take  the  whole  of  that  produce. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  shakes  his  head  at 
that  argument,  but  let  us  take  the  con- 
verse way  and  see  how  It  works  out.  If 
the  three  cereals  were  not  chosen  in  order 
that  the  tithe  should  fluctuate  as  it  had 
done  in  the  past,  why,  then,  were  they 
selected  ?  We  are  told  it  was  because 
they  considered  at  that  time  that  the 
three  cereals  would  be  less  fluctuating  in 
the  ratio  of  exchange  of  other  articles 
than  money.  In  other  words,  our  pre- 
decessors in  1836  imagined  that  money 
— that  gold — would  depreciate  in  the 
future  as  it  had  done  in  the  past,  and 
they  imagined  so  with  some  reason  and 
justice  :  for  as  we  have  been  reminded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Faversham,  the 
iniquitous  Free  Trade  Bill  had  not  been 
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passed,  and  at  that  time,  too,  theytiagd 
no  idea  that  giant  steamers  would  travel 
across  the  ocean  with  cargoes  pf  coini,  and 
accomplish  the  journey  in  a  f^w  day9f 
Therefore,  they  thought  that  though  the 
population  of  the  country  might  increase, 
the  value  of  com  would  not  decrease, 
though  that  of  gold  might  do  so.  What 
has  heippened  ?  At  the  present  moment 
is  there  any  sound  financier  who  would 
take  corn  as  a  stable  standard  of  value  ? 
Absolutely  the  reverse  of  what  .was 
anticipated  by  our  predecessors,  wjio 
carried  the  Act  of  1836  has  come 
about.  If  you  say  it  is  wrong  thai 
the  corn  averages  were  intended  to  fluc- 
tuate as  the.  tithe  had  fluctuated  in  the 
past,  or,  if  you  take  the  converse  of  the 
proposition,  that  the  three  cereals  were 
chosen  as  the  stable  standard  of  value, 
you  will  «ee  that  the  conclusion  is  utterly 
wrong.  '  These  are  arguments  whidi 
should  receive  some  answer  from  the 
Government.  If  either  of  them  be  true, 
then  it  is  obvious  that  the  Act  of  18^6 
has  failed  in  a  very  vital  principle. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  that 
Her  Majesty  8  Government  have  stood 
on  very  firm  ground  as  long  as  they 
called  the  Act  of  1836  a  solemn  covenant, 
but  as  they  have  chosen  to  open  it  with- 
out being  asked  they  have  lost  that 
sound  basis.  Having  done  so,  they 
cannot  deny  that  the  question  of  having 
some  inquiry  is,  at  all  events,  deserving^ 
of  attention. 
•(10.9.)  Sib  J.  GOLDSMID  (St. 
Pancras,  S.) :  It  has  been  suggested  Uiat 
this  Instruction  has  been  brought  forward 
in  the  interests  of  the  tenant  farmer, 
but  I  think  I  can  show  from  experience 
it  is  nothing  of  the  sort.  I  believe  it  is 
absolutely  in  the  interests  of  the  land* 
lord.  We  were  told  just  now  that  lan(} 
is  not  affected  by  the  payment  of 
tithe.  The  fact  is,  that  as  a  result  of 
the  passing  of  the  Extraordinary  Tithe 
Redemption  Bill,  which  made  the  land* 
lord  liable  for  the  extraordinary 
tithe,  the  tenant  simply  asks  the 
landlord  what  the  rent  is,  without  going 
into  the  question  of  what  that  tithe  is 
which  the  landlord  pays.  That  has  been 
the  case  with  regard  to  extraordinary 
tithe,  and  it  will  happsn  in  this  case-also. 
Therefore,!  thinkitis  in  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  that  this  Instruction  should  not 
bo  carried.  The  Government  have  deteov 
mined  to  examine  into  the  question  of  re* 
demption ;  and,  for  xa^  own  part,  I  do  not 
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see  why  the  landlord  should  not  be  allowed 
to  redeem  this  tithe,  with  which  he  alone 
18  coniverned,  as  he  ha.s  been  allowed  to 
rodecDi  the  extraordinary  tithe.  The 
working  of  the  Bill  fur  the  redemption 
of  extraonlinary  tithe  has  been  of 
immense  advantage  to  the  tenants,  and 
if  the  Government  follow  the  course 
they  have  pi^omised,  equal  advantage 
will,  I  believe,  accrue  from  the  rcdcmp* 
tion  of  the  ordinary  tithe,  I  do  think, 
then,  that  the  adoption  of  this  Instruction 
can  only  do  harm  to  the  tenant. 

(10.15.)  Mr;.  A.  J.  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  W,)  :  As  I  had  the  honour 
last  Session  of  seconding  the  Instruction 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  has 
again  moved,  I  venture  again  to  address 
the  House  upon  this  very  complicated 
subject.  But  I  will  not  occupy  the  tinte 
of  hon.  Members  more  than  a  few 
minutea  in  explaining  ray  attitude 
in  regard  to  this  Instruction,  If 
I  thought  for  one  moment  that  the 
revision  of  tithe  was  going  to  rt^duco 
the  aggregate  value  of  what  in  Wales,  at 
all  events,  wo  look  upon  as  national 
property,  I  should  not  support  the 
Instruction,  but  I  am  convinced  that 
it  will  not  liave  that  effect  If  I 
understood  the  Instruction  to  mean 
simply  that  you  are  t<i  go  iot<3  the  tpies^ 
tion  of  the  amount  of  tithe  now  payable 
in  such  counties  as  Kssex,  Suffolk, 
Hampshire,  and  Wiltshire,  which  are 
suffering,  as  I  think  unfairly,  through 
the  methods  of  taking  the  proportion  uf 
the  produce  of  the  land  to  be  paid,  I 
would  not  vote  for  it;  but  I  understand 
it  to  bo  a  question  of  a  re-oonsideration 
of  the  way  in  which  averages  are  at 
present  taken,  wnth  a  view,  if  necessary, 
to  the  entire  re- valuation  of  the  country 
as  regards  this  taxation.  Surely  it  is 
not  unreasonable  to  say  that  if  you  begin 
to  tamper  with  the  Act  of  1836  the 
Government  ought  to  include  in  the 
inquiry  which  I  understand  they  are  pre- 
pared to  grant,  the  whole  question  of  the 
present  tithe  averages^  Such  an  inquiry 
would  sntisfy  the  country.  Last  Session 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
made  a  significant  statement  when  he 
"warned  the  House  that  if  an  Instruction 
were  accepted  with  reference  to  the 
over-burdened  corn-growing  districts  in 
the  Ea,st  of  England  the  consequences 
might  be  rati  er  awkward  for  the  whole 
of  the  tithepaying  owners  throughout 
the  kingdom.     I  cannot  help  thinking 
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that  that  may  bo  the  reason  why  the 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  ext^jrid 
this  inquiry,  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  if  the  averages  were  based  ou 
wheat  alone,  the  value  of  £100  tithe 
rent-charge  of  1 83G  wolild  ndw  he 
£59  13s.  ;  if  based  on  meat  alone  it 
would  be  £133;  if  on  meat  and  wheat 
togetlier  it  would  he  £96  ;  while  if  on 
wheat,  meat,  barley,  and  oats,  instead 
of  £5i),  it  would  be  £93  Cs.  I  citnnofc 
help  thinking  that  if  wc  went  thn roughly 
int^*  tlie  wliole  question  before  a  Royal 
Commission,  it  would  mean  this,  that 
the  tax  upon  corn-growing  areas 
throughout  the  country  would  be 
largely  reduced  by  spreading  it  over  the 
whole  produce  of  the  land. 

(10.21.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)': 
My  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  i** 
apparently  in  favour  of  the  creation  of  a 
new  tithe  altogether.  I  think  that  that 
is  a  totally  unacceiitablo  idea.  My  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  Saffron  Walden 
concluded  his  speech  by  saying  that  the 
Government  were  tnmpring  with  the 
settlement  of  1836.  I  cannot  acknovT- 
iedge  that  for  a  moment.  They  (tre 
simply  enforcing  what  was  understood 
in  1836,  namely,  that  the  landlord 
should  pay  the  tithe.  But  mj  boa 
Friend,  in  order  to  press  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  for  making  I  his 
revision,  dealt  with  the  very  great 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  agri- 
culture in  modern  times.  It  waa  just 
because  the  statesmen  of  1836  felt  that 
changes  were  coming  on  that  they  sought 
to  make  a  settlement  once  for  all  which 
need  not  ever  be  disturbed.  It  is  well- 
known  that  the  tithe  owners  at  that  time 
thought  they  were  making  a  great  sur- 
render, for  they  naturally  expected  thai 
agriculture  would  improve,  and  that  that 
improvement  would  lead  to  an  increase 
in  the  value  of  the  produce.  But  Lord 
John  Russell  and  other  statesmen  held  at 
that  time  that  any  increaBc  in  the  value  of 
the  produce  of  the  soil  should  be  equally 
divided  between  the  farmer  and  the 
landlord.  That,  indeed,  was  the  effect 
of  the  settlement  of  1836,  and  it,  there- 
fore, seems  to  me  that  the  arguments  as 
to  changes  in  the  system  of  agriculture 
are  irrelevant.  My  hon.  Friend  asks  for 
an  inquiry  which  is  to  result  in  what  he 
calls  an  equitable  revision  of  tithes. 
Does  he  mean  lowering  the  tithe  in  one 
place  and  raising  it  in  another  ?  W0  all 
know  that  the  ral%\v.^  ol  xXiX^W^jCft^fe^-^, 
2  B  2 
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and  therefore  what  mj  hon.  Friend 
means  is  simply  a  redaction  of  the  tithe. 
I  maintain  that  the  nation  owns  the  tithe, 
and  that  to  reduce  it  would  be  simply 
to  rob  the  nation  of  it,  and  against 
that  I  must  most  emphatically  protest 
We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  this 
bding  a  burden  on  agriculture.  But  is 
it  a  burden  on  agriculture  to  put  a 
oharge  on  the  landlord  ?  Of  course,  if 
you  put  a  specially  unfair  charge  on  the 
farmer  I  can  understand  its  being  a 
burden  on  agriculture.  But  that  is  not 
the  case  with  the  landlord.  If  the  land- 
lord's interest  in  the  land  docs  not  yield 
him  a  legitimate  return  for  his  capital 
theu  he  can  make  the  land  over  to  the 
public.  It  is  not  necessary  for  him  to 
hold  it  as  a  losing  concern.  R2garding 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  a 
movement  towards  the  reduction  of  tithe, 
which  I  contend  would  be  a  robbery 
of  the  nation,  I  shall  certainly  vote 
against  it. 

•(10.28.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
ABOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
>Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  listened  to  a  Debate  in  which 
nthe  proposition  before  the  House  was 
80  conclusively  negatived  on  its  own 
imerits  by  those  who  supported  it. 
The  Motion  is  that  it  should  be  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they 
should  have  power  to  insert  clauses  in 
this  Bill  providing  for  an  equitable 
revision  of  the  tithe  in  accoraance  with 
the  altered  conditions  of  agriculture. 
Therefore,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude  that 
before  this  Motion  was  placed  on  the 
Paper  its  supporters  had  some  definite 
idea  as  to  the  way  in  which  they  would 
jKarry  out  their  views,  and  were  prepared 
Avith  clauses  for  that  object.  But  now 
'^ha  hon.  Member  who  placed  the  Motion 
<m  the  Paper,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
.SafiEron  Walden  who  supported  it,  in- 
Klicato  that  what  they  really  want  is 
an  inquiry  into  the  matter.  I  confess 
I  Cannot  understand  why  the  Mem- 
.ber  for  Saffron  Walden,  if  he  desires 
.an  inquiry  and  is  not  prepared  with 
.clauses,  did  not  move  the  other  day  the 
Motion  of  which  he  has  given  notice.  The 
hon.  Member's  speech  to-day  was  an  echo 
of  what  he  said  on  Monday.  The  whole 
pith  of  it  was  a  desire  for  an  ideal 
revision  of  tithes.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber' for  Suffolk  has  repeated  the 
/speech  he  made  last  Session  and 
on  Monday,  and  I  do  not  think,  there- 
J//'.  JHcton 


fore,  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
deal  with  the  arguments  of  these  two 
hon.  Members  at  any  length.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  Instruction  is  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  kill  the  Bill.  They  want  to  be 
able  to  overload  the  Notice  Paper  with 
Amendments  upon  every  conceivable 
subject  relating  to  tithe,  and  so  to  make 
it  impossible  to  carry  the  Bill  through. 
Committee  in  any  reasonable  time. 
The  Bill  is  smaller  than  that  of  last 
year,  and  deals  solely  with  an  altera- 
tion in  the  liability  for  tithes  and  the 
mode  of  recovery,  and  to  raise  upon  it  all 
those  questions  that  have  been  previoualj 
debated  would,  I  think,  be  an  abuse  of 
the  forms  of  the  House.  Among  those 
questions  is,  first,  that  of  the  mode  of  tak- 
ing com  averages.  If  any  hon.  Member  de- 
sires to  alter  the  present  mode,  and  will 
submit  any  practical  proposals  on  the 
point  to  the  House,  they  will  receive 
fair  consideration.  But  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  cannot  see  how  anyone  can  ascertain 
the  market  value  of  corn  that  is  never 
taken  to  the  market  at  all,  or  how  it 
would  be  possible,  considering  the  great 
difficulty  that  is  now  felt  in  obtain- 
ing Returns  from  dealers  in  com,  to 
alter  that  system  for  one  under  which 
it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain  Returns 
from  a  different  and  a  far  larger  class  of 
men,  namely,  the  farmers,  who  sell  com 
in  the  first  instance.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  the  proportions  of  the  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  grain  which  form  the 
subject  of  the  corn  averages,  and  of  these 
cases  of  special  apportionment,  owing  to 
which  it  may  happen  that  one  field  may 
have  a  tithe  rent-charge  of  10s.  per  acre, , 
and  another  next  to  it  only  5s.,  or  28.  fid. 
Next  comes  the  question  of  revision, 
which  in  the  view  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Suffolk  and  Saffron  Walden  means 
solely  a  lowering  of  the  tithes.  But,  as 
has  been  pointed  out,  if  equitable  revi- 
sion means  anything  it  must  mean  not 
only  the  lowering  the  tithe  where  it  is 
too  high,  but  raising  it  where  it  is  too 
low.  That  would  involve  the  re-opening 
of  the  settlement  of  the  Act  of  1836,  a 
course  which  no  Commission  would 
recommend,  and  which  no  House  of 
Commons  would  sanction.  If  hon. 
Members  want  the  tithe  lowered  in 
cases  where  there  has  been  great  depre- 
ciation in  the  value  of  land,  that  is  pre- 
cisely what  we  propose  to  do  in  the  third 
clause  of  the  Bill.  If  hon.  Members  are 
dissatisfied  with  Clause  3  as  it  stands, 
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which  provides  for  revision  ia  certain 
caaes,  let  them  move  Amendmenta  to 
carry  ont  their  wishes,  and  their  pro- 
posals will  bi3  considered.  The  Govern- 
ment look  OM  thiit  mivtter  as  one  to  be 
settled  by  the  Honse  on  its  merits, 
though  when  the  time  comes  I  shall  be 
able  to  defend  the  proposals  ol  the 
Government.  We  are  asked  if  it  would 
be  possible  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  the  third  clause  in  relief  of  the  tithe- 
payer  without  application  to  the  County 
Conrt.  Of  course  it  would  be.  The 
tithepayer  can  show  his  assessment  to 
the  Income  Tax,  and  if  that  shows  that 
the  tithe  is  more  than  two-thirds  of  the 
value  of  the  land,  no  titlie  owner  would 
be  aach  a  fool  as  to  apijeal  to  the 
County  Court.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
there  would  be  any  necessity  to 
appeal  to  the  County  Court  at  all. 
The  pith  of  the  Debate  has  been  in  the 
demand  for  an  inquiry.  What  hon. 
members  seem  to  desire  is  that  there 
should  be  a  sort  of  general  and  roving 
inquiry  into  all  the  questions  I  have 
referred  to,  including,  of  course^  the  sub- 
ject of  the  equitable  revision  of  tithes, 
but  I  must  say  at  once  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  assent  to  such 
an  inquiry.  They  do  not  believe  that  an 
inquiry  into  the  equitjible  revision  of 
tithes  would  lead  to  any  practical  result. 
They  believe  that  the  depreciation  of 
agriculture  which  they  deplore  ousjht  to 
be  met  by  temporary  relief  in  the  way 
proposed  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 
But  although  the  Government  propose 
strictly  to  confine  the  inquiry  by  a  Royal 
Commission  to  the  subject  of  redemj> 
tion,  yet  I  eutii-cly  agree  with  what  was 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Maid  on, 
that  an  inquiry  into  the  question  of 
redemption  must  also  have  regtkrtl  to  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  each  particular  case*  Last 
Session  we  proposed  to  abolish  tbe  exist- 
ing law  with  regard  to  redemption,  and 
to  enact  that  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
should,  in  certain  cases,  with  the  consent 
of  both  parties,  iix  the  price  at  which 
the  tithe  rent-cliarge  should  bo  re- 
deemed, and  that  in  fixing  that  price 
they  should  have  regard  to  certain  con- 
siderations of  much  the  same  kind  as 
those  taken  int43  account  by  the  Com  mis- 
sioners  who  carried  out  the  Act  for  the 
redemption  of  extraordinary  tithe  rent- 
charge.     One  of  those  considerations  was 


any  such  increase  or  decrease  in  the  pro- 
portion  between  the  annual  value  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  and  the  annual  value 
of  the  lands  cut  of  which  it  issues  «s 
might  affect  the  security  of  the  rent- 
charge  :  and  this  is  a  point  which,  in  ray 
opinion,  must  necessarUy  come  before 
any  Commission  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  Redemption.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  any  longer,  and  will  only  further 
express  the  hope  that  tbe  House  will 
reject,  by  a  decisive  majority,  the  In- 
struction, which  is  meaningless,  because 
its  promoters  could  not  carry  i  t  out,  and 
which  can  only  be  intended  to  defeat 
the  Bill 

(10.42.)  The  Housa  divided  :— Ayee 
68 ;  Noes  203. ^(Div,  List,  No.  9.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1, 

(10,54. )  Viscount  CHAN  BORNK 
(Ijancasbire,  N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  would 
ask  the  President  of  the  Boord  of  Trade 
whether  ho  cannot  tell  the  House  pre- 
cisely when  the  cousiderti  tion  of  tbe  Bill 
in  Committee  will  be  resumed,  or  give 
an  assurance,  at  any  rate,  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  proceed  with  the  Bill  and 
p<iss  it  into  law  with  all  dispatch. 

Mr.  LABOUCHKRE  (Northampton)  : 
Messiige  from  Lord  Salisbury  ! 
♦Sir  M.   hicks  BEACH:    We  will 
proceed    with    tbe    Bill    on    Thursday, 
January  22. 

Committee  report  ^Progress ;  to  sit 
aga  i n  u pon  Tli  u  rsday ,  2  2 nd  Ja n  nary, 

TRANSFER  OP  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND 

BILL— (No,  113.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee* 
(In  the  Committee*) 

Clauses  1  to  16  ogreed  to. 

Clause  17, 

(10,590  Mr.  storey  (Sunderland): 
1  listened  with  a  great  deul  of  patience 
to  the  different  irlauses  being  read  Irom 
the  Cluiir,  and  made  no  objection  to 
them»  because  1  know  they  are  formal, 
but  Clause  17  stands  in  an  entirely 
different  position,  and  I  am  surprised 
that  it  should  be  passed  over  in  silence 
by  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  BilL 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  transfer  the 
undertaking  of  certain  Tramway  Com- 
panies to  existing  Railway  Companteo. 
Clause  17  is^  bowever,  of  &  d\^'^^^^H. 
character.    1  ^\\\  t^^  ^Oi   ^^isikv^%— 
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'  "'Wlktoe  the  TnuuTj  in  pnnaanoe  of  the 
iAghl  Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  have 
•graed  with  the  promoters  of  any  light  railway 
jtha^  the.ondertaking  of  the  promoters  shall  be 
aided  by  a  capital  sum  out  of  public  money, 
the  sections  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Acty  1845,  with  respect  to  the  entry  upon  lands 
^  the  promoters  of  the  undertaking  shall 
apply  to  the  land  which  the  promoters  are 
authorised  to  take,  and  the  Treasury,  on  the 
f^quest  of  the  promoter/,  shall  cause  to  be 
pidd  into  the  Bank,  out  of  such  capital  sum, 
any  sum  required  to  be  deposited  in  the  Bank 
for  the  purpose  of  those  sections,  and  where 
the  sum  claimed,  or  if  no  sum  is  claimed,  the 
total  value  of  every  estate  and  interest  in  the 
land  does  not  exceed  ont  hundred  poundt,  the 
amount  to  be  deposited  may  be  determined  by 
two  justices.*' 

This  clause  relates  to  an  entirely 
differ^t  set  of  light  railways  to  that 
with  which  the  rest  of  the  Bill  deals. 
The  rest  of  the  Bill  deals  with  existing 
undertakings,  the  construction  of  none 
of  which  has  been  wholly  provided  by 
public  money— given  not  lent.  [**No, 
lib ! "]  We  shall  see  that  as  the  dis- 
dllssion  proceeds.  There  is  not  a  single 
undertaking  that  1  know  of  where  the 
Whole  of  the  money  is  provided  for  out 
bf  public  money,  with  the  single  excep- 
tion of  a  railway  to  be  made  under  the 
•^ Light  Railways  Act"  of  1889,  and 
although  it  nlay  be  desirable  to  transfer 
th6  powers  of  existing  promoters  under 
the  old  arrangements,  yet  it  cannot  be 
dddirable  that  the  House  should  without 
full  explanation  consent  to  a  clause  such 
as  this.  The  clause  deals  with  lines  the 
ooBt  of  which  is  borne  by  the  Public 
Exchequer — a  free  gift.  We  know  that 
ih  a  large  number  of  cases  the  barony 
provides  iiothing,  the  county  provides 
nothing,  the  ratepayers  nothing,  and  the 
promoters  ncHhing,  the  Railway  Company 
nothing — ^the  whole  of  the  money  is  to  be 
given.  [*'  Xo,  no ! "]  I  know  as  a 
matter  of  fact  ffc  is  so.  Perlinps  the  lion. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  can  give  us 
,an  explanation.  It  was  said  that  it  was 
impossible  to  niake  the  railway  as  a 
paying  speculation,  and,  therefore,  the 
public  were  asked  to  give  the  whole  of 
the  oost.  ['*  No,  no  !  "]  I  take  the  most 
glaring  insUince — this  Gal  way  and  Clifden 
Railway.  This  is  a  railway  that  includes 
76  miles  of  line,  and  I  am  not  incorrect 
in  saying  that  the  total  cost  is  something 
like  X440,000,  and  every  penny  of  that 
is  coming  out  of  the  Public  Exchequer 
as  a  free  gift.  There  was  an  idea  of  a 
small  sum  being  guaranteed,  but  even 
thai  has  been  ai^jidoned ;  and  tbo  fact 
J/r,  Storey 


stands  that  the  railway  k  to  be 
made  by  public  money  alone.  I  say 
it  is  improper  to  interpdlate  in  a  KU 
dealing  with  a  different  class  of  cases  m 
clause  having  this  effect,  that  it  enlai^ges 
the  power  already  given  by  the  Act  of 
1889  and  Act  passed  last  August, 
and  makes  further  arrangements  under 
which  the  money  to  be  paid  for  the  land 
on  which  the  railway  shall  be  con- 
structed shall  be  provided  by  the  Pnblio 
Exchequer.  I  am  going  to  contest  the 
clause  by  way  of  an  Amendment,  that  if 
the  pubb'c  provide  the  oost  of  oonstmctidn. 
the  landlords  through  whose  land  the 
railway  runs  should  give  the  land  for 
nothing,  or,  at  the  outside,  at  sometbini^ 
like  16  years'  purchase  of  the  net  agri- 
cultural value  of  the  land.  In  order 
that  I  may  have  time  and  opportnnityy 
as  we  ought  to  have  in  such  a  matter, 
to  put  Amendments  in  form,  I  be^ 
to  move  that  you,  Sir,  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (i/r. 
Storty,^ 

•(11.5.)  The  SECRETARY  to  tm 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
I  am  very  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member 
before  making  the  statement  he  has 
made  should  not  have  taken  some  pains 
to  inform  himself,  as  he  might  easily 
have  done,  of  the  facts  of  the  case  by 
reading  the  clause  to  which  he  takes 
exception.  The  hon.  Member  states 
that  the  clause  relates  to  an  entirely 
different  class  of  railways  to  those  in 
other  parts  of  the  Bill.  Now,  if  he  will 
read  the  clause  he  will  find  that  all  it 
does  is  really  to  orive  power  to  get 
earlier  possession  of  the  land  necessary 
to  be  acquired  for  the  railway.  It  is 
merely  a  machinery  clause.  The  hon. 
Member  shakes  his  head,  but  if  he  will 
only  read  tlie  clause  he  will  find  I  am 
correct.  I  think,  as  a  rule,  we  may 
anticipate  that  there  will  not  be  much 
difficulty  in  getting  possession  of  the  land 
for  the  railway.  The  hon.  Member  has 
spoken  as  if  the  difficulty  was  in  dealings 
with  the  landlords  interest,  but  the 
difficulty  is  not  with  the  landlord,  but 
the  occupier.  All  the  clause  does  is  to 
give  us  power,  on  payment  into  the 
bank  of  the  sum  of  money  assessed  by 
a  valuer  to  be  appointed,  to  take  posses* 
sioTv  of  tho  land  at  once.     It  deprives  the 
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occupiei^  of  noine  of  his  rights,  it  leayes 
him  fall  power  to  traverse  the  valuation, 
hat  what  it  id  intended  to  do,  and  what 
I  hope  it  will  do,*  is  to  facilitate  matters 
in  the  case  of  an  occupier  who  might 
stick  out,for;exohitant  terms,  and  pro- 
vide that  the  construction  of  the  lino 
shall  not  he  delayed  until  all  processes 
are  goiie  thrbixgh.  That  is  all  the  clause 
does,  and  really  the  question  the  hon. 
Memher  has  raised,  drawing  a  distinction 
between  promoters  and  others,  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  clause.  The 
clause  applies  to  existing  Railway  Com- 
panies as  to  promoters  of  a  line  under  the 
Act.  Of  course,  there  are  promoters  on 
existing  Railway  Companies  and  other 
bodies.  When  the  time  comes  to  discuss 
this  freely,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  defend 
the  arrangements  made  as  regards  all 
the  railways,  feeling  satisfied  that  the 
judgment  of  the  House  will  approve 
them. 

(11.13.)    Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Motion  nuide,  and  Question  proposed, 

•*That  Clause  17  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

(11.15.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness): 
I  take  it  that  the  explanation  is  that 
when  the  Treasury  has  agreed  with  the 
promoters  to  find  all  the  money,  this 
clause  permits  them  to  find  the  money 
to  pay  for  land.  My  hon.  Friend  wants 
to  provide  a  limitation  that  they  shall 
not  provide  30  years'  purchase. 
There  ought  to  be  some  limita- 
tion in  the  price  to  be  paid 
for  the  land,  the  tenant's  right,  and 
the  landlord's  right.  It  is  an  important 
point,  and  demands  discussion  on 
4imendment  now  or  on  Report. 

•(11.15.)  Mr.  JACKSON:  So  far  as 
the  Treasury  is  concerned,  there  cannot 
be  an  exorbitant  price  paid  for  the  land. 
There  is  no  limitation,  because  the 
amount  agreed  upon  between  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  promoters  is  in  itself  a 
limited  sum,  and,  therefore,  whether 
the  promoters  pay  a  high  rate  or  a  low 
rate  for  the  land  is  immaterial  to  the 
Treasury. 

(11.16.)  Mr.  STOREY:  That  is  a 
fair  statement  in  regard  to  all  the 
arrangements  already  made.  Take  the 
railway  to  which  I  have  referred.  The 
Treasury  have  agreed  upon  a  sum,  and  it 
is  clear  that  is  the  whole  sum  that  the 
Railway  Company  will  get,  and  if  they  pay 
too  large  a  Sum  for  the  land  it  is  clear 
there  will -be  a  loss  to  the  promoters.  But 


the  clause  not  only  relates  to  agreements 
already  madei  it  may  relate  tO  agree<» 
ments  yet  to  be  made,  and  a  limitation 
will  enable  the  Treasury  to  make  better 
bargains  in  the  future.  I  think  the 
i*ight  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  he  has 
nmde  a  shocking  bargain  with  this 
Galway  line,  and  has  spent  &kr  more 
public  money  than  he  had  need.  This 
was  partly  due  to  the  absurd  provisions 
in  the  Light  Railways  Bill,  the  Bill  we 
tried  to  kill.  But  for  those  provisions 
independent  promoters  might  have  made 
the  line.  But  by  the  provisions' of  their 
Bill  the  Government  were  thrown  back 
on  the  Railway  Company,  and  the  com- 
pany, taking  advantage  of  the  position, 
exacted  a  large  sum.  A  limitation  would 
strengthen  the  Government  in  making 
a  better  bargain  next  time,  and,  there- 
fore, I  move  this  limitation  to  the 
clause — 

**Saoh  sum  shall  not  exceed  16  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  net  agricultural  value  of  the 
land.'» 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  question  has 
been  put  that  the  clause  stand  part  of 
the  Bill,  and  it  is  too  late .  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause.  Moreover, 
such  an  Amendment  as  is  proposed 
would  not  be  relevant  to  the  clause. 

(11.17.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N,) :  I  think  the  hon.  Member  has 
created  some  confusion  in  reference  to 
the  lino  in  question  by  lumping  the 
property  together.  It  is  true  the 
Berridge  property  is  worth  very  little— 

The  chairman  :  This  discussion  is 
entirely  wide  of  the  clause. 

(11.20.)  The  Committee  divided:-- 
Ayes  224  ;  Noes  22.— (Div.  List,  No.  10.) 

Bill  reported,  without  amendment. 
•(11.31.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of*  th« 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sihth,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  House  to  read  this 
Bill  a  third  time.  It  is  exceedingly 
important  that  the  provisions  of  this 
measure  should  become  law  without  any 
possible  delay.  The  House  is  aware  that 
the  present  Sittings  may  be  limited.  The 
Bill  has  to  go  to  another  place,  and  it  will 
therefore  be  very  desirable  indeed  that 
we  should  read  it  a  third  time  to-night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (Jfr.  W.  IL  SmUh.) 

(11.32.)  Mr.  STOREY  \  1  ^W^\»^^ 
necessary  to  mske  ttve  '^to\i^«»V.\^^Tasi>K» 
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againBt  one  clause  of  the  Bill,  but, 
personally,  I  haye  no  objection  to  the 
Third  Reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

PBIVATE  BILL    PROCEDURE    (SCOT- 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  114.)] 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
•(11.33.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Objection 
has  been  taken  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  proceeding  with  this  Bill  in  the 
coarse  of  the  present  Sittings.  I  had 
hoped  there  would  not  have  been  this 
objection,  but,  of  course,  I  am  bound  by 
the  engagement  I  entered  into  with  the 
House  that  only  certain  measures  should 
be  proceeded  with  at  the  present  time, 
and,  therefore,  if  the  objection  made  by 
certain  Members  from  Scotland  is  per- 
severed in  I  must  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  measure  until  after 
Christmas.  1  regret  very  much  that  I 
am  obliged  to  do  so.  I  had  hoped  this 
was  a  measure  that  would  have  been 
received  with  favour  in  all  parts  of  the 
House,  or,  at  least,  that  it  would  have 
been  accepted  by  the  House,  and  that 
any  objections  that  might  be  made 
to  its  provisions  would  have  been  dealt 
with  by  the  House.  But,  if  as  I 
understand,  hon.  Gentlemen  persevere 
with  their  objections,  I  have  no  alterna- 
tive but  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  measure. 

(11.34.)  MR.MARJORIBANKS(Ber. 
wickshire)  :  I  cannot  admit  the  justice 
of  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks. 
Those  Sittings  were  held  under  a  pledge 
that  only  certain  measures  should  be 
proceeded  with,  and  I  think  we  are 
justified  in  holding  the  Government  to 
that  pledge.  We  do  not  enter  into  the 
question  of  the  desirability  or  non-desira- 
'bility  of  the  present  measure.  We  only 
desire  to  hold  the  Government  to  the 
pledge  they  gave. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  May  I 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
that  this  is  one  of  the  most  revolutionary 
Bills  ever  introduced  into  this  House  ? 
It  takes  away  from  the  House  powers 
which  it  has  always  had  until  now. 
This  is  the  second  time  such  a  thing  has 
been  done.  On  the  first  occasion  the  hear- 
ing of  Parliamentary  Election  Petitions 
was  handed  over  to  the  Judgea  I 
oert&inly  object  to  the  powers  of  the 
-^  r.  Storey 


House  with  regard  to  Railway  Bills  being 
transferred  to  Commissioners  or  Boards. 
We  do  not  want  any  more  Commissioners 
or  Boards  in  Scotland,  as  we  are  overdone 
with  them  already. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thursday, 
22nd  January. 

SOLICITORS'    MAGISTRACY    BILL. 

(No.  80.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(11.35.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time. — {Mr,  Maclure.) 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  understood  when  I  was  last 
in  the  House  that  the  (Jovernment  were 
not  going  to  allow  any  private  Members' 
Bills  to  be  taken  before  Christmas. 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  would,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  appeal  to 
my  hon.  Friend  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill  on  the  ground 
which  has  just  been  stated  to  the  House. 
It  is  undoubtedly  a  fact  that  I  appealed 
to  the  House  to  consider  only  the 
Government  measures,  and  that  I  stated 
what  those  measures  were  ;  1  would 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  press 
the  consideration  of  his  measure. 

(11.36.)  Mk.  MACLURE  (Lancashire, 
S.E.,  Stretford)  :  I  cannot  refuse  to  obey 
the  orders  of  my  chief,  and  I  shall  be 
happy  to  postpone  the  measure  till  the 
22nd  January,  when  I  believe  it  will  be 
unanimously  adopted. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday,  22nd 
January. 

DRAINAGE    AND    IMPROVEMENT    OF 

LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL.- (No.  66.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(^1.37.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — (Mr,  M,  Healy.) 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  on  the  g^und  I 
have  already  stated  not  to  press  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  M.  healy  (Cork) :  This  is  a 
Bill  which  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Government.  It  consists,  in  fact,  of 
a  clause  taken  from  one  of  the 
Drainage  Bills  of  the  Qovernment  last 
year.  Seeing  that  distress  in  Lreland  is 
imminent,  I  trust  the  Government  will 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
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(1L38.)  Thb  attorney  GENE- 
RAL FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden, 
Dublin  University ) :  No  doubt  the  htin. 
Gkjntleman  is  acoiimte  in  saying  the  Bill 
was  accepted  by  the  Government  last 
Session,  and  will  be  in  proper  time 
accepted  by  the  Government  this  Session* 
This  is  not,  however,  the  time  for 
pressing  it. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  Of  course  it  is  uso- 
Icjsa  to  attempt  to  fight  the  many  legions 
of  the  Government. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday,  22nd 
January, 

POLLEN  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

(No,  91.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

(11.39.)  Mr.  MACARTNEY  :  My  Bill 
stands  in  a  different  pOBition.  I  deferred 
to  the  Government  the  other  night  when 
I  was  asked  to  refrain  from  passing  it 
through  Committee.  There  is  no  objec- 
tion to  it  in  the  House. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  must  appeal  to 
my  hon.  Friend  on  the  grounds  I  have 
already  stated  not  to  press  the  Bill.  The 
Government  support  the  measure,  but 
they  cannot  consent  to  its  being  taken 
to-night. 

Mr,  McCAETAN  (Dowu,  S.)  :  I  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  give  this 
Bill  their  con  side  mt  ion,  Unless  it  is 
passed,  the  fish  in  Loiigh  Neagh  will 
suffer  great  injury. 

Committee  deferred  till  Thursday,  22nd 
January. 

MO  T 10  NS. 


COBFORAL   raNlSHMENT    BILL. 

On  Motiou  of  Mr.  Mi  I  vain,  Bill  to  amend 
and  conaolidate  the  Law  rehiting  to  Corporal 
Punishment,  ordered  to  ho  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Milvain,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  Sir  George 
KuHf^lL  and  Mr.  Wharton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  149.] 

SLANDER  or  WOMEN  BILU 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mtlvtiin,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Slander  of  Women,  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  by  Mr,  Mil  vain,  Mr.  Shireea 
Will,  Mr.  GqHv.  ]Str.  Robert  Reid,  and  Mr. 
PickersgilL 
Bill  presented,  and  read  firat  lime.  [  BiU  150.] 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (IRE- 
LAND)  RAIKEY  SCHOOL,  MAQHER- 
AFELT. 

•(11.40.)      Mb.    T,     W.     RUSSELL 
(Tyrone,  S,)  :   I  am  exceedingly  sorry 


the   House  for  a  very  few 
question  affecting  one  of 


to  detain 
minutes  on  a    ^ 

the  schemes  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  in  Ireland.  I  hope  the 
Debate  will  be  a  very  short  one,  and  as 
I  understand  that  there  will  be  a  prac- 
tical consensus  of  opinion  in  my  favour, 
so  far  as  the  IrishMembers  are  concerned^ 
and  oven  as  far  as  the  Ulster  Members  on. 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  are 
concerned,  I  hope  the  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  make  the  small  conces- 
sion asked  for  by  my  resolution*  I  do  not 
miike  a  claim  on  behalf  of  any  locality  in 
Ireland.  I  make  it  on  behalf  of  the 
entire  Presbyterian  community,  repre- 
sented by  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland, 
numbering  at  least  half  a  million 
of  people.  They  ask  not  for  any 
favour,  bnt  for  simple  justice,  and  for 
the  restitution  of  what  is  their  own.  The 
facts  are  exceedingly  simple*  One  Hugh 
Rainey  died,  I  think,  in  the  year  1708, 
By  his  will  he  left  a  freehold  estate  of 
the  value  of  X400  per  annnm.  Some  of 
that  went  to  his  representatives,  and 
the  residue  he  devised  for  a  school  for 
boys  in  the  town  of  Maghorafelt,  County 
Londonderry,  The  school  was  established,, 
and  is  in  existence  now,  but  it  has  a  very 
peculiar  history.  That  Hugh  Rainey 
was  a  Presbyterian  is  beyond  all  man- 
ner of  doubt.  The  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  admit  that,  at  least 
they  do  not  deny  it,  but  the  simple 
matter  of  fact  is  that  Mr.  Hugh  Rainey 
was  a  ruling  elder  in  the  Presbyterian 
congregation  at  Ctistlodawson.  The 
question  arises,  what  kind  of  a  school 
did  he  intend  to  set  np  under 
his  will,  and  under  what  kind  of 
auspices  did  he  intend  it  to  be  conducted  t 
I  think  I  shall  pi*ove  that  beyond  all 
possibility  of  dispute  out  of  the  scheme 
sanctioned  by  the  Commissioners.  In 
his  wiH,  Hugh  Rainey,  after  providing 
for  the  setting  up  of  a  school,  directed 
that  two  old  and  good  men,  known 
Christians,  such  as  feared  God,  and  were 
qualified  to  read  the  Scriptures,  sing 
Psjilms.  and  instruct  boys,  should  be 
appointed  and  maintained,  and  that  if 
any  such  old  men  should  bo  found 
defective  or  unable  to  perform  such 
duties,  he  hbould  be  replaced  by  a 
person  selected  by  the  Presbytery  of 
Ulster.  I  have  not  only  proved  that 
Hugh  Rainey  was  a  Presbyterian,  but 
that  he  intended  tKia  ^^Wi^A  Va>ofc  <t«^ 
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ducted  Tiader  Presliyteriam  auspices.  I  to 
The  startling  part  of  the  matter  comes  in 
now.  In  the  year  1713,  tive  or  six 
jreara  after  the  old  men's  death,  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed,  the  second  of 
George  IL,  Chapter  *J,  which  vested  this 
Presbyterian  endowment  of  £177  a 
year,  not  in  the  Synod  of  Ulster,  bat 
in  His  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh, 
and  Primato  of  all  Ireland.  From  that 
day  the  Episcopaliim  Church  of  Ireland 
lias  been  in  possession  of  this  purely 
Presbyterian  endowment,  and  at  the 
present  moment  the  Rector  of  Maghera- 
felt,  and  not  the  Presbyterian  minister,  is 
in  charge  of  the  schooL  In  that  position 
it  came  before  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners  who  inquired  into  and 
reported  upon  it.  The  Commissioners 
were  brought  face  to  face  with  the  facts 
I  hare  stated.  They  could  not  agree, 
and  the  scheme  as  it  is  framed  is  not 
the  work  of  tlio  entire  Commi.ssioni  it  is 
the  work  of  the  two  Judicial  Com- 
missioners, Lord  Justice  Fitssgibbon  and 
the  late  Lord  Justice  Naish.  Those  two 
distinguished  lawyers  said  that  if 
Rainey's  endowment  was  alone  to  be 
dealt  with  and  the  intentions  of  the 
founder  were  to  be  regarded  they  would 
have  considered  it  their  duty  to  place 
the  institution  under  Presbyterian  man- 
agement. That  gave  away  the  whole 
case,  for  it  was  a  distinct  admission  that 
this  was  a  Presbyterian  endowment. 
They  added,  however,  that  £177  per 
annum  was  found  not  to  be  sufficient  for 
the  maintenance  of  tlio  school,  and  that 
the  Salter 8  Company,  on  whose  land  the 
ecliool  was  bnilt,  intervened  and  gave 
an  additional  sum  of  £66  per  annum  in 
aid  of  the  original  endowment.  Granting 
that  this  complicates  the  matter  a  little, 
I  say  the  Presbyterians  are  in  an  enor- 
2I10U8  majority  in  County  Derry,  and 
they  are  fairly  entitled  to  their  share 
of  the  Sa Iters'  endowment.  Will  the 
House  believe  that  in  framing  the 
scheme  the  two  Committees  actually  so 
arranged  the  Board  of  Governors  that 
thcEpii^copalians  were  given  the  majority 
of  the  Board,  and  therefore  the  whole 
<!ontrol  of  the  school  ?  The  Primate  of 
all  Ireland  was  made  Chairman  of  the 
B^mnl^  and  pi'actically  the  entire  control 
of  the  school  was  given  to  the  Episco- 
palians. That  is  suliatautially  what  I 
have  to  bring  before  the  Kouse.  The 
Presbjrtermn  Church  do  not  object  to  this 
toincr  ti  mixed  school   They  do  not  object 
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the  Episcopalians  being  represented 
on  the  Board  of  Governors  —  far 
from  it.  Their  claim  is  simply 
this,  that  as  the  endowment  waa 
originally  a  Presbyterian  one,  and  as  the 
Broall  addition  to  the  endowment  by  the 
Salters  Company  cannot  affect  the  real 
issue,  the  Presbyterians  have  an  an* 
doubted  right,  not  to  the  second  place  on 
the  Board  of  Governors,  bat  to  the  first 
place*  The  Chief  Secretary  has  disap* 
peared,  but  I  think  I  know  what  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  going  to 
say.  I  don't  know  whether  he  is  going 
to  speak  as  the  representative  of  the 
Government  or  of  Trinity  College,  but  I 
know  what  his  case  will  be.  The  doc- 
trine of  user  commends  itself  to  all  legal 
minds,  and  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  case  will  be  that, 
inasmuch  as  his  Grace  the  Archbishop  of 
Armagh,   and   Primate   of    all   Ireland, 

grabbed   this  endowment  in    1713 

[Cries  of  '*  Grabbed  ?"]  I  have  no  other 
word  for  it,  and  I  refuse  to  withdraw  it 
unless  Mr,  Deputy  Speaker  calls  on  me  to 
do  so.  I  say  it  with  no  ill-will  to  the 
Episcopalian  Church  in  Ireland.  My 
constituents  are  largely  Epis(M>palian ; 
bat  1  say  this  annual  endowment  passed 
unjustly  and  unfairly  into  the  hands  of 
the  then  Established  Church  of  Ireland. 
I  do  not  hink  that  in  this  Kouse  the 
legal  doctrine  of  user  should  he  allowed 
to  ride  over  the  moral  claim  of  the  Pres* 
byterians  to  this  endowment.  I  entreat 
Conservative  Members  not  to  sanction  a 
jjroceeding  of  this  kind,  I  may  be  told 
that  the  matter  was  argued  before  the 
Privy  Council,  and  that  the  Privy 
Council  decided  against  us.  What  is 
the  Privy  Council  I  The  Presbyterian 
Church  has  only  one  representative  on 
the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland.  There  is 
room  found  on  that  Council  for  every 
class  of  Episcopalians  and  Roman 
Catholics,  but  to  get  a  Pres- 
byterian merchant  on  it  is  almost  im- 
possible. I  beg  this  House  to  undo  the 
work  that  has  been  done,  and  to  establish 
justice  in  this  small  matter  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Ulster.  I  move  the  Motion 
st4inding  in  my  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  jin  humljle  addroaa  be  presentod  to  Her 
Majesty,  prayioi^  Her  Majeaty  to  withhold  Her 
cona^nl  from  that  part  of  ihe  Scheme  of  the 
EducatioDtil  Endowment  (Irelund)  Commia- 
sionera  for  tbo  adminifitration  of  the  endow* 
ment  in  thr^  town  of  Bilagherfifelt,  known  as  Uiq 
^  Uaxney  tkh>ool,  In  ao  far  aa  the  proposed  com* 
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pontioQ  of  the  Board  of  Oovernora  is  ooii« 

•(1 1 ,55.)  The  ATTORNKY  GENERAL 

FOB  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  In  the  short  stjitenient  I 
haye  to  make  to  the  Honse.  I  think  I 
can  show  that  the  arrangement  come  to 
by  tho  Charitable  Endowment  Com  mis - 
fiioners,  and  confirmed  by  the  Privy 
Council,  ought  to  satisfy  the  House,  and 
that  the  decision  which  was  come  to  was  a 
fair  and  reasonable  one.  No  donbt  t)ie 
original  foundation  of  the  school  was 
Presbyterian,  In  the  time  of  George 
II,  an  Act  of  Parliament  %va8  jia&sed 
dealing  with  the  question,  and  frtmi  that 
time  to  the  present  day  the  school  has 
ceased  to  be  a  I'reabyterian  school,  and 
has  become,  rightly  or  wrongly,  an  Epis- 
copalian one.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  consider  whether  it  liad  rightly 
become  so.  The  Education  Commis- 
sioners and  the  Privy  Council  have  re* 
nised  the  right  of  the  Presbyterians 
this  matter,  and  tiiey  have  made  that 
full  restitution  which  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  After 
the  passing  of  that  Act  the  school- house 
wna  permitted  by  the  managers  to  fall 
into  decay,  the  rent-charge  had  become 
insufficient,  and  it  became  unsuitable  for 
the  reception  of  pupils.  In  1862  the 
Salt*ers*Cumpanyent£'red  in  to  an  arrange- 
mentforthebuildingoftheexistingschool* 
house  on  the  terms  that  the  scheme  should 
be  settled  by  the  Court  of  Chiiucery.  In 
accordance  with  that  arrangement,  in 
1863>  the  then  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
settled  a  scheme  under  which  the  entire 
management  of  the  charity  devolved 
upon  the  Archljishop  of  Armagh,  and 
the  local  management  of  the  scliool  was  : 
committed  to  the  Rector  of  Magherafelt. 
The  arrangement  was  arrived  at  under 
judicial  sanction  in  1S63,  and  it  was 
witii  this  state  of  facts  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  had  to  deah  They  said, 
in  effect,  **  We  will  nr>t  consider  that  this 
is  an  exclusively  Episcopalian  endow- 
ment,  as  drmhtless  it  has  been  for  more 
than  a  century  ;  but  we  will  have  a  fair 
regard  for  the  original  foundation  and 
the  population  of  the  district,  and  will 
equally  divide  the  Governing  Board 
between  the  Presbytejrians  and  the 
Church  of  Ireland.'*  Now,  the  Govern- 
ing Body  to  wliiuh  my  hon.  Fin  end 
objects,  as  settled  by  the  Coramis- 
wioners,  consists  of  four  ejr^ojficio 
Governors,  who  are  the  Archbishop  of! 


Armagh  (Dr.  Knox),  the  Moderator  of 
the  General  Assembly,  the  Episcopal 
Minister  who  is  the  Incumbent  of  the 
Parish  of  Magherafelt,  and  the  officiating 
Minister  of  the  Presbyterian  congregation 
of  Magherafelt.  Can  anything  possibly 
be  fairer  than  that  1 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  What  about 
the  Chairmanship  of  the  Board? 

•Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  am  coming  to  that 
matter  in  duo  course.  As  to  the  other 
half  of  the  Boai'd,  the  representative 
Governors  arc  also  equally  divided. 

*Mr,  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  quit©  admit 
that  the  Board  is  fairly  divided  ;  but 
after  having  beeti  so  divided  it  is  pro- 
vided by  the  scheme  that  the  Primate  of 
Ireland  shall  be  the  Chairman  for  life, 
and  that  position  gives  him  the  casting 
vote,  whereby  the  Episcopalians  are 
pnictically  invested  with  the  entire 
government  of  the  school, 

♦Mc.  MADDEN:  It  is  provided  that 
HO  k>ng  as  the  Most  Reverend  Dr.  Knox 
sliall  hold  the  office  of  Archbishop  of 
Armagh  he  shtiH  continue  to  be  Chair- 
man, The  sole  point  that  appears  to  be 
raised  by  ray  bon.  Friend  appeal's  to  be 
that  the  sfntusoi  the  Archbishop  is  to  be 
preserved  during  his  life.  That  seems 
to  be  the  hon.  Gentleman's  only  ob- 
jection, I  submit  that  in  fairness  no 
better  course  could  have  Ix^en  taken. 
The  Archbishop  of  Armagh  has  been 
the  Chairman  of  the  Governing  Body 
for  more  than  a  centuryi  and  it  does  not 
seem  un reasonable  that  the  present 
Archbishop  should  continue  in  that 
position  during  the  remainder  of  his 
life.  The  endowment  is  one  which  no 
doubt  was  originally  a  Presbyterian 
endowment,  but  since  its  foundation  it 
has  been  very  largely  added  to,  and,  in 
ftict,  almost  doubled  from  other  sources. 
Tlio  Commissioners,  finding  themselves 
in  this  position,  divide  the  management 
bet  ween  the  two  liodies  equally^  retaining 
the  present  chuinnan  for  life.  It  would, 
in  my  opinion,  havu  been  an  act  of 
injustice  to  have  taken  away  from  the 
Archbishop  the  position  he  and  liis  pre- 
decessors have  so  long  held.  After  the 
present  Archbishop  the  person  holding 
that  position  instead  of  being  the  head 
will  merely  become  one  of  the  Governing 
Body.  I  apjieal  to  the  House  not  to 
assent  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon*  Friend* 
The  case  is  one  that  has  been  thoroughly 
threshed  out,  and  in  the  fullest  dftt'ftiV 
by  the   ab\©   CciUivS\!\  ^\\o  ^^^T^j&exA.^ 
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the  Presbyterian  Body  before  the  Com- 
missioners, while  previous  to  that  the 
whole,  matter  had  received  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Charitable  Endowments.  The  Report 
was  signed  by  two  eminent  Judges,  the 
late  Lord  Justice  Naish,  one  of  the 
foirest-minded  men  who  ever  sat  on  the 
Irish  Bench,  and  Lord  Justice  Fitzgibbon, 
who  is  one  of  the  ablest  and  most 
distinguished  Judges  in  Ireland.  They 
fully  examined  the  case,  and  the  result 
is  that  we  have  before  us  what  I  trust 
the  House  will  regard  as  a  fair  decision, 
equally  apportioning  the  government  of 
the  school  between  the  representatives 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  and  Presbyterian 
Church.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  I 
appeal  to  the  House  not  to  take  upon 
itself  the  responsibility  of  reversing  a 
decision  which  has  been  come  to  after  so 
much  argument  and  consideration.  I 
may  add  that  this  is  the  only  case  in 
which  the  decisions  of  the  Irish  Com- 
missioners have  been  questioned  in  this 
House.  The  conclusions  arrived  at  by 
the  Commissioners  are  such  as  have 
hitherto  commanded  the  general  con- 
fidence of  the  country.  The  matter  now 
under  consideration  is  one  that  has  been 
well  threshed  out  and  considered,  and, 
submitting  that  the  decision  arrived  at 
is  one  that  is  fair  and  just  to  the  interests 
concerned,  I  venture  to  hope  that  the 
House  will  refuse  its  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

(12.8.)  Mb.  DICKSON  (DubHn,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  wish  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  endowment  was 
originally  a  Presbyterian  endowment, 
and  that  we  Presbyterians,  in  asking 
that  it  should  be  restored  to  our 
control,  are  merely  asking  for  our 
own.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land has  referred  to  the  Privy  Council. 
I  am  afraid  I  have  not  so  high  an 
opinion  of  the  decisions  of  the  Privy 
Council  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  entertain.  A  case  in  point 
occurred  in  connection  with  the  Royal 
School  of  Dungannon.  The  Privy 
Council,  under  the  dictation  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  altered  the 
scheme  in  connection  with  the  Dun- 
gannon School,  and  deprived  us  of  our 
position  as  the  controlling  authority 
on  the  Board  of  Governors.  I  gave 
notice  that  I  would  dispute  their 
action  when  the  scheme  came  before 
the  House  for  confirmation.  What 
Jfr,  Madden 


was  the  result  ?  Why,  when  the 
Privy  Council  knew  that  I  should 
have  85  Irish  Members  to  support  me 
in  the  action  I  had  intended  to  take, 
they  quietly  altered  their  decision 
and  reverted  to  the  original  scheme. 
Therefore,  unlike  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  I  do  not  regard  the  decisions 
of  the  Privy  Council  as  resembling  the 
laws  of  the  Medes  and  Persians.  I 
say  that  in  this  case  also  we  are  en- 
titled to  the  control  of  the  school.  We 
wish  the  school  to  be  a  mixed  school. 
We  are  anxious  to  see  both  Presby- 
terians and  Episcopalians  fairly  repre- 
sented on  the  Board  of  Government, 
and,  therefore,  we  do  not  want  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh  to  have  the  controlling 
power  over  the  decisions  of  the  Board. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  has  lightly  described 
what  is  going  on  as  simply  grabbing  at 
the  Presbyterian  endowments;  at  least 
three  -  fourths  of  the  endowments 
originally  left  to  Presbyterians  have 
been  grabbed  in  the  same  way  by 
the  Episcopalians,  and  had  we  Presby- 
terians received  fair  play  our  posi- 
tion in  connection  with  the  schools 
in  the  Province  of  Ulster  would  have 
been  very  different  from  what  it  is.  I 
trust  that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  will  fairly  consider  this 
matter,  and  join  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  and  myself  in  endeavour- 
ing to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Presby- 
terians of  Ulster  by  giving  them  the 
control  of  their  own  property. 

(12.14.)  Colonel  WARING  (Down, 
N.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone,  and  in  doing 
so  I  cannot  but  express  a  certain 
amount  of  regret  at  the  vehemence 
with  which  this  Motion  has  been  not 
only  supported,  but  has  been  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  I  think  that  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind  it  is  very  undesirable  to 
import  vehemence  of  tone  or  language, 
or  in  any  way  to  give  to  the  question  at 
issue  a  personal  character.  There  are 
two  grounds  upon  which  I  desire  to  sup- 
port this  Motion.  I  have  two  grounds 
for  supporting  the  Motion — sentimental 
and  practical.  As  an  Irishman,  I  have  a 
right  to  take  the  sentimental  one  first. 
I  am  a  lineal  descendant  of  Hugh  Rainey , 
and  were  he  here — and  he  would  prob- 
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ably  be  more  effective  in  the  flesh  than 
in  the  spirit — he  wonld  support  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House.  On 
the  practical  ^ground  of  the  unity  of 
Protestantism,  I  support  the  propo- 
sition. In  the  year  1708  unfortunate 
difEerences  —  now,  happily,  dead  and 
gone — divided  us ;  and  I  hope,  now  that 
unity  has  been  restored,  these  small 
causes  of  friction  will  not  be  allowed  to 
nterfere  with  it.  The  hon.  Member 
who  moves  this  Resolution  does  not 
belong  to  the  section  of  the  Church 
interested  in  the  matter  any  more  than  I 
do.  I  support  the  Motion  simply  because 
I  hope  that  the  Presbyterians  would 
support  me  if  I  made  a  claim  to  an 
endowment  that  was  clearly  Episcopalian. 
I  hope  the  House  will  allow  the  matter 
to  be  referred  back  to  the  Commission 
for  re-consideration. 

(12.18.)  Mr.  W.  p.  SINCLAIR  (Fal- 
kirk,  &c.) :  Sir,  how  is  it  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh  is  imported  into 
the  consideration  of  this  endowment 
at  all?  The  fact  of  the  matter 
is,  it  is  due  to  the  Penal  Laws  of 
the  18fch  century,  under  which  Presby- 
terians could  not  hold  property ;  there- 
fore, they  were  obliged  to  put  their  pro- 
perty in  trust,  and  who  better  than  the 
head  of  the  Episcopalian  Church  ?  No 
doubt  that  was  the  feeling  at  the  time  of 
which  I  speak,  and  I  am  sorry  that  feel- 
ing has  not  continued.  I  think  if  we 
revert  to  the  position  which  existed  at 
the  time  when  the  Archbishop  was  asked 
to  take  the  property  in  trust  we  shall 
be  doing  the  right  thing.  Knowing  as 
I  do  the  feeling  of  not  only  Presby- 
terians, but  members  of  other  denomina- 
tions and  Episcopalians,  I  trust  the 
House  will  decide  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Irish  Court. 

(12.20.)  Mr.  RENTOUL  (Down,  E.): 
The  argument  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  rests  chiefly  on  the  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council.  I  wish  to  give  two 
or  three  reasons  why  Parliament  should 
interfere.  This  may  be  considered  a 
trivial  and  trumpery  matter,  so  far  as 
concerns  the  money  involved,  but  it  is  a 
question  in  which  half  a  million  of  the 
Presbyterians  of  Ireland  take  the  deepest 
interest.  The  decision  of  this  House  will 
not  be  a  trumpery  matter.  The  Rector 
of  the  parish,  the  very  man  who  is  at 
the  bottom  of  this   whole   matter,  ap- 


peared before  the  Commissioners,  and  he 
was  asked  this  question-^ 

"Do  you  think  that  a  Bahstitution  of  tho 
reference  of  the  Synod  to  Ulster  by  placing  the 
management  in  the  handt  of  the  Archbishop 
was  nght  ?  " 

The  Rector  did  not  dare  to  answer  that 
it  was  right.     He  said — 

<<Tbat  was  done  by  Parliament  100  yeara 
ago,  and  I  think  it  would  be  very  indecorous 
of  me  to  express  an  opinion  in  the  face  of 
that." 

What  did  Parliament  do  100  years  ago  ? 
It  appointed  by  a  Private  Act  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Armagh  as  receiver  of   the 
money,    and    decreed,  further,  that  he 
should  carry  out  the  trusts  of  the  will. 
In  spirit  the  Archbishop  has  absolutely 
ignored  the  trusts  of  the  will  from  that 
day  to   this,  the    trust  being  that  the 
teachers    should    be    sought   from   the 
Presbyterians  of  Ulster.     Again,  I  think 
the  House  should  interfere,  because  the 
school  has  been  a  complete  foilure.     The 
Attorney  General  said  that  the  Salters' 
Company  found  the  school  in  ruins.     It 
is  absolutely  at  the  present  moment,  not 
physically,  but  mentally  in  ruins.     Out 
of   320  pupils  that  have   been    in   the 
school     since     intermediate      education 
began  in  Ireland,  only  29  have  passed. 
Again,   the   House  should    interfere  in 
behalf  of  the  Presbyterians,  because  the 
Episcopalians,    who    claim    to    have    a 
majority  in    the    management   of    this 
school,  are  the  minority  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  parish.       The    Rector,  in 
reply  to  the   Commissioners,    said    the 
Episcopalians    were     a    third     of     the 
population     of    the    parish,   but    these 
are  the   figures :    Presbyterians,  2,098 ; 
Roman  Catholics,   1,730;  Episcopalians, 
1,462.     The  Presbyterians  are  as  seven 
to     five,     and     with    that    proportion 
of  representation  will  we  le  content?    A 
strong  argument  against  us  is  that  of 
user.     But  that  argument  cannot  apply, 
because  it  is  founded  on  a  breach  of  the 
trusts  of  the  will.     If  the  user  can  apply 
under  these  circumstances,  it  will  be  a 
u(BW  doctrine  to  me.     Besides,  the  Privy 
Council  have  completely  destroyed  the 
argument  of  user  in  favour  of  complete 
control  by  the  Episcopalians  by  giving 
representation    to     the     Presbyterians. 
The   Attorney   General  said  that  great 
weight  should  be  given  to  the  views  of 
the  Salters'  Company,  because  they  had 
come  t3  the  aid  of  the  school.    But  here 
is  an   extract  from  the  letter  of  (Av^vc 
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Secretary,  Mr.  Cartwright,  of  the  14tli 
December,  1886 — 

"  The  Presbyterian  body  ui)der  the  influence 
of  a  local  Presbyterian  minister  made  a  claim 
to  the  endowment  upder  Rainey*8  will,  against 
which  I  considered  that  the  Church  had  cer- 
tainly a  perferential  claim.  The  wise  liberality 
of  your  Grace's  predecessor  enabled  me  many 
years  ago  to  throw  open  the  advantages  of  the 
education  afforded  by  the  school  to  children  of 
all  religious  denominations," 
I  do  not  wish  to  make  this  a  matter 
personal  to  the  Presbyterians,  nor  do  I 
wish  to  say  anything  against  the  Episco- 
palians. I  simply  state  the  facts,  leaving 
the  House  to  decide  on  which  side 
justice  lies. 

(12.25.)  Mb.  MADDEN :  I  understand 
that  the  result  of  the  Motion  being  agreed 
to  would  be  simply  to  refer  the  matter 
back  to  the  Commissioners.  I  have 
submitted  to  the  House  the  grounds  on 
which  the  Privy  Council  came  to  a 
decision  and  the  reasons  why  I  consider 
that  decision  to  be  a  fair  one  ;  but  as  it 
appears  there  is  a  general  wish  that 
the  decision  should  be  reviewed,  I  do 
not  think  I  can  any  longer  oppose  the 
Motion, 

Me.  T.  M.  he  ALT  (Longford,  N.)  :  Sir, 
I  only  wish  to  take  note  of  this  fact, 


that'  on  a  Motion  brought  forward  by 
the.hon.  Member  foi  South  Tyrone,  and 
supported  by  the  Unionists  generally, 
the  Member  for  South  Derry,  who  ought 
to  have  so  much  influence ,  with  the 
Government,  has  thought  it  convenient 
to  skedaddle,  and  to  leave  the  question 
of  the  rights  of  Presbyterians  on  thia 
matter  in  Derry  entirely  derelict. 
[Laughter.]  1  am  very  glad  the  Govern- 
ment have  seen  their  way  tp  accept  the 
su^estion,  and  that  the  Presbyterians, 
having  fought  this  matter  for  a  century, 
have  now  a  prospect  of  getting  justice. 
♦Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  wish  to  correct  a 
mistake  into  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  fallen.  Ho  appears  to 
think  I  spoke  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  Debate.     I  did  not. 

Qaestiou  put,  and  agreed  to. 

JResolved,  that  a  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  with- 
hold Her  consent  from  that  part  of  the  ScbenM 
of  the  Educational  Endowment  (Ireland)  Com- 
missioners for  the  administration  of  the  endow- 
ment in  the  town  of  Magherafelt,  known  as 
the  Rainey  School,  in  so  far  as  the  proposed 
composition  of  the  Board  of  Governors  is  con- 
cerned. 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 


LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACTS  (DEFAULT  OF  INSTALMENTS). 
Return  "  of  Particulars  respecting  Holdings  in  Ireland  put  up  for  sale  by 
the  Land  Commission  in  consequence  of  failure  in  payment  of  instalments  of 
purchase  money,  in  the  following  form  : — 
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LOCAL  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  he  hroupfht  in  hy  Mr. 
M*Cartan,  Mr.  Sexton,   Mr.  Macartney,   Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  and  Mr.  Knox. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

Mr.  HentotU 


^(Mr.  John  Ellit.) 

LAND  LAW  (wales)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bym  Roberts,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  Land 
in  Wales,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  hy  Mr. 
Bryn  Roberts,  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr. 
John  Roberts,  Mr.  Warmington,  Mr.  Arthur 
Williams,  and  Mr.  Lloyd- George. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  152.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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TRANSFER  OF  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
Brouglit  from  the  Commons;  read  1'; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2'  on 
Monday  next ;  and  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
XXXIX.  and  XLV.  to  be  considered  in 
order  to  their  being  dispensed  with. — 
{The  Lord  Cluincellor,)     (No.  15.) 

House  adjourned  at  Four 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 
Tlie  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
ihe  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

QUESTIONS. 

OUT-STILL  LICENCES  IN  INDIA. 

Mu.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  Petition  of  Arthur 
Brownlow,  of  Sungoo  Tea  Estate,  Chit- 
tagong,  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
.  Bengal,  complaining  of  the  granting  of 
an  out-still  licence  for  a  shop  at  Sadhan- 
pur,  which  immediately  adjoins  his  tea 
estate,  and  whereby  the  injury  caused  to 
him  and  the  cooliesemployed  by  him  on  his 
two  tea  estates  was  very  great,  inasmuch 
as  the  liquor  shop  quite  demoralised  the 
coolies  and  servants  employed,  while 
drunkenness  and  absence  from  duty  of 
the  coolies  became  the  order  of  the  day,  j 
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and  the  Native  doctor  of  the  Sungoo  Tea 
Estate  had  to  be  dismissed  for  ine- 
briety ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FORlNDIA(Sir  J.GtOrst,  Chatham):  Yes  ; 
the  Secretary  of  State  understands  that 
such  a  Petition  has  been  addressed  to 
the  Government  of  Bengal,  and  is  now 
under  the  consideration  of  that  Govern- 
ment. 

MILITARY  STORES  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  what,  if  any,  steps  have 
been  taken  in  accordance  with  the  under- 
taking of  the  Government  of  22nd  July 
to  arrive  at  a  settlement  of  the  disputed 
and  long  unsettled  charges  for  military 
stores;  and  whether  he  can  now  make  any 
statement  on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  Secretary  of  State 
addressed  an  inquiry  to  the  War  Office 
on  the  Ist  November,  to  which  no  reply 
has  yet  been  received. 

FIRTH  OF  CLYDE. 
Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  he  will  order  a  minute 
surv'cy  to  be  made  of  the  Firth  of  Clyde, 
near  the  Cloch  Lighthouse,  in  order  to 
determine  the  exact  position  of  the 
alleged  banks,  and  correct  the  present 
Admiralty  Charts,  which  show  19 
fathoms  where  there  is  less  than  seven  ? 

•The  FIBST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing)  :  This  survey  has  been 
already  made.  The  Admiralty  Charts 
have  been  corrected,  and  the  results  com- 
municated to  the  Board  of  Trade. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  noble 
Lord  aware  that  more  than  one  bank  has 
been  discovered  ?  Has  the  survey  been 
sufficiently  made  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  banks  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers.  There  is  a  bank  which 
is  supposed  to  have  been  formed  by 
dredging.  All  the  banks  have  been 
thoroughly  surveyed. 

NAVAL   LIEUTENANTS. 

Cafiain  PRICE  (Devonport) :  I  beg  to 

ask   the   First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

whether  it  is   true  that  the  Admiralty 

propose  to  increase  the  number  of  Lieu- 
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tenants  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  giving  a  certain 
number  of  Lieutenant's  Commissions  t/O 
warrant  ofl&cers  who  may  be  able  to 
qualify  for  the  rank? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  remind  him  that  it 
takes  about  8  to  10  years  to  make  a 
Lieutenant  from  the  time  he  enters  the 
Britannia  to  the  time  he  passes  his  final 
qualifying  examination.  The  want  of 
Lieutenants  now  is  due  to  short  entries 
made  during  the  years  1880  to  1885. 
Since*  then  the  entries  have  been 
increased  about  40  per  cent.,  but  the 
Lieutenants'  List  will  not  increase  for 
some  years  to  come,  though  the  Sub- 
Lieutenants'  List  will  begin  to  swell  next 
year.  I  am  not  prepared  to  promote 
ofl&cers  to  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  except 
for  war  service,  or  other  specially  meri- 
torious service. 

KING  JA  JA. 
Sir  W.  FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkeston), 
for  Mr.  WiLMAM  Redmond  (Fer- 
managh, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  King  Ja  Ja  is  still  detained  at 
St.  Vincent ;  whether  it  was  intimated 
to  him  in  August  last  that  he  would  be  re- 
leased from  further  detention  as  a  politi- 
cal prisoner  on  his  undertaking  to  observe 
cortiiin  conditions  on  his  return  to  Opobo; 
whether  the  undertaking  was  duly  signed 
by  King  Ja  Ja  ;  and  whether,  under 
thes3  circumstances,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  order  his  re-conveyance 
to  Opobo? 

*Thk  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fkrcusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  Ja  Ja 
is  still  detained  at  St.  Vincent,  but  as  was 
stated  in  the  reply  of  the  2nd  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  his  removal  to 
another  colony  is  being  arranged.  An 
assurance  was  taken  from  Ja  Ja  that  if 
permitted  to  return  to  Opobo  he  would 
conduct  himself  peaceably.  The  Reports 
from  Opobo  show,  however,  that  his 
immediate  return  is  inexpedient,  and 
must,  consequently,  be  deferred. 

Sir  W.  FORSTER  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  lay  on  the  Table  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  subject  ? 

♦Sir  J.FERGUSSON:  To  the  best  of 
my  belief  we  are  not  in.possession  of  the 
text  of  these  documents. 
Capiat  1 1  Price 


Mr.  PICTOX  (Leicester) :  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  this 
part  of  the  question — whether  it  was 
intimated  to  Ja  Ja  that  he  would  be  re- 
leased from  further  detention  as  a  jx)li- 
tical  prisoner  on  his  undertaking  to 
observe  certain  conditions  on  his  return 
to  Opobo?  Was  it  so  intimated  to  him? 
We  have  not  been  told  that. 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  known  in  this  country  wliat  were 
the  precise  terms  used,  or  that  Ja  Ja 
had  any  distinct  promise  given  to  him, 
but  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  he 
was  led  to  expect  that  he  would  be 
allowed  to  return  home.  It  is  plain 
that  it  would  be  very  regrettable,  if 
after  his  return  he  should  have  to  be 
again  removed. 

Mr.  PICTON:  Is  the  territory  of 
Opobo  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominion  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  It  forms  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Protectorate,  and  we  are 
responsible  for  the  preservation  of  order 
there. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.)  : 
I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  it  is  only  a  question  of 
time. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Only  a  question 
of  time  and  of  advisabiHty. 

JUVENILE  OFFENDERS. 
Mr.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Gorton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  out  of  the  total  number 
1,131  juvenile  offenders  under  16  years 
of  age  brought  before  the  Police  Courts 
of  Manchester  and  Salford  in  1889,  only 
two-fifths,  or  about  450,  were  charged 
with  felony,  the  remaining  three-fifths, 
or  about  680,  having  been  arrested  for 
trivial  offences  without  criminal  intent, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  non-criminal 
offenders  were  classified  among  criminals 
at  the  Police  Courts  and  associated  more 
or  less  with  them,  including  confinement 
in  police  cells,  up  to  the  time  of  their 
discharge  after  the  payment  of  a  fine  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  cases  have 
occurred  when  juvenile  offenders  of  a 
non-criminal  character  have  been  put 
into  prison  for  their  inability  to  pay  costs 
amounting  to  four  or  five  times  the  sum 
of  the  fine,  when  the  fine  itself  has  been 
tendered  by  parents  and  friends  who 
were  too  poor  to  pay  the  heavy  costs  ; 
whether     the     Magistrates     or     Police 
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Authorities  have  discretionary  power 
under  the  existing  law  to  treat  juveniles 
under  16  years  of  age,  arrested  for  trivial 
offences  against  police  regulations  only 
punishable  by  fine,  in  such  manner  as 
shall  prevent  their  associating  with 
criminals  at  the  first  or  at  any  stage  of 
the  process  of  punishment;  and  whether, 
if  such  power  does  not  exist,  he  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  confer  power  on  Magis- 
trates and  Police  Authorities  to  provide 
juvenile  offenders  of  a  non-criminal 
character  with  such  accommodation  after 
arrest  as  shall  prevent  their  mingling 
with  or  being  regarded  as  criminals,  and 
also  to  provide  special  Courts  to  try  trivial 
juvenile  offences  in  order  to  spare 
children,  otherwise  honest,  the  obviously 
evil  consequences  arising  out  of  the  treat- 
ment to  which  they  are  at  present  sub- 
jected in  Manchester  and  Salford  and 
elsewhere  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Sheffield, 
Hallam)  :  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  official  statistics  on  the  subject. 
But  the  distinction  drawn  between 
criminal  offenders  and-  non-criminal 
offenders  has  no  foundation  in  law,  and 
would  in  practice  be  impossible.  All 
must  be  treated  alike  while  in  custody  in 
the  police  cells ;  and  all  in  prison  must 
also  be  treated  alike,  provided  that  they 
have  received  the  same  sentence.  It  is 
a  mistake,  however,  to  suppose  that 
there  is  any  association  in  prisons.  Each 
prisoner  is  kept  separate.  The  Legisla- 
ture, in  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
First  Offenders  Act,  and  other  Statutes, 
have  provided  various  means  by  which 
unnecessary  or  unduly  long  imprisonment 
may  be  avoided — allowance  of  bail,  dis- 
missal of  trivial  cases,  remission  of  costs, 
allowance  of  time  for  payment  of  fine, 
imposition  of  fine  in  lieu  of  imprison- 
ment, detention  of  juvenile  offenders  in 
a  reformatory  or  industrial  school.  Cir- 
culars have  been  issued  from  the  Home 
Office  impressing  on  Magistrates  the 
desirability  of  children  not  being  im- 
prisoned before  trial,  and  Governors  of 
prisons  have  been  instructed  to  report  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  every  case  of  such 
imprisonment  of  a  child  under  14.  The 
Secretary  of  State  regrets  that  Magis- 
trates do  frequently  impose  light  fines 
with  heavy  costs,  as  it  leaves  a  false  im- 
pression as  to  the  administration  of  jus- 


tice. But  in  most  of  these  cases  it  will 
be  found  that  the  fine  has  been  so  light 
because  the  costs  have  been  so  heavy,, 
and  the  person  convicted  has  not  been 
punished  more  severely  than  he  ought 
to  have  been.  There  are  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  such  measures  as  those  in- 
dicated in  the  4th  clause  of  the 
question.  The  practice  in  Metropolitan 
Police  Courts  is  to  remand  to  the  work- 
house, under  Section  19  of  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act,  1866,  all  children  under 
14  where  desirable,  pendiing  inquiries 
necessary  for  the  decision  of  the  case. 
I  understand  this  practice  to  be  based  on 
the  view  that  the  power  given  by  that 
section  exists  in  all  cases  where  a  child 
under  14  years  is  brought  before  a  Court 
of  Summar}'  Jurisdiction.  Tlie  Secretary 
of  State  hopes  to  introduce  again  a  Bill 
authorising  several  alternative  modes  of 
dealing  with  juvenile  offenders,  with  a 
view  to  preventing  the  necessity  of  their 
being  seat  to  prison. 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS. 
Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether, 
with  a  view  to  the  prevention  of  railway 
accidents,  the  Board  of  Trade  have  made, 
or  will  make,  specific  inquiry  into  system* 
of  automatic  electric  signalling  between 
trains  and  trains  which  would  be  an 
additional  safeguard  in  cases  of  fog, 
detached  cars,  or  mistakes  of  signalmen  ? 
*Thk  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADK  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  subject  of  automatic  electric^ 
signalling  has  frequently  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
further  inquiries  are  now  being  made. 
There  are  many  difficulties  to  contend 
with,  and  all  I  can  say  at  present  is 
that  the  matter  will  continue  to  receive 
attention.  It  may  be  added  that  the 
Norton  Fitzwarren  collision  would  not 
have  been  pi*evented  had  the  system  a» 
hitherto  carried  out  been  in  force  there^ 

THE  GWYLWYRSETT  QUARRY. 
Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
District)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  the  negotiations 
for  the  lease  of  the  Gwylwyr  Sett  Quarry^ 
Pistyll,  Carnarvonshire,  have  been  com- 
pleted ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  a  lease 
contains  a  provision  for  ensuring  that 
the  quarry  will  be  efficiently  worked  by 
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the  lessee  ;aiul  whether  any  explanation 
can  be  affoi*ded  why  this  quarry  is  still 
unworkecl,notwithstandingtheassiirance 
given  that  it  was  intended  to  commence 
active  operations  without  any  delay  ? 

Thk  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson-,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The 
lease  of  the  quarry  referred  to  has  not 
yet  been  completed,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  the  quarry  is  still  un worked. 
It  is  expected  that  the  lease  will  shortly 
be  completed,  and  it  will  contain  clauses 
requiring  the  lessees  to  work  it. 

SOUTH  SEA  ISLAND  LABOURERS. 

Mr.  S.  smith  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Sydney  Presbyterian  of  the  2nd  of 
August,  1890,  states  that  the  forcible 
recruiting  of  labourers  in  the  South  Sea 
Islands  for  Queensland  still  continues, 
and  that  recently  a  French  schooner 
recruited  a  woman  from  Malo,  leaving 
an  infant  behind ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Rev.  J.  G.  Paton,  missionary, 
has  stated  that  last  year  he  complained 
of  a  vessel  which  called  at  his  island, 
Amida,  and  got  away  a  young  widow, 
leaving  her  two  infant  children  behind 
uncared  for  ;  and  that  it  also  got  away 
three  or  four  young  men,  one  of  them 
leaving  his  wife  behind  unprovided  for ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Rev.  P. 
Milne,  of  Nguna,  complained  to  the 
authorities  in  Queensland  of  a  Brisbane 
labour  vessel,  the  Eliza  Mary^  taking 
away,  on  the  28th  of  September  last 
year,  from  his  station  three, lads  who 
wero  his  hired  servants  from  other 
islands,  and  afterwards  other  lads,  10  in 
all ;  and  whether,  after  waiting  long,  an 
oflBcial  reply  came  to  him  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  of  the  Colony  has  fully 
approved  of  them  all  being  so  taken 
away  by  the  Eliza  Mary  :  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  now  pre- 
pared to  adopt  energetic  measures  for 
the  suppression  of  this  Slave  Trade  in 
the  South  Seas  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
Through  the  courtesy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber I  have  been  supplied  with  a  copy  of 
the  Sydney  Presbyterian  referred  to.  The 
first  two  cases  mentioned  have  not  been 
reported  home ;  but  it  may  be  observed 
J/)\  Lloyd-George 


that  the  first  is  one  of  a  foreign  vessel, 
and  that  in  the  second  it  is  not  clear 
whether  anything  unlawful  is  alleged. 
As  to  the  third,  it  is  known  that  the 
Rev.  P.  Milne  complained  to  the  Queens- 
land authorities,  but  not  what  the  terms 
of  the  reply  were.  The  Pacific  Islanders 
Protection  Acts  of  1872  and  1875  make 
it  penal  to  carry  away  a  native  without 
his  consent,  but  in  the  above  cases  no 
violation  of  this  law  is  alleged  ;  and  if 
any  Queensland  regulation,  creating  and 
providing  penalties  for  other  offences  in 
connection  with  the  labour  traffic,  has 
been  infringed,  such  infringements  must 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Queensland  Govern- 
ment. I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that,  as  I  stated  to  him  in  July  last, 
under  a  Queensland  Act  of  1885  the 
introduction  of  Polynesian  labourers 
into  the  colony  will  cease  after  the  end 
of  this  year. 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 
Mr.  wood  all  (Hanley) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  for 
what  reason  it  has  been  thought  de- 
sirable to  introduce  Mark  II.  of  the 
magazine  rifle  ;  and  if  he  could  state 
the  cost  of  the  rifle  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  Martini-Henry  at  similar 
stages  of  its  production  ? 

•TflK  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  I  explained  very  fully 
yesterday,  in  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Horsham,  the  leasons 
why  Mark  H.  has  been  introduced.  The 
cost  of  the  Martini-Henry  rifle  was,  of 
course,  high  at  first,  but  in  the  first 
year  in  which  it  was  extensively  made 
it  was  £3  18s.  4d.,  which  sum,  as  the 
manufacture  went  on,  was  gradually  re- 
duced to  £2  2s.  lOd.,  neither  price 
including  any  charge  for  the  special 
machinery  required.  The  price  o{  the 
magazine  rifle  for  the  small  number  at 
first  produced  was  J£5  5s.,  but  the 
estimated  cost  for  the  current  year  is 
£4,  which  includes  a  Sinking  Fund 
calculated  to  pay  for  the  necessary 
alteration  of  machinery  in  six  years. 
This  price  was  for  Mark  I. ;  Mark  II. 
will  probably  cost  a  trifle  less,  and  it 
may  be  anticipated  that  the  charge 
will  decrease  as  the  manufacture  pro- 
ceeds, as  it  did  in  the  case  of  the 
Martini-Henry.  In  this  comparison 
allowance    ought   to  be   made  for  the 
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facts  that  wages  have  increased  and 
hours  of  labour  been  shortened  since 
the  Martini-Henry  rifle  was  lii-st  turned 
out. 

WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  he  will  state 
why  the  present  slackness  of  work  exists 
at  Woolwich  Arsenal;  why  men  (some 
of  whom  have  been  employed  there  for 
years)  are  being  dismissed ;  why  men 
are  "  suspended  "  for  no  apparent  reason, 
sometimes  for  a  week  at  a  time  ;  if  he 
can  explain  why,  although  JB 10 1,000  were 
voted  this  year  to  Woolwich  Arsenal, 
which  is  a  larger  sum  than  was  voted 
the  year  before,  about  40  men  have  been 
discharged  within  the  past  few  weeks ; 
if  sub-contracting  is  permitted,  and,  if  so, 
on  what  grounds ;  whether  Messrs. 
Easton  and  Anderson  have  received  30 
gun-breech  mechanisms  from  Messrs. 
Vickers,  of  Shefl&eld,  and  if  these  gun- 
breech  mechanisms  were  given  out  from 
Woolwich  to  Messrs.  Vickers ;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  explain  why;  if  it  would  be 
possible  to  put  down  the  system  of  work- 
ing overtime  at  Woolwich  Arsenal ;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  state  the  reason ;  iind 
why  is  work  given  out  from  the 
Arsenal  to  Messrs.  Anderson,  of  Leith  ? 
•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  There  has  been 
no  general  reduction  in  the  Ordnance 
Factories.  But  I  should  like  to  say  at 
once  that,  as  the  special  work  to  be 
undertaken  under  the  Imperial  Defence 
Loan  is  now  drawing  to  a  close,  and  em- 
ployment in  the  factories  is  coming  to  its 
normal  state,  there  must  of  necessity  be 
reductions,  but  they  shall  be  made  with  all 
possible  regard  to  the  importance  of  doing 
so  at  a  time  of  year  when  other  employ- 
ment can  be  found.  There  is  very  little 
overtime  at  the  Arsenal,  and  that  only 
under  special  circumstances.  There  are 
no  sub-contracts  in  the  Ordnance  Fac- 
tories. The  contract  made  by  me  with 
Messrs.  Vickers  is  for  heavy  guns.  The 
War  Office  is  aware  that  they  have  en- 
trusted the  breech  mechanisms  to  Messrs. 
Easton  and  Anderson,  but  the  matter  is 
not  one  that  concerns  us.  As  to  work 
being  given  out  from  the  Arsenal  to 
Messrs.  Anderson,  of  Leith,  my  inquiries 
do  not  enable  me  to  find  out  anything 
whatever  about  them. 


Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  • 
Is  it  the  fact  that  40  men  have  been  dis- 
charged within  the  last  three  weeks  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  unable  to 
answer  that  question  directly.  There  is 
a  total  number  of  16,000  men  of  different 
classes  employed  ;  some  men  have  been 
discharged,  and  some  may  have  been 
taken  on,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that 
there  might  have  been  a  balance  of  dis- 
charges of  the  number  stated. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM : 
Will  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  take  into 
consideration  the  advisability  of  shorten- 
ing the  hours  in  order  to  meet  the  slack- 
ness of  work,  as  this  is  a  most  inclement 
season  at  which  to  discharge  men  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  do  not  think 
tliat  would  be  possible.  What  the 
country  require  is  that  the  warlike 
stores  should  be  turned  out  by  the  time 
they  are  needed. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
The  point  is,  whether  the  men  employed 
by  Government  are  to  be  worse  treated 
than  they  would  be  if  employed  by 
private  firms?  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavour  to  introduce  some 
system  to  alter  the  overtime  working  ? 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  these  men  are  better  treated 
than  they  would  be  by  any  private  firm. 
With  regard  to  overtime,  I  have  already 
stated  that  it  is  only  worked  under 
special  circumstances. 

BIRMINGHAM  TOST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  plastering  work  of  the  new  Bir- 
mingham Post  OflSce  has  been  sublet 
to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Welling; 
whether  information  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Ofl&ce  of  Works  of  the  very  exten- 
sive system  of  adulteration  of  the  mate* 
rials  used  that  has  taken  place ;  whether 
the  Board  of  Works  acknowledged  by 
letter,  dated  10th  September,  1890,  that 
the  statements  made  in  regard  to  the 
adulteration  were  substantially  correct ; 
and  whether,  in  spite  of  this  condemna- 
tion, Welling  has  been  allowed  to  con- 
tinue to  work  and  to  commence  the  front 
block ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  Works  has  given  orders  that 
no  plasterer  was  to  be  employed  on  the 
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job  who  had  worked  tliere  previous  to 
the  complaint  made  of  the  adulteration 
of  the  materials ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  ? 

thf.   first   commissioner  of 

WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkkt,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  As  the  question  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  to-day,  I  have  not  been  able 
to  obtain  the  information  necessary  to 
enable  me  to  answer  it,  and  I  must  ask 
the  lion.  Gentleman  to  postpone  it. 

Mr.    SYDNPJr    BUXTON  :     I    will 
repeat  it  on  Monday. 

THE  SULTAN  OF  VITU. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  a  reward  of 
10,000  rupees  has  been  offered  by  the 
British  Naval  Authorities  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Africa  for  the  capture  of  the 
Sultan  of  Vitu  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  given 
instructions  that  such  offer  should  be 
withdrawn  ? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  rew^ard  has 
been  offered.  The  Sultan  has  not  yet 
been  captured,  nor  has  he  surrendered 
to  take  his  trial,  and  the  offer  still  holds 
good. 

THE  BRUSSELS  CONFEUENCE. 
Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  b-g  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported,  that  the  Government  of  the 
Netherlands  has  demanded  an  extension 
of  the  time  given  in  which  to  sign  the 
General  Act  and  Declaration  of  the 
Brussels  Conference ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  can  afford  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  steps 
they  have  taken  to  overcome  the  reluc- 
tance of  Holland  to  sign  tlie  General 
Act  and  Declaration  of  the  Conference  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  No  such 
demand  has  been  made  to  our  kuow- 
ledge.  It  could  only  be  addressed  to 
the  Conference.  Steps  are  being  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  con- 
cert with  other  Powers,  to  induce  Hol- 
land to  sign,  but  it  is  not  at  present 
possible  to  indicate  their  nature. 

THE  NEW  LOAD  LINE  LAW. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the   Board  of 
Trade  if  he  will  be  good  enough  to  state 
J/?\  Sf/dnef/  Jluxton 


the  nature  of  the  instructions  issued  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  Surveyors  relative  to 
the  new  Load  Line  Law  ;  and  whether 
he  is  aware  that  doubts  exist  regarding 
its  application  or  otherwise,  to  vessels 
already  sailing  and  marked  under  Lloyd's 
freeboard  rules  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  The  in- 
structions to  Surveyors  include  the 
tables  of  the  Load  Line  Committee,  with 
a  Memorandum  on  their  application 
and  directions  as  to  the  course  to 
be  followed  when  owners  apply  for  load 
lines  to  be  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  provisions  of  the  law  apply  to  all 
British  vessels,  whether  previously- 
marked  by  Lloyd's  or  not,  and  I  have 
not  heard  of  any  real  difl&culties  having 
arisen  in  the  matter. 

NATURAL  HISTORY  MUSEUM- 
ELECTRIC  LIGHTING. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  Ac.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  public  are  now  deprived 
of  the  use  of  the  Great  Natural  History 
Museum,  not  only  in  the  afternoons  and 
evenings  but  also  on  foggy  winter  days, 
and  that  the  facilities  of  lighting  are  now 
such  tliat  the  Museum  has  already'  been 
temporarily  lighted  by  electricity  for 
Societies  meeting  there,  he  will  again 
consider  the  advisability  of  arranging  to 
light  the  Museum  ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  The  Trustees  of  the 
British  Museum  must  determine  this 
question  in  conjunction  with  the  Trea- 
sury. I  have  no  authority  in  the 
matter. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
have  to  ask  Parliament  to  sanction  the 
necessary  funds  ? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  That  is  a  question 
for  the  Treasury. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  repeated  his  ques- 
tion  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
but  received  no  answer. 

THE  MUZZLING  ORDER. 
Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
when  the  Order  for  muzzling  dogs  will 
be  withdrawn  from  the  County  of 
Middlesex  % 
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*The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTLTRE  (Mr.  Chaplix,  Lincoln, 
shire,  Sleaford)  :  The  question  of  my 
hon.  Friend  has  already  engaged  my 
attention,  but  I  have  found  it  exceed- 
ingly difficult  to  relax  the  Order  in  the 
County  of  Middlesex  until  the  same 
course  is  adopted  for  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District.  There  has 
been  a  case  of  rabies  so  lately  as  the 
month  of  September  within  that  area, 
and  I  am  advised  that  a  sufficient  time 
has  not  elapsed  to  justify  me  in  with- 
di-awing  it  at  present.  I  cannot  indicate 
the  date  of  its  probable  withdrawal,  for 
the  reason  that  it  must  depend  upon  the 
nature  of  the  Returns  which  we  continue 
to  receive ;  but  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
they  have  been  exceedingly  favourable 
of  late,  and  I  have  great  hopes  that  I 
may  be  able  to  relax  it,  so  far  as  the 
Metropolis  is  concerned,  at  no  distant 
date. 

*Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Middlesex  is  the  only 
County  in  which  the  Order  is  in  force, 
and  that  cases  of  rabies  are  found  in 
dogs  coming  from  over  the  borders 
and  not  in  the  county  itself,  and  whe- 
ther, therefore,  this  is  not  an  injustice 
to  the  county  1 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  No,  Sir ;  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  altogether 
correct.  The  Muzzling  Order  prevails 
throughout  the  whole  Metropolitan  Dis- 
trict at  present,  and  in  that  district  are 
included  parts  of  several  other  counties, 
in  addition  to  the  County  of  Middlesex. 

SOUTH-EAST  AFRICA— DISTURBANCE 
IN  MUTACA'S  COUNTRY. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  CTnder  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfEairs  whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  with  regard  to 
the  reported  collision  between  the  police 
of  the  British  Chai-tered  South  Africa 
Company  and  certain  Portuguese  in 
Mutaca's  country,  in  South-East  Africa  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  A  telegram  has 
been  received  from  the  High  Commis- 
sioner substantially  confirming  the  re- 
ports which  have  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers. Of  course,  there  has  not  been 
time  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
consider  the  matter  as  yet. 

Mr.  BRYCE:    When  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  b^  able  to  make  a  state- 


ment ?     Will  it  be  before  the  end  of  the 
present  Sittings  of  the  House  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  yvi\\  put  down  a  question  I 
will  answer  it  to  the  best  of  my  power. 

RELIEF    OF    LOCAL    TAXATION. 

Mr.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  tlie  letter,  written  by  Mr.  Clinton  E. 
Dawkins  to  Mr.  A.  Arnold,  J.P.,  from 
the  Treasury  Chambers,  dated  17th 
November,  1890,  and  published  in  the 
newspaper  Press  30th  November,  1890, 
and  giving  information  as  to  the  net 
financial  gain  to  the  Borough  of  Halifax 
under  the  new  arrangement  for  the 
relief  of  local  taxation  compared  with 
the  old  system,  was,  as  stated,  in  fulfil- 
ment of  a  promise  by  him ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Government  will  furnish 
similar  information  as  to  the  effect  upon 
the  finances  of  six  typical  non-county 
boroughs  with  a  high  rateable  value  1 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosCHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  gave  Mr. 
Arnold  the  information  as  regards  Hali- 
fax, as  I  should  have  given  it  io  any 
other  gentleman  who  had  asked  for  it. 
It  would  not  be  possible  to  furnish  in- 
formation in  the  same  way  for  non- 
county  boroughs.  As  the  hon.  Member 
will  recollect,  payments  in  their  case  are 
not  made  direct  from  the  Local  Taxation 
Account,  but  after  the  county  has  paid 
the  discontinued  grants  and  the  grants 
for  union  officers  the  balance  is  applied 
to  the  reduction  of  the  I'ates  over  the 
whole  county  area,  inclusive  of  the  non 
county  boroughs,  which  participate  in  the 
balance  according  to  their  respective 
rateable  values.  But  I  am  informed 
that  a  Return  will  shortly  be  issued  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  showing 
what  the  balance  was  in  each  county  for 
the  year  1889-90. 

THE  SHARDLOW  UNION. 
Sir  WALTER  FOSTER:  I  beg  io 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  some  two  months  ago  the 
Guardians  of  Shardlow  Union  (Derby- 
shire) decided  to  send  the  children  who 
are  inmates  of  the  workhouse  to  the 
national  school  of  the  parish  of  Shard- 
low  ;  whether  the  school  managers,  in 


/ 


655 


The  Crofter 


{COMMONS} 


Commission, 


656- 


the  first  place,  raised  objections  to  receiv- 
ing them,  and  finally  charged  a 
fee  of  Is.  per  head,  notwithstanding 
the  ,  fact  that  fees  of  only  2d.  and  3d. 
per  head  were  charged  for  other  children 
not  inmates  of  the  workhouse,  whose 
fees  were  paid  by  the  Guardians;  and 
whether  he  can  take  any  stejjs  to  remedy 
this  inequality  of  payment  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question.  It  is  usual  in 
such  circumstances  for  the  managers  to 
charge  a  fee  considerably  in  excess  of 
that  paid  in  respect  of  other  scholars, 
and  so  long  as  the  average  fee  is  not 
thereby  raised  above  9d.,  the  Depart- 
ment would  not  be  justified  in  objecting 
to  the  fee  charged. 

POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

•  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate,  with 
reference  to  the  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill,  whether  he  is  correctly 
reported  as  having  said,  in  answer  to  a 
deputation,  "that  only  three  Members 
representing   Scotland  objected   to  tho 

.said  Bill;"  and,  if  this  be  the  fact, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  arrange  after  Christmas  to  give 
reasonable  time  in  order  to  pass  the 
Bill,  and  comply  with  the  all  but  unani- 
mous wish  of  the  Scotch  Burghs,  by  pass- 
ing a  measure  which  they  have  repeatedly 
represented  as  being  urgently  needed 
and  of  great  importance  to  the  health  of 
the  people,  and  to  which  there  is  practi- 
cally no  opposition  1 

♦The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B- 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  The  statement  quoted 
in  the  question  was  made,  not  by  me, 
but  by  Members  of  the  deputation,  and 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  Report  which 
describes  it  to  me.  I  believe  the  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  to  be  confined  to  a  few 
Members ;  but  the  opposition  of  even  a 
few  Members,  to  a  Bill  of  571  clauses, 
constitutes  a  formidable  Parliamentary 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  its  progress.  I 
stated  at  the  beginning  of  last  Session 
that  if  the  Scotch  Members  were  prac- 
tically unanimous  in  desiring  that  the 
Bill  should  pass  through  this  House  in 
the  form  in  which  it  left  the  Select  Gom- 
mitteeoi  1888,  the  Government  would 
Sir  WtUier  Foster 


be  most  willing  to  effectuate  this  desire ; 
the  offer  then  made  was  not  accepted ; 
and  the  deputation  which  I  met  last 
month  was  unable  to  say  that  the  situa- 
tion was  materially  altered.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government, 
while  adhering  to  previous  statements 
regarding  the  Bill,  do  not  feel  justified 
in  giving  the  undertaking  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member,  seeing  that  the 
"  reasonable  time "  which  he  desires- 
would  only  be  obtained  at  the  expense  of 
other  measures  to  which  the  Government 
are  pledged,  and  that,  at  present,  they 
have  no  adequate  assurance  that  it 
would  be  effectively  bestowed  on  the 
Bill  in  question. 

HOURS  OF  WORK  OF  LOCOMOTIVE 
DRH^ERS. 
Mb.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if  he  has  received  any 
reply  from  the  Railway  Association  to  the 
Letter  he  addressed  to  that  body,  in- 
reference  to  the  long  hours  worked 
by  locomotive  drivers ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  circulate  the  Correspondence  to 
Members  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  No  reply 
has  yet  been  received ;  but  when  it  has, 
the  Correspondence  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  ? 
Will  it  embrace  the  hours  of  all  workers 
on  the  railway  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  No,  Sir ; 
I  think  not. 

THE  CROFTER  COMMISSION. 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  the 
Scotch  Ofl&ce  has  received  any  communi- 
cation from  the  Crofter  Commission  as 
to  the  reason  why  the  clauses  extending 
holdings  has  been  inoperative;  and 
whether  the  Government  intend  doing 
anything  in  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  received  a  Report 
from  the  Commissioners  with  reference 
to  this  subject,  and  it  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  No  other  Report 
has  been  received.  No  decision  has 
been  come  to  by  the  Gt>vemment  as  to 

hether  it  is  expedient  to  take  any 
steps  in  the  matter. 
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ST.  GEORGE'S  CHURCH,  BOTOLPH 
LANE. 

Mr.  cavendish  HENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Low- 
ther),  as  a  Charity  Commissioner, 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners  have 
refused  to  contribute  to  the  necessary 
repairs  of  the  Church  of  St.  George, 
Botolph  Lane,  in  the  City  of  London, 
which  was  built  by  Sir  Christopher 
Wren,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  not  of 
any  special  architectural  interest  or 
value  ;  and  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, before  coming  to  this  de- 
cision, obtained  any  Report  upon  the 
Church  from  any  architectural  authority ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  will  lay  the 
Report  upon  the  Table,  or  state  upon 
whose  opinion  they  have  acted? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  The  central  scheme  framed 
by  the  Charity  Comm.issioners  under  the 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Act 
provides  the  annual  sum  of  £41  for  the 
maintenance  and  repairs  of  the  fabric  of 
the  Church  of  St.  George,  Botolph  Lane, 
besides  an  annual  sum  of  £117  for  the 
ordinary  cleaning  of  the  church  and  the 
maintenance  of  public  worship.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  church  is  not  of 
primary  architectural  interest,  and  of 
the  general  condition  of  the  parish,  and 
that  the  Commissioners  are  advised  that 
a  sum  of  £2,700  would  be  required  for 
the  restoration-  of  the  church,  they  did 
not  feel  justified  in  dealing  with  it 
specially  under  Section  14  of  the  Act. 
The  Commissioners  were  advised  by 
their  architect,  Mr.  Ewan  Christian,  but 
they  accept  full  responsibility  for  their 
action  in  the  matter,  and  are  therefore 
not  prepared  to  lay  his  Report  upon  the 
Table,  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  call  at  the  ofl&ce  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners the  Report  will  be  open  to 
his  inspection. 

LIFE-SA.VING  APPLIANCES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  his  attention  has 
))een  called  to  the  finding  of  the 
Coroner's  Jury  in  the  inquest  upon  the 
late  Lord  Cantelupe,  that  his  life  might 
have  been  saved  if  a  rocket  life  line 
apparatus  had  been  available  at  Bangor ; 
and  if  it  is  possible  for  anything  to  be 


done  to  provide  such  appliances  at  all 
coastguard  stations  round  the  coasts  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  or  to  compel  vessels 
to  carry  them  under  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping (Life-Saving  Appliances)  Act  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  1  have  seen 
a  report  of  the  finding  of  the  jury,  but 
the  apparatus  which  saved  the  crew  in 
this  case  was  stationed  only  some  three 
miles  from  Bangor,  and  it  would  not  be 
practicable  to  keep  an  apparatus  at 
every  place  on  the  coast  where  a  casualty 
may  occur.  There  are  already  about  300 
rocket  stations,  and  life  lines  alone  are 
kept  at  many  other  places.  Any  sugges- 
tion for  establishing  a  new  station  always 
receives  consideration.  On  mature  con- 
sideration, the  rocket  apparatus  has  been 
deemed  unsuitable  as  an  equipment  for 
ships  themselves. 

H.M.S.  TYNE, 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Noi'thami)ton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  H.M.S.  Tyne,  which 
is  to  be  despatched  on  the  9th  or  10th 
of  this  month  with  two  Batteries  of 
Artillery,  reliefs  for  Line  battalions,  and 
with  the  entire  crews  of  two  men-of- 
war  for  the  China  Stations  (in  all,  over 
1,200  persons),  has  only  accommodation 
for  half  that  number  of  persons,  and, 
although  in  need  of  thorough  repair,  has 
only  been  patched  up  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  hon. 
Member's  information  is  not  quite 
correct.  His  statements  are  to  the  effect 
that  the  Tyne  is  to  leave  England  on  the 
9  th  of  December  with  1,200  troops  on 
board,  being  twice  the  number  she  can 
accommodate,  and  that  she  requires 
thorough  repairs,  which  have  been 
scamped.  The  facts  are,  the  Tyne  is  not 
to  leave  England  until  the  Slst  of 
December ;  she  will  not  liave  on  board 
any  troops,  being  on  Naval  Service,  the 
entire  crews*  taken  amounting  to  142 
men,  to  which  have  to  be  added  190 
supernumeraries,  a  total  of  332,  which  is 
well  within  the  accommodation  of  the 
vessel.  The  Tyne  is  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  hands  of  the  Dockyard 
receiving  careful  repairs. 

THE  IRISH  MAILS. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 

he  is  aware  that  merchants  in  Bel&st, 

who    formerly    used     the    mail    ftoixL 
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Loudon  vid  Holyhead  aud  Dublin,  have 
of  late  been  obliged  to  direct  their 
parcels  and  samples  to  be  sent  by  the 
Larne  and  Strani*aer  route  in  order  to 
compete  with  Dublin;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  English  mails,  sent  by 
Holyhead,  even  when  the  mail  train 
reaches  Belfast  at  the  time  appointed, 
arrive  too  late  for  business  purposes; 
and  whether  he  can  say  definitely  about 
what  date  some  arrangement  will  be 
made  to  give  the  merchants  of  Belfast 
and  other  important  towns  in  Ulster  the 
advantage  of  having  the  English  mails 
isent  by  the  Larne  and  Stranraer  route  ? 
The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  An 
application  has  been  made  to  me  by  a 
Belfast  firm  for  permission  to  have 
letters,  <fec.,  sent  from  London  to  Belfast 
vid  Stranraer  and  Larne  on  their  being 
specially  so  addressed,  but  in  the 
absence  of  any  proper  arrangement  for 
the  purpose  I  have  not  been  able  to 
accede  to  their  request.  There  is  some 
misapprehension,  I  think,  with  regard 
to  the  delivery  in  Belfast  of  the  English 
night-mail  letters.  Those  letters,  when 
the  mail  train  arrives  punctually,  are 
included  in  a  delivery  beginning  at 
11.20  a.m.,  and  it  can  hardly  be  said 
that  this  is  too  late  for  business  purposes. 
The  outward  mail  for  England  is  not  de- 
spatched from  Belfast  until  3.30  p.m.,  so 
that  there  is  a  reasonable  interval  for 
reply  by  return  of  post.  I  am  not  yet 
able  to  make  an  announcement  respect- 
ing the  proposal  to  adopt  the  Stranraer 
and  Larne  route  for  the  Belfast  mails. 

Mk.  M^CARTAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  during  the  present  year,  a  written 
request  for  a  Sunday  delivery  of  letters 
from  Millisle  to  Carrowdore  was  made 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  General  Post 
Ofl&ce,  Dublin,  by  a  large  and  influential 
number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district 
of  Carrowdore,  Donaghadee ;  and  whe- 
ther, considering  the  general  complaints 
made  by  the  people  as  to  the  serious  in- 
convenience which  non-delivery  of  letters 
there  on  Sundays  causes  to  the  residents 
of  the  district,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  instituting  a  Sunday 
delivery  of  these  letters? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  In   reply  to  the  hon. 

Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the  Sunday 

post   between   Millisle  and  Carrowdore 

was  discontinued  about  three  years  ago 
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on  a  Memorial  from  the  inhabitants 
receiving  two-thirds  of  the  correspon- 
dence, and  I  shall  be  happy  to  sanction 
its  restoration  upon  similar  conditions. 
But  the  Memorial  forwarded  a  few 
months  ago  in  favour  of  the  restoration 
of  the  Post  was  found,  on  careful  inquiry, 
to  represent  the  receivers  of  only  one- 
half  of  the  correspondence,  and,  having 
regard  to  the  regulations  which  govern 
questions  of  this  kind,  I  should  not  at  pre- 
sent feel  warranted  in  acceding  to  the 
wishes  of  the  memorialists. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  deliveiy  of  letters  arriving  by  the 
Holyhead  route  about  half-past  1 1  does 
not  necessitate  a  return  of  merchants 
after  they  have  left  their  offices  in  order 
to  deal  with  their  correspondence ; 
whether  he  is  awaj'e  that  if  the  Lame 
route  were  substituted  letters  would 
arrive  at  10  o'clock ;  and  about  what 
time  does  he  think  it  likely  he  will  be 
able  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  to  the 
Stranraer  and  Lame  route  % 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  do  not  know  the 
habits  of  the  merchants  of  Belfast,  but 
in  any  other  town  letters  arriving  at 
half -past  1 1  would  find  a  merchant  in  his 
office.  The  difference  of  time  by  the 
Larne  route,  as  I  am  at  present  advised, 
is  only  about  three-quarters  of  an  hour, 
and,  therefore,  there  is  not  a  material 
difference  in  that  respect.  As  soon  as  I 
have  the  data^  I  shall  lose  no  time  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  as  to  the  respec- 
tive merits  of  the  two  routes. 

THE  BRIDPORT  MAIL. 
Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
mail  due  to  be  delivered  at  Bridport  at 
10.30  a.m.  missed  twice  during  the  week 
ending  lltli  October  ;  whether  this  mail 
has  frequently  missed  the  connection  at 
Bristol  this  year ;  and  whether  he  wilj 
state  to  the  House  what  means  he  has  of 
preventing  these  irregularities  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKJES:  The  hon.  Member's 
statement  is  quite  correct,  and  I  regret 
the  irregularity  should  have  occuired. 
The  remedy  lies  in  a  more  punctual 
arrival  at  Bristol  of  the  mails  from  the 
North,  and  I  am  in  communication  with 
the  Railway  Companies  concerned,  with 
the  view  of  securing  this  result.     It  is 
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right,  however,  to  say  that  delay  some- 
times arises  from  circumstances  beyond 
their  control. 

TUE  EMIN  RELIEF  EXrEDITION. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  whether  he  has 
observed  that  several  British  subjects 
<;onnected  with  the  Emin  Relief  Expedi- 
tion have  admitted  that  they  bought 
slaves  in  Africa,  and  that  they  flogged 
and  killed  the  inhabitants  of  uncivilised 
<ioun tries  in  that  continent ;  and  whether 
it  is  intended  to  render  them  responsible 
to  the  laws  which  punish  British  sub- 
jects committing  either  of  these  offences  ? 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I  do  not  know 
to  what  British  subjects  or  to  whiit  ad- 
missions the  hon.  Member  particularly 
refers,  but,  so  far  as  I  know,  there  are  no 
persons  now  within  British  jurisdic- 
tion who  have  admitted  the  commis- 
sion of  any  of  the  offences  referred  to  in 
the  question.  I  need  not  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  if  any  such  offences 
can  be  proved  the  intervention  of  the 
Government  is  not  necessary. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  the  case  of  gentlemen  who 
are  under  British  jurisdiction,  who  have 
admitted  tliat  they  have  killed  or  bought 
slaves,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  instruct 
the  Public  Prosecutor  to  prosecute  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  anyone  can 
prosecute,  but  what  is  everybody's  busi- 
ness is  nobody's  business. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Any  statement 
made  on  the  authority  of  the  hon. 
Member  I  shall  look  into  carefully,  and 
have  it  fully  inquired  into.  It  is  impos- 
sible, without  knowing  the  authority  for 
the  statements,  that  I  can  undertake  to 
prosecute.  Admissions  are  not  proof, 
and  they  must  be  supported  by  proper 
proof  before  a  prosecution  can  be  under- 
taken. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Cumnghame  Graham, 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said  these  gentle- 
men had  no  commission  whatever  from 
Her  Majesty's  Grovemment. 

LAND  PQKCHASE  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  in  the  event  of  the  whole 
amount  of  money  provided  for  loans 
to  tenant-purchasers   under    the    Pur- 


chase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill  being  advanced  {a)  im- 
mediately after  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  (6) 
within  five  years  ;  or  (c)  within  10 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act ; 
each  year's  recoveries  being  continually 
re-lent,  as  provided  by  Clause  6  (3), 
he  will  state,  in  all  three  cases,  the 
total  amount  of  the  normal  annuities 
which  will  b:?  due  to  Government  from 
all  the  tenant-purchasers  on  the  fortieth 
year  of  the  operation  of  the  Act,  and 
the  total  amount  of  the  Guarantee 
Fund  for  that  year  which  will  exist  aa 
security  for  the  amount  thus  due  ', 
and  if  the  result  be  to  show  a  deficit 
in  the  Guarantee  Fund  on  that  year, 
as  compared  with  the  corresponding 
instalment  of  annuities  which  will  be 
due  on  the  same  occasion,  will  he  give 
the  aggregate  of  all  the  annual  deficits 
which  will  obtain  during  the  whole  49 
years  under  the  same  conditions? 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  forIRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  University) : 
It  would  take  some  time  to  work  out  in 
detail  the  various  calculations  suggested 
in  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member; 
but  as  I  understand  that  those  calcu- 
lations are  suggested  with  a  view  of 
testing  the  financial  soundness  of  the 
Government  scheme,  I  may  inform  him 
that  it  is  impossible  that  its  security  could 
be  afEected  by  any  process  of  re-lending, 
for  under  no  circumstances  could  the 
amount  advanced  exceed  25  years'  pur- 
chase of  the  annual  Imperial  contribu- 
tion, plus  the  actual  amount  of  the 
Sinking  Fund. 

*Mr.  KEAY  :  As  the  matter  is  one  of 
extreme  importance,  may  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  or  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether,  if  the  Government 
have  not  been  able  to  make  a  calculation, 
they  will  be  good  enough  to  examine  one 
which  I  have  prepared,  and  which  is  at 
present  in  the  hands  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  The  result  of  that  calculation 
shows  that  there  will  be  absolutely 
uncovered  loans  to  the  extent  of 
je25,000,000  sterling. 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  expect  me  to  express 
an  opinion  as  to  the  result  of  a  calcula- 
tion which  I  have  not  seen.  I  can 
hardly  set  myself  np  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal  from  the  hon.  Member  upon  such 
a  question. 
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*Mr.  KEAY  :  It  is  ii  very  important 
question,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  know  that  the  Sinking  Fund  is  the 
taxpayers'  money  and  not  a  Guarantee 
Fund  at  all.  May  I  ask  him  whether,  if 
on  examination  he  finds  there  is  the  large 
deficit  I  allege— [(7We«  o/'"  Order ! "] 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
question  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  now 
putting  is  not  a  legitimate  one. 

Mr.  WALSH. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Geneml  for 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Walsh, 
of  the  Cashel  Sentinel^  was  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  for  con- 
spiracy at  Tipperary,  and  arrested  in- 
stantly on  conviction ;  that  several  days 
before  he  had  been  (on  appeal)  sentenced 
to  two  months'  imprisonment  for  the 
publication  of  a  speech  in  his  newspaper  ; 
but  that  the  police  held  over  the  war- 
rant, commanding  them  to  arrest  him  on 
the  latter  charge,  in  order  to  see  what 
would  be  the  result  of  the  Tipperar}- 
prosecution  ;  under  what  authority  was 
this  done  ;  do  the  Government  still  hold 
over  the  warrant;  under  what  statute 
do  the  police  exercise  this  suspensory 
power  ;  and  what  ofl&cer  is  responsible  ? 
Mr.  madden  :  The  question  of  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  appears  to  be 
founded  on  a  misapprehension  as  to  a 
matter  of  fact.  He  appears  to  assume 
that  the  warrant,  after  it  was  signed, 
was  kept  back  by  the  authorities.  This 
is  not  so.  I  am  informed  that  Mr. 
Walsh  did  not  appear  when  the  appeal 
was  called,  that  a  certificate  was  given 
for  the  estreating  of  his  recognisances, 
but  that  the  warrant  has  not  yet  been 
signed. 

IRISH  LOTTERIES. 
Mr.  GURDON  (Norfolk,  Mid):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  number  of  advertisements  of  lotteries 
from  Ireland,  as  well  as  abroad,  which 
are  being  sent  to  our  National  schools ; 
and  whether  he  can  prevent  this  prac- 
tice ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES  :  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  transmission  of  advertise- 
ments of  lotteries  through  the  Post  both 
from  Ireland  and  abroad,  but  the  Law 
does  not,  I  am  advised,  empower  me  to 
ascertain   the  contents  of  closed  packets 


which  may  contain  such  advertisements. 
As  regards  notices  of  this  description 
conveyed  in  open  covers,  I  am  consider- 
ing what  course  of  action  should  andean 
be  taken. 

DEDUCTIONS  FROM  MEN'S  EARNINGS. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  has  had  any 
correspondence  with  William  Armstrong, 
an  iron  ore  miner,  of  Moor  Row,  West 
Cumberland,  complaining  of  the  treat- 
mient  he  received  from  his  employers, 
and  the  doctors  who  attended  him  after 
he  received  a  serious  accident  in  the 
mine ;  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by 
AV.  Armstrong  in  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Home  Secretary  on  the  21st  of  Feb- 
ruary, that  the  doctors  are  appointed  by 
the  mine  owners,  but  "  are  paid  by  money 
deducted  from  the  men's  earnings,  the 
workmen  having  neither  voice  nor  choio& 
in  the  matter ;"  whether  he  has  any  juris- 
diction in  a  case  of  the  kind ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  has  inquired  into  the  subject, 
and  with  what  result ;  and  if  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  the  correspondence  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House? 

Mk.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The 
answer  to  the  first  two  paragraphs  is  in 
the  affirmative.  Mr.  Armstrong  has 
already  been  informed  that  this  is  not  a 
matter  in  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  any  jurisdiction.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  is  unnecessary  to  lay  the 
Papers  before  Parliament. 


THE  DEATH  OF  MRS.  PEEL. 
♦(4.15.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the. 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, — 
Sir,  I  feel  sure  that  on  the  present 
occasion,  whatever  difEerences  may  exist 
in  this  House,  there  will  be  no  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  expression  of  the 
views  and  feelings  of  tho  House  in  desir- 
ing to  convey  to  the  Speaker  the  ex- 
pression of  their  real  and  sincere  sym- 
pathy with  him  in  the  sorrow  which 
has  befallen  him  during  the  last  few 
hours.  The  House  has  been  aware  that 
the  shadow  of  that  great  sorrow  has  pre- 
vented the  Speaker  from  discharging  his 
duties  in  the  Chair  during  the  last  10 
days.  All  who  know  the  Speaker  are 
aware  that  only  extreme  necessity  would 
have   kept    him   from  the  discharge  of 
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those  duties,  and  I  am  sure  the  House 
is  unanimous  in  feeling  that  the  Speaker 
•was  right  in  abstaining  from  coming  into 
the  Chair.  I  am  sure  that  hon.  Members 
would,  if  that  were  possible,  individually 
have  tendered  their  expression  of  sincere 
regard  and  sorrow  that  a  man  so  loved 
by  all  his  friends,  and  so  valued  in  this 
House,  should  be  so  heavily  afflicted.  I 
know  that  on  such  an  occasion  as  this 
words  should  be  few,  and  that  the  voice 
of  sympathy  should  be  almost  hushed. 
I  do  not  wish  to  enlarge  on  the  present 
occasion  on  the  personal  affliction  that 
has  befallen  Mr.  Speaker — that  is  a 
sacred  matter  for  himself — but  we  can 
at  least  approach  him,  and  say  from  our 
hearts  that  we  are  grieved,  that  we  enter 
into  his  sorrow,  and  that  we  trust  a  sense 
of  the  performances  of  duties  yet  to 
come  to  the  country  and  to  this  House 
will  arouse  him  from  the  sorrow  and 
affliction  in  which  he  is  at  present 
plunged,  and  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
welcome  him  back  to  the  Chair ;  a  sad 
man,  a  man  deprived  of  the  comfort  of 
his  life,  it  may  be,  but  a  man  ready  to 
discharge  the  honourable  duties  which 
the  country  expects  from  him,  and  which 
this  House  thoroughly  trusts  him  to  fulfil. 
If  I  do  not  make  any  Motion  it  is  because 
I  thought  it  undesirable  that  we  should 
say  more  than  what  I  believe  is  the 
unanimous  feeling  of  the  House  ex- 
pressive of  our  sorrow  at  Mr.  Speaker's 
deep  affliction. 

(4.17.)  Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, MidLothian):  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
— Although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
refrained,  and  I  am  disposed  to  think 
has  wisely  refrained,  from  submitting 
any  actual  Motion  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  although  he  has  not  left 
me  in  point  of  form  any  defined  province 
or  function  on  the  score  of  which  I  may 
appeal  to  the  House  for  its  indulgence, 
yet  I  think  it  my  duty,  presuming  on  its 
kind  permission,  to  echo  the  words  which 
have  been  so  well  spoken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  feel  sure,  and  I  believe 
the  entire  House  feels,  that  we  are  deeply 
interested  in  all  that  concerns  the 
happiness  of  Mr.  Speaker.  The  House  of 
Commons  is  of  necessity  under  great  and 
increasing  debt  to  Mr.  Speaker.  At  all 
times  the  duties  imposed  upon  that  great 
officer  of  State  have  been  duties  of  an 
arduous  character,  but  they  have  of  late 
years  become  such  as  to  task  to  a  degree 


altogether  extraordinary  most  of  the 
qualities  which  go  to  make  up  a  power- 
ful mind  and  a  masculine  character.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  we  do  well  to  dis- 
charge this  growing  obligation  in  ex- 
pressing to  Mr.  Speaker  our  deep  sym- 
pathy with  him  in  his  sorrow.  Nor  can 
I  pass  by  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  well  said  as  to  the  value 
of  his  services.  It  is  not  for  us  to  in- 
trude into  the  sanctuary  of  private 
sorrow,  nor  to  know  what  consequences 
may  follow  upon  a  visitation  so  heavy, 
but  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  the  universal  sense  of  the 
House  when  he  lias  stated  his  wish  and 
hope  that  we  may  still  enjoy,  and  enjoy 
in  spite  of  this  great  visitation,  the 
valued  sei-vices  which  Mr.  Speaker  per- 
forms to  the  public  and  to  the  House 
when  he  sits  in  the  Chair.  I,  Sir,  there- 
fore, concur  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  everything  that  he  has  said,  and 
I  believe  that  it  will  be  the  earnest  hope 
of  the  House  that  while  any  expression 
of  sympathy  one  can  offer  him  must  be 
well  known  to  be  a  very  inadequate 
medicine  indeed  for  so  severe  a  hurt,  he 
may  be  favoured  with  every  consolation 
that  can  be  derived  by  man  on  these 
great  occasions  of  life,  whether  from  a 
human  or  from  a  higher  source. 


WORKHOUSES,  &c. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Showing,  in  respect  of  each  Workhouse, 
Workhouse  Infirmary,  and  Sick  Asylum  in 
England  and  Wales,  the  number  of  the  beds 
in  the  wards  for  the  sick ;  the  average  number 
of  sick  persons  occupying  thoso  wards  during 
the  months  of  September,  October,  and  Novem- 
ber in  the  present  year ;  the  number  of  paid 
officers  acting  as  nurses ;  and  the  number  of 
such  officers  who,  prior  to  their  appointment  by 
the  guardians  or  managers,  had  received  any 
training  in  nursing." — {Mr,  Hathbone.) 

JfOTIOA^S. 


HANDLOOM   WEAVING   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Sannderson,  Bill  for 
the  regulation  of  Handloom  Weaving  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Saunderson,  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  O'Neill,  and 
Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 

HARES   AND   RABBITS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Bill  for 
amending  the  Law  relating:  to  the  taking  and 
'  killing  of  Har€s  and  Rabbits,  ordered  tA  "b^ 
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>;rought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr. 
Samuel  Evans,  Mr.  Lloyd- George,  and  Mr. 
Lloyd  Morgan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  154.] 

BLIND  AND  DEAF-MUTE  CHILDREN  (EDUCATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wardle.  Bill  to  amend  the 

Law  in  regard  to  the   Education  of  Blind  and 

Deaf-Mute   Children  in   England  and  Wales, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.   Wardle,  Mr. 

John  Ellis,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr.  Rathbone,  and  Mr. 

Kenrick. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  155.] 

teachers'  (registration  and  organisation) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Bill  for 
the  Registration  and  Organisation  of  Teachers, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  8ir  Richard 
Temple,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  and  Viscount 
Lymington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  156.] 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


PURCHASE      OF      LAND      AND      CON- 
GESTED DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  111.) 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

(4.25.)  Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  I 
have  to  rule  that  the  Motion  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell) 

*'  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  reserve  a  head-rent  for  public  purposes  in 
all  cases  of  purchase  by  State  aid," 

is  not  in  order. 

(4.26.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL 
(Kirkcaldy,  (fee.)  :  May  I  be  allowed  to 
amend  it  ?      [Criea  of  "  Order !"] 

(4.27.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee), 
in  rising  to  move — 

'*  Tliat  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  divide  the  Bill  into 
two  Bills,  and  to  consider  first  Part  II.,  Con- 
gested Districts,  and  to  report  the  same  sepa- 
rately to  the  House," 

said  :  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
while  I  explain  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  move  this  Instruction.  The  main 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  commit  the  House 
and  the  country  to  an  expenditure  of 
£100,000,000  of  public  money  upon  a 
small  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Notwithstanding  the  importance  of  the 
measure,  it  has  by  means  of  the  closure 
been  read  a  second  time  without  a  single 
word  of  debate  being  said  upon  its 
principle.  I  allude  to  that  dramatic 
performance  of  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  not 


for  the  purpose  of  complaining  of  it,  bu 
simply  to  ask  that  in  future  Her  Majesty's- 
Ministers,  and  particularly  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  abstain  from 
making  remarks  in  regard  to  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
I  am  precluded  on  the  present  occasion 
from  discussing  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  measure, 
which  is  divided  into  two  distinct  parts, 
should  be  divided  into  two  separate  Bills, 
and  that  the  second  one,  which  is  of 
minor  importance  and  is  non-contro- 
versial, should  be  disposed  of  in  the  first 
place,  leaving  the  first  measure,  which  is 
of  great  importance  and  which  involves 
many  matters  of  controversy,  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  a  future  time.  So  much  for 
the  machinery  of  the  Bill.  In  the  next 
place,  I  object  to  the  form  and  shape  in 
which  the  measure  has  been  introduced. 
The  first  part  comes  before  us  in  snch  a 
questionable  shape  that  I  think  we 
ought  not  to  be  induced  to  accept  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  told  us  that  he  finds  it 
easier  to  pass  a  short  Bill  than  a  long* 
one,  and  he  has  consequently  divided  the 
original  Bill  into  two  parts,  and  has 
greatly  condensed  the  clauses  of  each, 
the  result  being  that  whereas  Bill  No. 
1  only  contains  19  clauses,  the  corres- 
ponding portion  of  the  Bill  of  last  Session 
consisted  of  40  clauses.  The  Chief  Sec- 
retary seemed  to  think  that  this  was  a 
remarkable  feat  in  legislative  conden- 
sation ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  has  only  made  it  easier 
for  himself  by  making  it  much  more 
difficult  for  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  described  the  measure  as 
one  which  grafts  the  Land  Purchase 
Scheme  on  the  Ashbourne  Act.  What 
he  has  done  has  merely  been  to  put  the 
**  new  wine  "  of  his  own  Land  Purchase 
Bill  into  the  "old  bottles"  of  the  Ash- 
bourne  Act.  He  has  brought  down  the 
dimensions  of  his  Bill  by  resorting  to 
two  devices,  each  of  which  is  most 
objectionable  in  its  character.  In  the 
first  place,  he  has  not  taken  care  to  ex  press 
the  terms  of  his  proposals  with  sufficient 
directness;  he  has  not  put  his  mean- 
ing into  plain,  straightforward  English, 
but  has  relied  on  references  to  previous 
Acts  of  Parliament.  In  the  second  place, 
he  has  devolved  an  immense  portion  of 
what  ought  to  ba  the  business  of  this 
House  on  outside  authorities,  or  external 
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officials,  over  whom  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  have  control,  but  over 
whom  we  have  none.  The  most  im- 
portant word  in  this  measure  is  the 
word  "  prescribed,"  the  meaning  of  which 
would  seem  to  be  that  the  work  we 
ought  to  do  is  being  turned  over  to  clerks 
and  officials.  In  point  of  fact,  the  main, 
broad  result  of  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  done  has  been  to  make  theBillachaos, 
perfectly  unintelligible  to  the  Members  of 
this  House.  The  measure  professes  to  be 
one  to  provide  further  funds  for  the 
purchase  of  land  in  Ireland.  I  would 
respectfully  invite  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral for  Ireland  to  the  point  I  am  about 
to  submit  to  the  House.  I  have  been 
unable  to  discover  in  the  whole  of  Part 
I.  any  direct  grant  of  money  for  Stock 
at  all.  The  only  operative  clause  I  can 
see  in  Part  I.  is  the  last  part  of  Clause  1, 
which  says  that  every  advance  for 
Land  Purchase  under  the  Bill  shall  be 
made  on  the  issue  of  Guaranteed  Land 
Stock,  which  shall  be  equivalent  to  the 
amount  of  the  advance.  Consequently, 
what  is  advanced  under  this  measure  is 
not  a  grant,  and,  in  point  of  fact,  I  find 
nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  grant  in  Part 
I.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  we  have  a  right  to 
complain  that  in  so  important  a  matter 
as  this,  involving  as  it  does  not  merely 
the  £33,000,000,  which  is  the  sum 
named  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  in  all  probability 
£100,000,000,  if  not  a  much  larger 
amount,  we  ought  to  have  the  text  of 
the  proposal  placed  before  us  in  plain 
English,  so  that  every  Member  of  the 
House  may  know  what  is  intended.  I 
am  not  asserting  that  there  may  not  be 
within  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill  some 
obscure  clause  or  provision'  that  may  not 
by  human  ingenuity  be  tortured  or 
twisted  into  a  grant  of  £33,000,000  ;  but 
I  do  unhesitatingly  say  that,  looking  at 
the  Bill  as  I  have  been  enabled  to  under- 
stand it,  I  think  hon.  Members  will  fail 
to  find  anything  in  it  in  the  shape  of 
a  grant  beyond  the  £10,000,000  limit 
established  by  the  Ashbourne  Act.  This, 
Sir,  is  the  result  produced  by  \\iQ  con- 
densing process  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  avowedly  has  resorted  to 
that  method  to  render  his  work  easier  than 
it  would  have  been  if  ho  had  stated  his 
intentions  in  plain,  straightforward 
English.     I    will   give  the    House    an 


example  of  the  difficulty  to  which  I  have- 
alluded.  A  great  deal  was  said  last 
Session  about  the  Guarantee  Fund,  which 
we  were  told  was  a  most  essential  feature 
of  the  old  Bill  and  one  of  its  most 
valuable  securities.  In  the  old  Bill  the 
provision  as  to  the  guarantee  deposit 
occupied  two  pages  of  print,  and  was 
composed  of  some  nine  or  ten  sub-sec- 
tions,  carefully  drawn,  and  although 
elaborate  and  not  quite  easy  of  compre- 
hension yet  calculated  to  carry  out  the 
purpose  intended  to  be  served.  I  wonder 
how  many  hon.  Members  can  read  this, 
new  Bill  and  be  aware  what  parts  of  it 
have  been  copied  from  the  elaborate  pro- 
visions of  the  old  Bill,  especially  those  in- 
troducing the  most  important  proposals  as 
to  security.  The  House  will  probably  be 
very  much  surprised  to  hear  that  the 
guarantee  deposit  jDrovided  for  in  the  old 
Bill  has  totally  disappeared  from  the  new. 
There  is,  in  point  of  fact,  no  provision 
in  regard  to  guaranteed  deposit  unless 
it  is  contained  in  the  clause  I  am  about 
to  read. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  How  does 
the  hon.  Member  make  this  relevant  to 
the  Motion  he  has  placed  on  the  Paper  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  am  contend- 
ing that  Part  I.  in  its  new  shape  is,  in  fact^ 
so  unintelligible  that  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  deal  with  Part  II.  first,  so 
as  to  give  time  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  re-cast  Part  I. 
I  will,  with  your  permission,  read  to  the 
House  a  portion  of  the  clause  to  which 
I  have  just  referred.      It  sets  forth  that 

"  The  issue  of  land  stock  to  the  prescribed 
counties  shall  be  equivalent  to  the  advance  and 
payment  of  the  purchase  money  and  to  the 
retention  by  the  Land  Commission  of  any  sum 
as  a  guarantee  deposit.*' 

Surely  this  is  a  genuine  triumph  of  Hi- 
bernian draughtsmanship,  and  I  merely 
mention  it  as  an  example  of  the  unsatis- 
factory state  in  which  the  question  is  left. 
The  only  other  point  I  have  to  urge  is 
this — that  the  Chief  Secretary  might  be 
enabled  under  the  Instruction  I  am 
moving  to  carry  a  little  further  the  pro- 
cess he  has  begun.  He  has  already  sub- 
divided the  Bill  and  cast  out  of  Part  I. 
the  provisions  relating  to  the  Land  De- 
partment, and  I  ask  him  to  carry  the 
process  further.  The  provisions  relating 
to  the  Land  Department  are  more  closely 
connected  with  Part  I.  than  Part  IL, 
which  has  special  relation  to  the  Con- 
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sj^ested  Districts.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  follow  out  the  lines  he  lias 
already  adopted;  to  leave  out,  for  the 
present,  the  consideration  of  Part  I.,  and 
proceed  to  Part  TI.,  as  the  more  urgent 
portion  of  the  measure.  If  he  will  only 
do  this  I  am  convinced  that  Part  II  can 
he  got  out  of  the  way  in  a  very  few  days 
-that,  at  any  rate,  it  might  be  disposed 
of  before  Christmas.  I  for  one,  at  any 
rate,  should  have  no  objection  to  sitting 
here  until  that  is  done.  This  part  of  the 
measure  is,  in  my  view,  the  unconten- 
tious  portion,  and  having  got  rid  of  that 
part  we  miglit  leave  the  other  portion 
which  is  contentious  to  be  dealt  with 
after  the  adjournment.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  refuses,  I  hold  that  \ve 
have  no  other  alternative  than  to  resist 
to  the  uttermost  every  one  of  the  pro- 
posals he  has  made  in  Part  I.,  and  to  do 
our  best  to  prevent  its  passage.  But 
whether  the  proposals  in  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  are  good  or  bad,  I  maintain  that 
they  should  be  put  before  us  in  straight- 
forward ordinary  English,  so  that  every 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  may  be 
enabled  to  understand  them.  For  the 
reasons  I  have  thus  given,  I  now  beg  to 
move  the  Instruction  that  stands  in  my 
name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*Thafc  it  be  an  iDstruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  diviile  the  Bill 
into  two  Bills,  and  to  consider  first  Fart  II., 
Congested  Districts,  and  to  report  the  same 
iieparately  to  the  House."  —  {Mr,  Edmund 
Robertson.) 

(4.40.)  Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.) :  I  understand,  Sir,  that  this  Debate 
must  be  of  a  very  limited  character,  and 
in  the  few  remarks  I  liave  to  make  I  desire 
to  express  the  astonishment  with  which  I 
have  heard  one  of  the  statements  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  E.  Robertson).  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  mentioned  the  second  part  of 
the  Bill,  which  deals  with  the  congested 
districts,  as  being  of  a  non-contentious 
character.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  him 
say  so ;  but  I  would  remind  the  Hoase 
that  last  Session,  when  that  which  is  the 
second  part  of  this  Bill  was  before  us,  it 
was  declared  by  many  hon.  Members  to 
be  the  most  contentious  portion  of  the 
measure.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
[Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who,  by  the  way,  is, 
I  think,  a  better  authority  on  the  Irish 
land  question  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
J/r.  B,  Bobertson 
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Dundee,  spoke  against  every  clause  of 
what  is  the  second  part  of  this  Bill,  and, 
so  far  from  declaring  that  it  was  non- 
contentious,  he  strongly  affirmed  that  it 
bristled  with  contentious  points  from 
beginning  to  end.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  really  do  not  know  what  is  a 
non-contentious  measure.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  Bill  can  be  drawn  on  this 
subject  that  would  be  non-contentions, 
and,  therefore,  I  must  decline  to  accept 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  tliat 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  gives  way  to  his 
proposal  the  second  part  of  the  Bill  can 
be  passed  in  this  House  as  a  practically 
non  -  contentious  measure.  I  do  not 
intend  to  dispute  the  urgency  of  this 
portion  of  the  Bill.  Very  far  from  it ; 
but  I  assert  that  the  problem  we  have  to 
deal  with  in  respect  of  the  congested 
districts  is  one  of  the  greatest  problems 
that  can  be  brought  before  Parliament. 
In  these  districts  of  Ireland  you  have, 
first  of  all,  a  poor  soil ;  then  you  have 
small  holdings ;  next  you  have  a  crowded 
population ;  jrou  have  also  a  defective 
system  for  the  education  of  the  people ; 
and  you  have,  furthermore,  a  passionate 
clinging  to  tliose  patches  of  b^g  on  which 
the  people  are  located.  When  any  hon. 
Member  tells  me  that  an  attempt  to  solve 
a  great  problem  like  this,  which  has 
baffled  the  statesmanship  of  this  country 
for  generations,  and  has  never  once  been 
fairly  or  squarely  approached  until  the 
present  moment,  is  a  non-contentious 
effort,  I  am  glad  to  hear  him;  but  I 
should  like  to  hear  other  hon.  Members 
confirm  that  statement.  I  hope,  most 
earnestly,  that  the  second  part  of  this 
Bill  will  be  passed — that  the  whole  Bill 
will  be  jmssed — and  I  am  not  disputing 
the  responsibility  which  rests  on  this 
House  in  regard  to  it,  especially  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  there  is  a  sense  in 
which  the  urgency  spoken  of  does  not 
attach  to  this  question  of  the  congested 
districts — a  sense  which  will  be  appre- 
ciated by  hon.  Members.  Where,  I  ask, 
does  the  trouble  in  regard  to  the  land 
question  come  from  ?  We  hear  a  great 
deal  every  day,  and  we  hear  it  with 
sorrow,  about  evictions ;  we  hear  about 
the  police  btung  employed  at  evictions  ; 
about  the  connection  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  with  this  ques- 
tion, and  we  hear  it  very  f  requentlv ; 
but    I     would    point     out    that    the 
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pressure  does  not  come  so  much  from 
the  congested  districts  as  from  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  thereby  showing  that 
although  there  may .  be  urgency  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  there  is  also  urgency  in 
other  portions  of  the  country.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee  seems  to 
think  that  the  small  holdings  are  confined 
to  the  western  districts,  and  an  idea  has 
got  into  the  head  of  some  people  that  the 
operations  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Acts  have  been  mainly  in  favour  of 
large  occupiers.  That  is  a  total 
mistake.  If  anyone  chooses  to  go  to 
these  estates  which  have  been  transferred 
from  owner  to  occupier,  and  investigate 
the  facts  for  himself,  he  will  find 
that  the  majority  are  small  occupiers 
and  poor  men,  many  of  them  as  iK)or  as 
those  in  the  congested  districts  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  There  is,  therefore,  a 
necessity  for  dealing  with  these  districts, 
and  the  Government  have  recognised  it, 
and  would  be  only  anxious  to  meet  it, 
were  it  not  for  the  urgency  of  the  other 
parts  of  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  is  quite  accurate  in  stating  that 
those  who  have  thousands  of  pounds  will 
get  thousands  of  pounds  added  to  what 
they  have.  [Mr.  Kobertson  :  Might.J 
That  is  another  thing.  But  I  do  not 
believe  even  that  is  possible.  What 
of  the  £5,000  farmer  ?  He  has  not  a 
largo  farm.  The  £5,000  farmer 
is  not  considered  a  large  farmer 
in  England  and  Scotland.  The  holders 
of  large  farms  are,  however,  a  very  small 
class  in  Ireland.  According  to  the 
Registrar  General's  Returns  for  1880, 
the  number  of  farmers  holding  farms 
of  more  than  200  acres  in  Ireland 
is  comparatively  small.  It  is  not  the 
large  but  the  small  farmers,  the  small 
occupiers,  who  make  the  model  proprie- 
tors. I  hope  the  Chipf  Secretiiry  will 
resist  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend.  If 
the  House  is  going  to  take  the  conduct 
of  the  Bill  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  if  the  House  is  going  to 
cut  and  carve  as  it  likes,  then  I  do  not 
quite  understand  what  will  be  the  charac- 
ter of  a  measure  which  will  come  out  of 
such  a  process  as  that.  I  think  the  Bill 
has  been  wisely  drawn,  though  I  still 
think  mischief  may  result  from  its  having 
been  divided  into  two  parts.  However, 
since  the  Bill  has  been  drawn  in  this 
way,  upon  a  well-conceived  plan,  I  hope 
the  Government  will  stick  to  that  plan, 
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and  that  they  will  carry  the  Bill  to  a 
triumphant  issue. 

(4.50.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
has  challenged  Members  to  say  whether 
any  unreasonable  opposition  will  be  given 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  my 
humble  assurance  is  anything  to  him,  he 
is  extremely  welcome  to  it,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, no  such  unreasonable  opposition 
will  be  shown.  On  a  former  occasion, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  said  he  was  convinced  that  too 
high  prices  would  be  given,  or  too  much 
would  be  risked  over  this  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  and  that  were  it  left  to  the  counties 
and  districts  to  be  security  no  purchases 
would  take  place. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  was  speaking  on  the  question  of 
local  control,  and  I  said  that  if  the  County 
Council  or  Local  Authority  had  control 
over  the  sales,  they  would  have  the 
power  either  of  influencing  the  price 
given 

Mr. DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  Tlie  hon. 
Member  will  address  himself  to  the 
Instruction. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT :  I  am  aware  that  I 
am  trespassing,  but  I  was  referring  to 
what  took  place  formerly  in  illustration 
of  what  I  have  now  to  say.  The  hon. 
Member  has  affirmed  that  localities  have 
no  faith  in  this  Act  being  worked  with- 
out giving  a  i  larger  price  for  the  land 
than  would  be  given  for  it  under  any 
fair  and  reasonable  business  transaction. 
Although  I  sympathise  largely  with  my 
hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  Dundee,  I 
can  see  no  great  purpose  that  can  be 
served  now  by  taking  the  control  of  the 
Bill  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  I  am,  therefore,  unable  to  support 
his  proposition. 

(4.54.)  Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamp- 
ton, E.) :  Sir,  I  do  not  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  second  part  of  this 
Bill  is  free  from  contentious  matter.  I 
think,  on  the  contrar}',  that  a  strong 
argument  for  the  Instruction  is  that  it 
will  raise  the  most  important  issues  re- 
lating to  the  settlement  of  the  land  ques- 
tion. I  look  upon  that  part  of  the  Bill 
referring  to  the  congested  districts  with 
a  less  unfriendly  spirit  than  upon  the 
other  portions  of  it,  to  which.  I  am 
absolutely  opposed  in  every  way.  As  to 
the  part  dealing  with  congiested  d.>&\:c^s^^^ 
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I  think  it  must  be  mntorially  amonded, 
and  the  Amendments,  which  are  to  be 
moved  from  this  Bill,  will  test  the  sin- 
(HTity  of  the  intentions  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  they  found  expression  in 
his  remarkable  suggestion  of  a  plebiscite 
to  the  districts  of  Ireland.  That  is  a 
question  of  the  first  importance,  and  it  is 
one  on  which  the  decision  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  taken  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  With  regard  to  the  remainder 
of  the  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has,  of  course,  control  over  the  big  bat- 
talions, and,  of  course,  will  be  able  to 
carry  it  though  we  resist  to  the  utmost. 
I  cordially  support  the  Instruction  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

*f4.r)7.)  Tin:  AITORXEY  GENERAL 
1  ou  IRELAND  (lh\  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Sir,  we  have  heard  from  hon. 
(rontlomen  opposite  a  clear  recognition  of 
the  very  groat  urgency  of  the  question 
relating  to  congested  districts,  and  we 
have  also  had  indication  of  a  disposition, 
^vhich  we  on  this  side  of  the  House  wel- 
come, to  deal  with  this  question  in  a 
non-contentious  spirit.  I  would  point 
out  that  there  is  one  conclusive  argu- 
ment against  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  namely,  that  it 
is  impossible.  He  proposes  that  we 
should  consider  the  congested  districts 
scheme  without  having  first  considered 
Part  I.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ventures  criticism  of  Hibernian 
drafting.  If  his  Anglo-Saxon  drafting  is 
as  bad  as  his  criticism,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  prefer  the  worst  drafting  which  I 
have  seen  in  my  native  land.  Has  he 
read  the  Bill  1  If  he  has  not,  I  say  nothing. 
If  he  lias,  then  has  he  not  seen  that  the 
portions  dealing  with  congested  districts 
have  special  application  to  the  whole 
land  scheme,  with  suitable  modifications. 
How  has  that  fact  escaped  his  notice  ? 
Has  he  not  seen  that  one  of  the  most 
important  portions  of  the  congested  dis- 
tricts scheme  has  a  special  applica- 
tion to  the  whole  land  purchase  scheme 
which  is  adapted  with  suitable  modifica- 
tions to  the  circumstances  of  congested 
districts  ? 

(5.0.)  Sib  G.  CA2^IPBELL  :  I  en- 
tirely sympathise  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
b^  for  Dundee,  whose  object  is  to 
strike  out  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
apphes  to  non-congested  districts,  re- 
taining that  part  of  the  Bill  dealing- 
with  congested  districts.  I  think  it  is 
Mr,  C/trfnning 


certainly  necessary  to  do  something  for 
the  congested  districts,  but  for  the  i*est  of 
Ireland  it  is  not  necessary  to  do  anything 
at  all.  At  present  the  tenants  are  ex- 
tremely well  off,  and  in  an  infinitely 
better  position  than  the  tenants  of  either 
England  or  Scotland.  I  see  no  reason, 
therefore,  why  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers should  be  lavishly  given  in  order 
to  make  the  tenants  of  Ireland  pro- 
prietors of  their  holdings.  To  my  mind 
the  tenants  are  already  owners  for  all 
useful  purposes.  They  do  what  they 
like  with  the  land,  and  they  can  improve 
it  by  exercising  their  own  industry.  It 
is  only  a  question  of  a  word.  In  any 
other  country  but  England  thej'  would 
be  called  the  owners.  It  seems  to  me 
that  in  regard  to  land  we  must  always 
have  two  values,  one  created  by  the 
industry  of  man,  and  the  other  —  the 
unearned  increment — sriven  bv  Ood. 
Now,  occnj»iers  have  a  right  to  all  pro- 
perty which  is  tin*  result  of  their  own 
industry.  But  they  have  no  right  to 
the  unearned  increment,  which  1  contend 
ought  to  be  devoted  to  State  purposes. 
As  regards  the  greater  jmrt  of  Ireland 
no  one  wants  this  Bill. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order !  The  hon.  Member  is  now 
arguing  the  merits  of  Part  L  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  confess  I 
thought  that  it  was  competent  to  me  to 
do  so,  as  the  object  of  the  Instruction  is 
to  secure  that  the  House  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  Part  H.  of 
the  Bill,  and,  having  disposed  of  it,  be  at 
liberty  if  it  choose  to  reject  Part  I.  I 
do  submit  that  Part  I.  is  altogether 
unnecessary. 

Question  j)ut,  and  negatived. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.)  *^ 

Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday,  22nd  January. 

SEED    POTATOES    SUPPLY  (IRELAND) 
BILL.-(No.  63.) 
(5.5.)    Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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Clause  3. 


Colonel  NOLAJ^  (Galway,  N.) :  This 
clause  is  the  same  as  that  contained  in 
the  Bill  of  1880.  Subsequently  to  the 
I3assing  of  that  Bill  it  became  necessary 
to  apply  to  the  Treasury  for  an  extension 
to  four  years.  I  hope  the  Treasury  will 
be  willing  to  grant  a  similar  extension 
now  if  necessary. 

Thk  chief  secretary  lOK  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  think  tlie  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  find  that  Clause  7 
adequately  meets  his  point 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

(O.9.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  On  this 
clause  I  desire  to  move  an  Amendment 
which  will  enable  the  Guardians  to  sell 
seed  to  occupying  ownera.  1  think, 
unless  some  such  provision  is  made,  the 
Bill  will  fail  to  benefit  many  people  who 
require  the  advantages  of  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  5, 
page  2,  line  37,  after  "  land,"  to  insert 
"  and  to  occupying  owner." — agreed  to. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  macartney  (Antrim, 
S.) :  What  provision  is  to  be  made  by 
Government  to  control  the  sale  of  seed  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  hon. 
Friend  will  see  from  Clause  11  that 
there  are  wide  powers  given  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  for  making  rales 
for  the  distribution  of  seed.  1  hope  that 
tlie  object  aimed  at  will  be  adequately 
carried  out. 

(5.11.)  xMk.  MACARTNEY:  Seeing 
the  progress  which  is  being  made  with 
the  Bill  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee,  but  1  do  desire 
to  place  on  record  my  protest  against 
deed  being  distributed  except  for  cash 
payments. 

(5.12.)  Colonel  NOLAN:  In  the 
case  of  the  ordinary  Unions  it  is  perfectly 
understood  that  the  seed  must  be  paid 
for,  and  no  liability  will,  therefore,  be  in- 
curred, but  in  the  case  of  the  five  or  six 
very  poor  Unions  it  would,  I  think,  be 
very  unwise  to  insert  such  a  provision. 
My  hon.  Friend  may  rely  on  it  that  not 
a  single  penny  will  be  wasted  by  Guar- 
dians under  this  Bill, 

Remaining  claui-es  agreed  to. 


(5.16.)  Colonel  NOLAN  :  Would  it 
not  be  desirable  to  insert  a  new  clause 
slioiN  ing  what  is  to  be  taken  as  prlmd 
fiivif'  evidence  of  the  delivery  of  seed? 
Tht^re  have  been  many  disputes  raised 
on  this  point  in  the  past,  and  much 
trouble  has  ensued,  so  that  it  would  be 
u^  well  to  define  the  evidence  in  the 
Bill. 

♦(5.17.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
von  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  I  think  that  is  met  by 
Clim.'^e  11,  which  gives  wide  powers  for 
the  t'niming  of  rules  and  forms  of  receipts, 
whicli  will  be  jjrimd  facie  evidence. 

Mfi.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  At  any  mte, 
we  will  confer  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
^ [ember  on  the  point  before  the  Report 
stitgc  is  taken. 

Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Resolution  [4th  December]  reported. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,000,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  Ysill  come  in  coarse  of  payment  duriDg 
t}n^  yoar  ending  on  the  Slstday  of  March  1891, 
for  certain  Expcndifure  in  connection  with 
apfnohended  distress  in  Ireland." 

*(o.21.)  Siu  GEORGE  TREVELYAN 
((iliscrow,  Bridgeton):  I  should  like  to 
sjiy  one  or  two  words  on  this  question,  us 
it  is  !i  subject  to  which  I  gave  careful 
htudv  a  few  winters  ago.  Yesterday  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  tliat  he  in- 
tundud  to  Ix)  guided  jby  experience.  •  In 
one  most  important  matter  he  has  been 
m  guided.  The  winter  of  1883-4  was 
thu  time  when  the  question  of  not  relax- 
ing the  ordinary  operation  of  the  Po(jr 
La IV  was  fought  out,  and  settled.  It  is 
truL*  that  it  has  once  been  disturbed  since 
then  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias 
reverted  to  the  right  course,  and  I  hope 
that  matter  is  settled  for  ever.  There  is 
one  other  point  upon  w^hich  I  hope  the 
11  gilt  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  guided  by 
experience.  In  the  famine  of  1846,  which 
^vas  a  much  more  serious  matter  than 
the  distress  in  1880,  when  relief  works 
on  an  enormous  scale  was  started,  it  was 
proved  that  relief  works  and  improve- 
ments ought  to  bo  strictly  separated.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  two  classes  of 
i-clicf  works,  one  consisting  of  rail^w^Vi^ 
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aud  agaiust  tlicse  I  have  nothing  to  say. 
They  are,  in  the  truest  sense,  relief 
works,  and  as  they  will  promote  com- 
munication they  are  likely  to  pi*ove  of 
permanent  benefit.  But  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  most  care- 
ful in  setting  on  foot  works  which  are 
taken  in  hand  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
wages,  for  the  experience  of  1846  and 
of  1880  showed  that  such  works  com- 
pletely demoralised  the  whole  population 
of  Ireland.  1'hey  had  to  be  given  XL\^, 
and  relief  in  food  substituted.  In  the 
present  case  relief  works  of  I'eclamation 
and  afforesting  are  to  be  set  on  foot  in 
order  to  give  wages.  That  is  a  most 
dangerous  thing  to  do.  The  result  of 
these  relief  works  on  a  great  scale  during 
the  great  famine  was  described  by  one 
who  had  the  most  intimate  personal  ex- 
perience of  what  occurred  from  first  to 
last,  and  he  stated  that  the  attraction  of 
wages  from  the  public  purse  led  to  the 
abandonment  of  other  works,  and  every 
description  of  industry  participated  in 
the  relief ;  that  landlords  competed  with 
each  other  in  getting  the  i^mes  of  their 
tenants  on  the  lists,  that  masters  dis- 
missed their  servants,  and  that  the 
clergy  insisted  that  their  parishioners 
should  be  put  on  the  works.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  fisheries  were 
deserted,  and  one  could  not  get  shoes 
patched  or  clothing  mended,  becanse  the 
whole  of  the  population  was  out  on  the 
roads.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  same 
painful  effects  should  not  follow  in  the 
case  of  these  works,  although,  of  course, 
they  will  not  be  on  so  extensive  a  scale. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
evoi*,  is  jilive  to  the  danger ;  and  if  ho 
looks  back  to  the  history  of  those  days  he 
will  find  that  the  danger  is  a  very  real  one. 
In  1816  it  was  distinctly  discovered  that 
the  naval  and  military  officers  and  the 
engineers  engaged  in  supervising  the 
works,  although  strangers  to  the  district, 
were  able  to  distingidsh  between  those 
people  who  required  employment  for  the 
purposes  of  relief  and  those  who  might 
be  better  employed  elsewhere.  I  hope 
that  the  relief  works,  which  have  been 
chosen  with  such  care  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  will  prove  of  real  service  to 
the  country ;  but  I  repeat  that  I  trust 
he  will  stop  them  immediately  it  is 
found  that  they  are  having  a  demoralising 
tendency  and  substitute  for  them  actual 
volicf  in  food. 

Sir  C/corfjc  Trcvclyan 


(5.26.)  (JoLuNEj.  NOLAN  :  I  think 
the  case  of  1846-47  absolutely  differs 
from  the  present  case,  because  in  those 
years  the  relief  works  were  on  a  gigantic 
scale,  and  those  now  projected  are  to  be 
carried  out  in  a  very  different  manner.  A 
bettercomparison  is,  I  think,  to  be  obtained 
in  the  year  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  last  spoke  was  Chief  Secretaiy, 
and  himself  so  well-managed  some  small 
relief  works  in  Connemara  and  avoided 
all  the  difficulties  against  which  he 
has  warned  the  Chief  Secretary.  I  Iiave 
but  one  other  observation  to  make.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  arrange  the  work  so  that 
the  minimum  shall  be  done  in  the  sowing 
season.  I  may  also  suggest  that  in  the 
case  of  small  towns  of  4.000  or  5,000 
inhabitants  sanitary  works  should  be 
included. 

(5.28.)  Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  Of 
course,  1  will  consider  the  suggestions 
with  regard  to  sanitary  works,  but  I  am 
afniid  such  works  are  not  likely  to  give 
large  employment  to  unskilled  labour  in 
proportion  to  their  cost.  It  should  also 
be  borne  in  mind  that  it  is  the  village 
labourer  who  suffers  chiefly  from  the 
famine,  and  it  may  be  anticipated  that 
the  starting  of  these  railway  and  other 
works  will  give  a  stimulus  to  the  trade 
of  the  small  towns  from  which  the 
labourers  in  those  places  will  benefit. 
AVith  regai*d  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  acknowledge 
that  he  has  not  only  himself  had  experi- 
ence of  the  industrial  condition  of  the 
West,  but  he  has  an  hereditary  claim  to 
speak  on  the  subject  of  Irish  distress, 
since  the  late  Sir  Cliarles  Trevelyan  took 
a  most  distinguished  part  in  the  relief  of 
the  great  famine.  I  can  assure  him  I 
am  fully  alive  to  the  dangers  incident  to 
these  relief  works.  I  admit  that  it  will 
be  extremely  difficult  to  carry  out  the 
works  without  a  certain  amount  of  col- 
lateral abuse,  but-f  -  will  try  to  reduce  it 
as  much  as  possible  by  the  precautions  I 
propose  to  take.  The  Government,  who 
are  undertaking  these  works,  will  have 
absolute  control  over  them  with  respect 
to  the  time  that  they  shall  take  and  the 
expenditure  upon  them,  and  care  will  be 
taken  that  the  works  which  are  under- 
taken shall  be  of  a  complete  kindand  shall 
avoid  the  extravagance,  jobbery,  and  in- 
utility which  have  marked  those  in  the 
past,     pne  of  the  first  principles  I  have 
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Ijiiti  do  WD  to  tire  oflicers  in  charge  of  i\\v 
« orks  is,  thfit  utjder  no  firinimstaiK-es 
arc  tho  works  fco  be  allowed  to  interfere 
with  any  other  form  of  industrial  occu- 
pation whatever.  Care  will  be  taken  to 
consider  the  ])oint  which  has  been  raised 
— uaniely,  the  requirements  of  cnltiva- 
tion  at  the  time  of  sowing  [iota toes  in  the 
spring.  A  certtiin  amount  of  that,  I  be- 
lieve, eon  Id  l>e  done  by  the  men's  family, 
but  1  shall  take  aire  that  work  shall  he 
given  at  si  time  when  it  is  really  re- 
quisite. I  thank  the  Hght  lion.  Gentle- 
man  a^rn  for  the  general  approval  he 
has  given  to  the  sclieme,  and  also  for  the 
suggestions  he  has  offei^  to  me.  I 
assui*e  him  I  slnill  not  forget  their  sub- 
stance or  their  general  tenon r, 

( 5.:U .)  DiJ .  C0MMIN8  (Roscommon, 
S.):  I  wish  to  mentiun  a  work  whieh 
I  think  could  be  most  appro|iriately 
undertaken  in  pursuanceof  the  righthon. 
(lentleman's  relief  o|ienitions.  There 
has  been  for  several  years  a  great  want 
of  waterworks  in  the  little  town  of  Ros* 
common.  Pre[>arations  are  being  made 
for  bringing  water  from  the  Sliannon, 
and  1  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
communicate  with  the  authorities  of 
Roscommon  ou  the  subject  This  is  a 
work  which  would  give  employment  to 
people  who  are  likely  to  require  it,  and 
which  would  probibly  fal!  in  with  the 
Chief  Secretary's  view  with  respect  to 
rebel  work. 

(ri.320  Mr.  storey  (Sunderland)  : 
I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary  will  at 
once  accept  the  suggestion  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Comniins).  The  House 
is  in  a  sympathetic  humour  :  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  a  million 
sterling  I  Ixjlievc  lie  would  get  it.  If  he 
would  only  give  something  to  each  Irish 
Member  for  each  constituency  he  would 
strike  a  deadly  blow  at  Home  Rjile. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 


THE  CASE  OF  WALTER  HARGAN. 

On  the  Motion  for  adjournment, 
•(5.33,)The  FIRST  LORD  of  thk  TREA^ 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMriH,  Sti-and,  West- 
minster) r  I  think  the  feeling  of  the 
House  is  in  favour  of  an  immediate 
adjournment.  Last  night  we  agreed 
that  no  business  except  Government 
Business  should  be  taken  this  evening. 
I  sec  that  my  right  hon.    Friend    (!Mr^ 


J.  Tjowther)  has  a  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
but  this  is  haitlly  an  occasion  ju  which 
to  discuss  a  Motion  of  that  character. 
I  therefore  beg  to  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^'That  the  House  do  now  adjourn.'* — 
(Mr.  ir,  //.  Umlth,) 

Mil.  J.  LO\rrHKR  (Kent,  Thauct) : 
I  have  the  following  Motion  ou  the 
Pa f  per  :-- 

^^  To  call  the  attention  of  the  Mouse  to  the 
grave  miscarriuge  of  juatica  in  the  case  of 
Walter  Httrgan,  who  is  undergoing  a  aentencu 
of  UO  j'ear:s*  p^nal  aerviiude  for  defending  hi8 
own  life ;  and  to  move  that  an  hamble  Addrefru 
be  presented  to  Her  ^THJesty  praying  that  She 
will  he  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  a  free 
pardon  he  granteu  to  Walter  Hargaa.'* 

and  I  must  own  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  leader  of  the 
House  is  of  a  most  unusual  and 
scitrcely  dec;*nt  character.  The  other 
day  a  Motion  was  made  asking  private 
Membei*8  to  give  up  their  privileges. 
1  was  under  the  impression  at  the  time 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  no  wish 
unduly  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of 
prhatc  Members,  except  in  bu  far  as  it 
was  necessary  to  do  so  in  order  to  effect 
the  object  which  the  Government hjid  in 
view^^ — namely,  the  desjjatch  of  urgent 
business.  Tlie  Kesolutiou  which  stands 
in  my  name  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Onlcr  of  Supply  relates  to  a  subject 
which  has  aroused  i\  great  deal  of  interest. 
It  is  now  only  25  minutes  to  6  o'clock,  and 
there  is  ample  time  to  discuss  this  matter 
without  interfering  unduly  with  those 
social  functions  which,  no  doubt,  at  this 
hour  arc  uppermost  in  the  minds  of 
some  bun.  Members.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  wifl  Ix?  committing  an  outmge 
upon  the  rights  of  the  House  at  large  if 
he  insists  upon  the  Motion  for  Adjourn - 
mcntj  and  will  be  showing  that  the  only 
object  of  the  Government  in  making 
their  Motion  the  other  day  is  io  sti-angle 
the  privileges  of  private  Members.  I 
shall  certainly  object  to  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

(5.38.)  Colonel  DAWN  AY  (York, 
N.R.,  Thirsk)  :  T  earnestly  appeal  to  the 
leader  of  the  House  to  rc-conaider  his 
decision  as  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  A  great  many  Members  take  a 
very  serious  interest  in  the  question 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  wishes  to 
bring  forward.   He  may  not  have  another 
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opportunity  this  .Session  of  bring" in g  the 
matter  forward. 

niK.  BBADLAUOH  (Nortbamii^ 
tou) :  1  withdrew  the  Motion  which 
stood  in  my  name  in  order  to  give 
the  right  htm.  CJentleman  (Mr,  J.  Low- 
thtvr)  HD  op[x>rtnnityof  introducing  his, 
and,  therefore,  for  wluit  it  is  worth, 
venture  to  ndd  my  }ip[it?iilto  his.  While 
I  iiin  on  my  feet,  I  should  like  to  dritw 
the  attention  of  the  leader  of  the  Houst^ 
to  n»  answer  given  eurliej'  iu  the  ilay  by 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  ludiu 
(SirJ;Gorst),  because  nnlei*s  by  Moudny 
some  attventloii  is  |>iiid  to  the  matter, 
it  may  bt*  my  dutv  to  niise  a,  del:)ate  iu  u 
way  whieh  wouhl  he  unpleiisant  to  nil 
of  us» 

(5.4:0.)  Uix.  W,  H.  SMITH  :  The  Go- 
vein  men  t  are  not  at  the  present  momeut 
in  a  position  to  discuss  the  Kubjeet  of 
my  right  hon.  Frlend*8  Resolution.  The 
matter  is  now  receiving  the  most  st?rious 
eonsideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Departmeuf.  The  Houfie» 
I  am  sure,  will  feel  that  iu  these  circum- 
stances the  G«»vernmeut  cannot  titly 
discuss  this  grave  subject,  which  concerns 
the  administration  of  justice  and  the 
exercise  of  the  prerogatives  of  mercy  by 
the  Crown*  ^ij  right  hon.  Friend  has 
assnred  me  tliat  he  is  weighing  (nirefully 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  ease.  Could 
it  be  right  to  debate  in  this  House  n 
matter  whiolt,  iu  his  ^/mfcsi-judicia! 
capacity,  the  Home  Secretary  is  .still 
considering  with  a  full  sense  of  his 
rcsjwnsibiUty  ?  It  would  certaiuly  not 
be  ill  a<.'Cordance  with  precedent  to  force 
on  a  Debate  before  the  Se^'rctary  of  St4ito, 
tlic  officer  respcjn4»ible  to  the  Crown,  has 
had  full  opportunity  of  forming  a  detiuite 
judgment. 

*Mn.  BRABLAUGH 
Gentleman  has  taken 
other  point  put  to  him. 

•Mr.  W.  H.SmTH: 

to  coninmuicate  with 
Friend  on  the  subject. 
Mk.XLO\VTHKH: 
gem^o  of  the  House,  I  would  say  that 
this  is  a  subject  which  in  no  w*ay  con- 
cerns myself  specially,  but  it  is  one 
which  involves  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject. I  shall  certainly  not  waive  mj 
present  opi>ortunity  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward unlchS  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
iisaures    mc  that  when   Parliament  re- 


The   right  hon- 
no  notice  of  the 

I  will  undertake 
my   right    hou. 

With  the  indul- 


assembles  after  Christmas  I  shall  bo 
phvced  in  asi  good  a  position  as  I  occupy 
now  for  drawing  attention  to  the 
matter.  \i  I  am  assured  that  my 
Motion  will  be  given  the  HrHt  place  on 
the  l^iper  on  some  afternu>n  soon  after 
the  re-asse!riV)ling  of  the  House  I  shall  be 
satisitied. 

♦Mk.  W  H,  smith  ;  I  cannot  give 
my  right  hon.  Kriend  an  lis.surancc  of 
that  chanicter.  I  can  only  assure  him 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  will  giv©  full 
consideration  to  all  the  facts  of  the  cajjie. 

Mb.  J.  1/3WTHER  :  Will  the  Govern- 
ment give  me  a  day  ? 

*Mi^  W.  H,  SMITH  :  I  cnnuot  under- 
take to  do  that.  My  right  hon,  FViend 
will  be  able  himself  to  find  a  way  to 
bring  the  matter  forward. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  I  shall  take  the 
sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEHLALV  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  May  I  jioint  oat  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Ijowtherj  baa 
the  matter  eutii-ely  in  his  own  liands.  H 
he  wants  an  early  day  for  a  Debate  on 
this  important  subject,  in  which  a  large 
number  of  Members  are  undoubtedly 
interested,  he  will  be  able  to  secure  the 
opportunity  by  a  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  I  can  only  say  that 
if  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  see  fit  to 
give  way  to  the  appeal  made  to  him  by 
the  leader  of  the  House,  I  would  cer- 
tainly sup|Kjrt  him  on  a  subsetiucnt 
oec?uiion  in  a  Motion  for  an  Adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mi;.  J-  LOWTHEK:  On  a  i^int  of  Oixier, 
^Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  am  I  to  uudei-stand 
it  woultl  lie  within  my  ixjwcr  to  bring  the 
subject  forwaixi  on  a  Motion  for  Ad* 
journmcnt  as  an  ui*gcnt  matter  of  detioiie 
pu blic  i ra portance  ? 

Mk.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  That 
would  be  for  the  occupant  of  the  Chair 
to  settle,  but  I  think  there  are  examples 
warRinting  the  belief  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wouhl  be  able  to  take  that 
course. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHER :  Under  these  cir- 
cunistanees  I  shall  give  way,  but  I  shall 
raise  the  question  on  an  early  day  after 
the  re-assembling  of  Parliament. 

Houae   adjourned   at  a  quarter 

before  Six  o*clock,  till 

Monday  neii* 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  8th  December,  1890. 


SAT  FIRST. 

The  Earl  Cairns,  after  the  death  of  his 
brother. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
QUESTION' — OBSGBYATIONS. 

Em  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
ne  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the 
Boue  the  course  of  business  he 
pnxMes? 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY  or  STATE  for  FORtJIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
h  is  very  important  that  two  Bills  for 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland  she  a  Id 
neeiTe  the  Royal  Assent  before  the 
Home  separates,  and,  therefore,  we  pro- 
pew  (o  meet  early  to-morrow  in  order  to 
eomplate  the  necessary  stages  before  the 
Bo^  Commission  in  the  evening.  We 
Mnae  then  to  adjourn  to  the  22nd  of 
muj,  except,  of  course,    for    legal 


IHK  PORTUGUESE  AND  ENGLISH  IN 
AFRICA. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

EiEL  GRANVILLE  :  There  is  a 
<pieiti(m  I  should  like  to  put  to  the  noble 
Harqness.  It  is,  whether  he  can  give 
^  uy  further  information  than  that 
which  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
*ith  regard  to  the  incident  connected 
with  Colonel  Andrade — the  reported 
ittling  down  of  the  British  flag  by  the 
Pwtoguese  in  Africa  1 

The  Marquess  o?  SALISBURY  : 
I  »m  afraid  I  can  give  no  information 
^to  would  be  of  any  use.  The  Portu- 
pttee  and  the  English  accounts  appear 
*<>  differ  considerably,  as  far  as  we  can 
P^r  from  the  imperfect  and  somewhat 
'^•Cttre  telegrauLs.  I  prefer,  therefore, 
**  to  8ay  anything  until  we  have  re- 
vived inforiaation  by  des|)atch. 

THE    EDUCATION    CODE. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

I^  NORTON:    I  beg  to  ask   the 
**kLord  the  President  of  the  Council  at 
TOL  CCGXLIX.     Tthird  series.] 


what  date  it  is  likely  that  the  Education 
Code  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  when  the 
House  meets  again  after  the  adjourn- 
ment, whether  it  will  be  before  Easter 
or  later  ? 

The  LORD  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  my  noble  Friend  liad  not  given 
me  any  notice  of  this  question,  so  that  I 
cannot  answer  it  very  particularly  ;  but 
I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  there  will 
be  any  cause  for  delay  in  laying  the  Code 
on  the  Table,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it 
will  be  done  as  early  as  he  can  wish. 

children's  life  insurance  bill  [ill.] 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
insurances  on  the  lives  of  children — Was 
presented  by  the  Earl  of  Uarrowby  (for  the 
Lord  Bishop  of  Peterborough) ;  read  1*;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2'  on  Thursday,  the 
22nd  of  January  next.    (No.  10.) 

TRANSFER  OF  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— ^No.  16.; 
Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House ;  Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXXIX. 
and  XLV.  considered  (according  to  order)^ 
and  dispensed  with. 

Moved,  That  the  Houss  do  now 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  ;  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
Clause  17. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  I  pro- 
pose to  omit,  in  Clause  1 7,  all  after  the 
words  "  promoters  shall  be  aided  by  a 
capital  sum  out  of  public  money,"  and 
to  make  the  clause  read  thus  : — 

**  Where  the  Treasury  in  pursuance  of  the 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  have 
agreed  with  the  promoters  of  any  light  railway 
that  the  undertaking  of  the  promoters  shall  be 
aided  by  a  capital  sum  out  of  public  money, 
the  promoters,  before  the  arbitrator  has  framed 
his  draft  award,  may  enter  upon  any  land 
which  they  are  authorised  to  take,  on  deposit- 
ing  in  the  Bank  of  Ireland  such  sum  as  may  bo 
certified  to  be  proper  by  such  valuer  as  may  be 
appointed  for  the  purpose  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works,  and  the  Treasury  on  the 
request  of  the  promoters  shall  cause  to  be  paid 
into  the  Bank,  out  of  such  capital  sum,  any 
sum  required  to  be  deposited  in  the  Bank  for 
the  above  purpose,  and  the  Railways  Acts 
(Ireland).  1851  and  1860,  and  the  Acts  amend- 
ing the  same,  shall,  as  amended  by  this  section, 
apply  accordingly." 

I  may  mention   that  the  object  of  the 
Amendment   is   to  harmonise   the   Bill 
2  E 


687 


DurcUion  of  Speeches  in        {LORDS}         tlie  House  of  Lords  Bill.         688 


with  Irisli  legislation.  The  drafts- 
man has  apparently  taken  the  analogy  of 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act  of  England,  and 
has  made  the  machinery  of  that  Act 
apply  to  the  Bill.  He  seems  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  Lands  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act  for  Ireland  is  a  totally 
difEerent  measure,  and  that  its  machinery 
is  difEerent,  and  the  efEect  of  ray  Amend- 
ment is  to  restore  the  Bill  to  a  form 
which  will  make  it  in  harmony  with  the 
Irish  legislation. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  the  Report 
thereof  received  ;  Bill  read  3'  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Commons. 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL  [h.l.] 
(No.  4.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) :  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment :  Amendments  made ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  3»  tomorrow. 


ARCHDEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL 
[h.l.]— (No.  8.) 
House   in   Committee    (according    to 
order) :   Bill   reported   without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 

DURATION    OF    SPEECHES    IN    THE 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  BILL  [h.l.] -(No.  14.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

•Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  this  is 
the  third  time  I  have  brought  forward  a 
Bill  on  this  subject.  On  the  first  occa- 
sion I  presumed  to  include  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  on  consideration  I  thought 
it  was  better  that  I  should  not  attempt 
to  dictate  to  another  branch  of  the 
Legislature  the  adoption  of  that  which 
should  be  approved  of  in  this  House.  I 
happen  to  know  that  there  is  a  Bill 
pressing  forward  in  another  place,  and  I 
believe  that  the  author  of  that  Bill  would 
be  perfectly  ready  to  support  any  mea- 
sure which  your  Lordships  approved  of. 
In  the  case  of  procedure  a  great  deal 
has  been  done  in  this  direction,  and  full 
latitude  was  given  to  Privy  Councillors 
to  speak  for  an  unlimited  time  ;  but  cer- 
tainly that  does  not  seem  to  me  to  tend 
to  tlie  rapid  transaction  of  business.  I 
Zord  Ilalshury 


think  that  the  substitution  of  an  hour- 
glass for  regulating  time  would  be 
an  improvement.  It  certainly  would 
be  less  ofEensive  than  to  have  a 
bell  sounding  in  your  Lordships'  ears. 
I  have  no  other  wish  on  the  subject  than 
to  provide  for  the  transaction  of  Public 
Business  baing  less  clogged  than  it  has 
often  been  hitherto.  I  would  venture 
to  remind  your  Lordships  that  in  1831 
Mr.  Stanley  brought  forward  a  Bill  upon 
the  subject.  The  only  person  who 
opposed  it  was  Mr.  Shaw,  the  Recorder 
of  Dublin.  He  divided  the  House  17 
times,  and  although  it  was  a  Wednesday 
Sitting,  the  House  sat  on  until  an  early 
hour  in  the  morning.  I  wish  to  see 
everything  go  smoothly,  and  I  will  do 
my  best  to  facilitate  the  fair  and  proper 
consideration  of  Public  Business. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— {The  Lord  Denman.) 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY:  I 
think,  perhaps,  we  had  better  reserve  our 
energies  for  more  urgent  and  serious 
grievances  than  this,  and  that  we  need 
not  consider  a  proposal  of  this  kind 
until  the  Debates  in  your  Lordships' 
House  assume  such  a  character  as  to 
render  it  necessary.  Any  person  who  is 
not  content  with  the  speed  at  which 
your  Lordships  transact  business  in  this 
House  and  who  complains  of  the  dura- 
tion of  time  which  you  devote  to  it  in 
making  speeches  must,  indeed,  be  very 
hard  to  please.  I  think  that  whenever 
the  speeches  in  this  House  come  to  be  of 
the  model  referred  to  by  the  noble  Loi'd, 
when  a  speaker  carried  on  his  speech 
until  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  your 
Lordships  may  very  well  undertake  some 
such  reform  as  this ;  but  until  that  con- 
dition of  things  comes  about,  wo  had 
better  do  without  this  legislation.  I  am 
compelled  to  make  the  unusual  Motion, 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  ten  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
('*now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  ten  months.") — (^The 
Marqv£88  of  Salisbury.) 

On  Question  whether  ("now")  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the 
negative. 

Bill  to  bo  read  2*  this  day  ten 
months. 
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tiEED  POTATOES  SUPPLY  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

HROUGHT  FBOM  THK  C0M:M0KS* 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
CkiXKiks):  In  asking  your  Lordships  to 
gire  a  First  Reading  to  this  Bill,  which 
18  one  of  tlie  two  measures  for  the  relief 
of  distress  in  Ireland  to  which  the  Prime 
Minister  alluded  at  an  earlier  stage  of 
iliG  proceedings,  perhaps  I  may  he 
allowed  to  say  that  its  object  is  to  enable 
the  poorer  occupiers  in  various  districts 
in  Ireland  U:>  ohtain  aced  potatoes  at  a 
reasonable  price.  The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  are  very  similar  to  those  of  the  Seed 
Supply  Act  which  waa  passed  in  1880. 
Its  general  object  is  to  secure  that 
there  shall  be  a  proper  supply  of  seed 
potatoes  for  next  year's  crop  brouglit  to 
the  doors  of  the  poorer  occupiers  in  those 
districta  where,  at  present,  it  would  be 
Tery  difficult  to  obtain  it  Bor  this 
purpose  diflPerent  Boards  of  Guardians 
are  empowered  to  apply  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  loans  in  any 
division  of  a  Poor  Law  IT o ion  where 
such  a  state  of  things  exists,  and  where 
it  would  be  impossible  for  tlie  inhabitants 
to  retain  seed  potatoes  because  they  will 
have  to  eat  all  the  potatoes  of  which 
tliey  are  now  possessed.  If  the  Local 
Government  Board  approves,  the  loan 
will  be  made  on  the  secuJ'ity  of  the  poors 
rat«  of  the  division^  and  will  be  repiy- 
able  by  half-yearly  payments  during 
1892  and  1893,  but  the  interest  is  to  be 
payable  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Fund.  The  main  objects  of  the  Bill 
are  that  seed  potatoes  shall  be  brought  to 
the  doors  of  the  ]>oorer  occupiers,  that 
they  will  ohtain  that  supply  at  cost  price, 
that  they  will  have  two  yearn'  credit, 
during  which  time  they  will  make  pay- 
ment to  the  Boaidof  Guardians  for  the 
potatoes  they  have  bought,  and  the 
middleman  will  thus  be  got  rid  of.  I 
hope  your  Lordships  will  allow  mo  to 
give  notice  of  a  Motion  to  suspend  Stand- 
ing Order  ^^o.  XXXIX.,  in  order  that 
this  Bill  may  be  pas^sed  through  its  re* 
maining  stages  at  an  early  Sittiug  to- 
morrow, 

read  !■ ;  and  to  be  read  2»  to- 
raorrow  ;  and  Standing  Orders  Nos, 
XXXIX-  and  XLV.  to  be  considered 
in  order  to  their  being  dispensed  with. 


FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 
♦The   SECRPJTARY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess   of  Lothian)  :  I  have  to  ^ 
ask  your  Lordships  to  allow  me  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  entitled — 

**  An  Act  to  alter  the  Constitution  of  tbo 
Fiflhery  Board  for  Scotland,  and  to  amend  tho 
laws  in  respect  of  the  musHel  fiBheries  in  tjcot- 
Und/' 

1  had  hoped  your  Lordships  would  have 
passed  the  Bill  before  the  Recess,  but 
circumstances  over  which  we  had  no 
control  prevented  that.  I  have  now, 
therefore,  only  to  ask  your  Lordships 
to  read  the  Bill  a  first  time. 

A  Bill  to  alter  the  Constitatioa  of  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland,  and  to  amend  the 
law  in  regard  to  muHsel  fiaherioe  in  SootUnd— 
"WiiB  presented  by  the  Lord  Ker  ( Jf.  LathiaH} ; 
rend  1*  ;  and  to  bo  printed,    {^g,  17.) 

CUSTODT  OF  CniLDREy   BILL  [h.L.] 
A  Bill   to  amend   the  law   relating   to   the 
custody  of  children  —  Was  presented  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  read  t* ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  18.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  to-morrow, 

half-past  Ten  o'clock* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday f  8th  December,  1890, 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 
The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr- 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
House  this  day. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Ghair- 
man  of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
the  Table  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  aa  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
Ibe  Standing  Order. 


NEW  WRIT, 

For     Kilkenny     County     (Northern 

Division),  v.  Edward  Mnlhallen  Marum, 

esquire^  deceased, 
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THE  TIPFERARY  PROSECUTIONS. 

Kr.  J.  M^CAKTHY  (Londonderry)  :  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  as  soon  as  pos- 
eible  after  the  re-assembling  of  the 
House  next  year  I  shall  call  attention 
to  the  circuiosttmces  connected  with  the 
prosecntion  of  Mr.  Dillon  and  Mr.  W. 
0*Brien,  and  move  a  Resolution, 

At  a  subsequent  stage, 
Mr.  T.  W.    RUSSELL    (Tyrone.    S.) 
said  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 

[for    Ireland    whether,    in  view  of    the 

^notice  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  J.  McCarthy)  that  lie 
will  take  the  earliest  opportunity  to 
review  the  proceedings  at  Now  Tip* 
perary,  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 

I  Judgment  given  by  Bfiron  Palles  in  the 
case  of  Mr,  O'Brien  Daltuu  7 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR :    Yes,  Sir ;  if 

I  there  is,  as  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
there  is,  an  authentic  copy  of  that  Judg- 
ment in  existence^  I  shall  be  happy  to 
lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  NAVAL  RESERVE. 
De,  %.  M*DOXALD  (Robs  .t  Cromarty): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
I  ralty  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Chief 
*  Officer  in  chaise  of  the  Naval  Reserve 
men  in  Stornoway  employs  these  men  in 
rowing    visitors   to     Stornoway    Castle 
round  the  harbour  there,  preparing  and 
decorating    their   drill    slied   for  ov^er  a 
week  for  a  friend's  marriage,  and  using 
rockets  the  property  of  the  Admiralty  to 
celebrate  the  same,  and,  generally  speak- 
ing, of  km  requisitions  the  labours  of  the 
Reserve  men  for  his  own  private  pur- 
'  poses  in  his  house  and  elsewhere  ;  and 
whether  the  employment  by  an  officer  of 
Naval  Reserve  men  for  private  pui"poses 
is  in  arcoidance  with  the  regulations  of 
tlie  Admiraltv  '^ 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  ADiU- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) ;  I  have  called  for  a  Report  on 
the  allegations  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  from  which  it  appears  that  the 
Chief  OiEcer  in  charge  of  Naval  Reserve 
men  at  Stornoway  is  not  in  the  habit,  as 
suggested,  of  employing  these  men  to 
row  visitors  to  Stornoway  Castle  round 
the  harbour.  It  is  true  that  one  ladj 
who  was  staying  at  the  Castle  was  on 


occasions  rowed   by  Coastguard 
a  time  when   they  had  no  duty 


several 
men  at 

to  perform.  As  regards  the  drill  shed, 
it  was  lent  for  one  evening  for  a  private 
entertainment,  and  a  few  flags  and  ever- 
greens were  put  up  by  the  Coastguard 
daring  the  evening.  Steps  will  be  taken 
to  {prevent  a  recurrence  of  this  irregu- 
larity* The  rockets  used  on  the  occasion 
in  question  were  private  property. 
There  is  no  foundation  for  the  suggestioa 
that  the  Chief  Officer  employs  the  Naval 
Reserve  men  for  private  purposes. 

THE  MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT* 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether^  under  **  The  Merchant  ShippiDg* 
Act,  1854/*  if  a  seaman  ba^^  been 
seriously  injured  in  the  execution  of  bta 
duty  on  l>oftrd  his  ship,  the  master  of  the 
vessel  may  land  him  at  a  distant  foreign 
port,  the  owners  can  immediately  stop 
the  wife's  ha  If -pay ,  and  their  obligation 
to  pay  the  disabled  seaman's  wages 
ceases  from  the  date  he  is  put  on  shore ; 
whether,  if  a  vessel  is  lost  at  sea  and  all 
hands  perish,  the  widows  and  childi-en^ 
or  other  representatives  of  the  crew,  are 
only  paid  wages  up  to  the  supposed  time 
of  the  loss  of  the  ship,  although  the 
owners,  who  have  insured  their  freight, 
recover  the  whole  sum  as  if  the  voyage 
had  been  completeti;  and  whether,  if 
such  cases  can  and  do  frequently  occur 
under  the  present  state  of  the  law,  he 
will  propose  Amendments  on  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act  containing  more 
humane  and  equitable  pro\a8ion8  with 
reference  to  the  payment  of  seamen's 
wages  ? 

♦Thk  president^  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.^ :  The  answer  to  the  first  question  is 
*'  Yes;"  but  it  should  be  added  that,  if  any 
seaman  receives  any  hurt  or  injury  in  the 
service  of  the  ship  to  which  he  belongs,the 
expense  of  providing  the  necessary  sur- 
gical and  medical  advice,  with  attc-ndance 
and  medicines,  and  of  his  subsistence 
until  he  is  cured,  or  dies,  or  is  brought 
back  to  B*3me  port  in  the  United  King- 
dom, if  shipped  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
or  if  shipped  in  some  British  Possession 
to  some  port  in  such  Possession,  and  of 
his  conveyance  to  such  port,  and  the 
expense  (if  any)  of  his  burial,  shall  be 
defrayed  by  the  owner  of  such  ship, 
without  any  deduction  on  that  acGOuiit 
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from  the  wages  of  such  seamaD.  The 
answer  to  the  second  quest  ion  is  also 
**  Yea ;  *'  the  wages  do  not  accrue  after 
th©  termination  of  the  service  through 
wreck— see  Section  18-5of  "The  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1854."  The  insurance  of 
freight  is  not  in  any  way  regulated  by 
this  provision.  The  extension  of  the 
Employers*  Liability  to  Seamen  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill  of  last  Session  would, 
of  coiir.-ie,  provide  for  further  compensa- 
tion fi*om  owners  to  men  injured  in  their 
aervioe. 

SCOTCH  CORN  MILLP. 
Dr.  R,  MCDONALD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  will  be  goiid 
enough  to  say  what  is  the  state  of  the 
Common  Law  in  Scotland  in  reference  to 
the  provision  and  up-keep  of  corn  mills 
by  the  landlords  in  country  districts ; 
and  whether,  when  such  mills  have  been 
in  existence  from  time  immemorial,  and 
have  been  accidentally  destroyed  by  tire 
or  otherwise,  it  is  incumbent  on  tbe 
landlords  to  have  thera  restored  for  the 
use  of  the  occupiers  of  the  soil  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  the  first  p\rt  of  hijs 
question  to  be  introductory  to  tlio  second, 
and  does  not  desire  mo  to  inflict  on  the 
House  any  general  exposition  of  the  law. 
In  the  ordinary  case,  and  apurt  from 
special  conditions  or  speculations,  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  Common  Law  oblij?a* 
tion  on  the  proprietors  of  corn  mills 
which  have  been  accidentally  deatvoyed 
by  fire  or  utberwise  to  have  them 
restored. 

CENTRAL  POST  OFFICE  ACCOM- 
MODATION. 
Sir  GEORGE  BADEN  -  POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  had  intended 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  can 
explain  why  it  is  that  in  London,  Man- 
chesterj  Birmingham,  Newcastle,  and 
other  large  towns,  adequate  and  extensive 
buildings  have  been  erected  at  the 
public  expense  for  Central  Post  Office 
aocooimodation,  but  that  in  Liverpool, 
the  second  largest  commercial  city  in 
England,  the  Central  Post  Office  has  been 
lodged  in  buildings  designed  and  erected 
to  serve  as  a  Castom  House;  and  whether, 
with    a    view    to    providing    adequate 


accommodation  for  the  large  poalal  busi- 
ness necessarily  transacted  in  Liverpool, 
and  securing  better  sanitary  conditions 
for  the  numerous  fimploy^s,  any  further 
steps  have  been  taken  towards  providing 
Liverpool  witli  adequate  Central  Post 
Office  buildings,  but  I  beg  to  defer  the 
question  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  ^eV 
head  post  offices  have  been  erected 
within  the  last  few  years  at  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  and  other  towns  where 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Service 
h.ive  showed  conchasively  that  nothing 
less  would  suffice.  But  it  is  not  cer- 
tain that  such  is  the  case  at  Liverpool, 
where  large  expenditure  has  been 
incurred  for  the  purpose  of  decentralising 
the  post  office  business.  The  building 
in  which  the  business  of  the  Head  Post 
Office  bna  been  conducted  for  many 
years  was  not  designed  solely  for  a 
Custom  House,  and  there  is  room  to 
conceive  that  the  allegations  of  in- 
salubrity may  be  exaggerated :  but 
additional  accommodation  is  admittedly 
required,  and  by  mj  directions  a  special 
inquiry  is  now  being  made  into  the  whole 
subject. 

BIBLE  CLASSES. 
Mr.  FRASRR.IilACKINTOSH  (Tn^ 
vernessshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  Post  Office 
ren-ulations  jTerrait  of  outsiders  holding 
Bible  classics,  prayer  and  temperance 
meetings,  and  such  like,  within  those 
rooms  appropriated  for  dining  rooms 
or  reading  rooms  in  the  larger  post 
offices  1 

*Mr.  R aires  :  There  are  no  Post 
Office  Regulations  on  the  subject  to 
which  tbe  hon.  Member  calls  attention. 
The  practice  has  been  to  allow  offi- 
cers of  the  Department  desiring  such 
facilities  the  use  of  rooms  which  could 
conveniently  be  employed  for  any  ob- 
jects of  a  beneficial  chanvcter  in  which 
the  staff  might  happen  to  be  interested. 
The  participation  in  such  meetings  of 
persons  not  officially  conncctt^d  with  the 
Service  is  invariably  conditionnl  upcm  the 
consent  of  the  proper  authorities,  who 
also  exercise  due  care  that  tliere  is  no 
interference  with  the  right  use  and  en- 
joyment of  the  rooms  by  other  members 
of  the  staff. 
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J)x,  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) :  I 
begtoaskthe  PostmaBter  General  whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  patent 
for  the  telephone  in  use  by  the  company 
which  possesses  a  practical  monopoly  of 
telephonic  communication  in  Great 
Britain  has  now  expired,  and  in  view  of 
the  numerous  complaints  on  the  part  of 
the  public  as  to  high  rates  and  faulty 
service  resulting  from  that  monopoly,  he 
will,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible, 
make  known  his  decision  as  to  applica- 
tions for  licences  submitted  to  the  Post 
Office  by  proposed  competitors  desiring 
to  introduce  loud  speaking  and  long 
distance  telephones,  and  other  forms  of 
improved  instruments  1 

•Mb.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  say  that  I  trust  that 
I  may  be  able  at  an  early  date  to 
announce  the  decision  of  the  Gxjvern- 
ment  with  regard  to  licences  for  Tele- 
phone Exchanges.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  patents  for  the  more 
important  telephones  have  not  expired 
and  do  not  expire  until  July  in  next 
year. 

RATE  OF  EXCHANGE  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  if  he  will  state  what 
was  the  estimated  rate  of  exchange 
made  by  the  Finance  Minister  for  India 
for  the  year  1890-91;  what  has  been 
the  lowest  rate,  and  what  the  highest 
rate  realised  during  the  current  year; 
and  what  is  the  total  amount  realised  in 
excess  of  the  estimate  in  tens  of  rupees 
and  in  pounds  sterling,  up  to  the  present 
time? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham): 
The  estimated  rate  of  exchange  for 
1890-91  was  16*552  pence  per  rupee. 
The  lowest  rate  realised  during  the  \ear 
has  been  17  M6d.;  the  highest  20  15.'l6d. 
The  excess  over  the  estim:ite  is  £995,063. 

MILITARY  STORES. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton^ : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  reference  to  an  answer 
which  was  given  by  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India  on  Friday,  and  the  undertaking 
which  he  gave  on  the  22nd  of  July  last, 
whether  he  can  now  state  that  anything 
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has  been  done  in  pursuance 
undertaking  ? 
•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURE (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  Inlly 
en titled  to  ask  this  question.  The  Gk>- 
vernment  have  taken  steps  to  bring* 
about  a  settlement,  and  they  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  a  conclusion  will 
be  arrived  at  before  the  re-assemblisg  of 
Parliament. 

THE  DISCHARGED  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the- 
Postmaster  General  when  and  by  whence 
the  inquiries  were  made  into  the  charac* 
ters  of  the  57  discharged  postmen  who 
had  been  in  the  Service  from  three  to- 
30  years  ;  and  whether  their  characters, 
were  found  to  be  satisfactory  in  every 
resp?ct ;  and,  if  so,  when  does  he  intend 
to  reinstate  them,  considering  they 
have  been  out  of  employment  since  last' 
June? 
•Mr.  RAIKES:  The  inquiries  were- 
made  by  myself  in  those  quarters  in 
which  alone  authentic  information  conld 
be  obtained.  Many  of  the  dismissed 
postmen  bore  good  characters ;  bat^ 
having  r^ard  to  the  extreme  gravity  of 
their  offence — an  offence  as  grave  as  any 
that  a  public  servant  can  commit — and 
the  imperative  necessity  of  discouraging 
any  similar  misconduct  in  future,  I  r^pret 
that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  holding  cut- 
any  hop«3  that  they  can  again  be  em- 
ployed  by  the  Department  If  the* 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  answer 
given  by  me  to  him  on  July  1 4th  last,  he- 
will  see  that  I  then  intimated  that  con- 
siderations of  the  public  interest  must 
govern  my  decision  in  these  cases. 

Mr.  W.  ISAACSON:  Owing  to  the 
very  unsatisfactory  answer  I  have 
received  from  the  right  hon.  (Tcntleman,. 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  subject  on  the  Post 
Office  Estimate. 

BLAENLLECHA  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  ALFRED  THOMAS  (Glamorgan, 
p].) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that,  from  the  28th 
of  October  last,  no  Post  Office  Orders 
or  Postal  Orders  have  been  issued,  and 
that  the  Savings  Bank  has  been  closed 
since  that  date  at  tho  Blaenllecha  Post 
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Office,  to  the  serious  inconvenience  of 
the  inhabitants  of  that  populous  dis- 
trict? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  re-opening  of  the 
Blaenllecha  Post  Office  will  take  place  as 
soon  as  a  suitable  person  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  sub-Postmaster  can  be  selected 
and  instructed  in  the  duties  of  the  office. 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  effect  this  in  the 
course  of  the  present  week. 

THE  CROZET  ISLANDS. 
Mr.  LENG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether,  as  more 
than  one  British  vessel  has  been  missing 
recently  between  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
and  Australia,  and  it  is  probable  their 
crews  may  have  landed  on  the  Crozet 
Islands,  there  is  any  reason  why  one  of 
the  nine  ships  in  the  service  of  Her 
Majesty  at  present  in  commission  on  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  and  West  African 
Stations,  should  not,  for  the  satisfaction 
of  the  friends  of  the  crews  of  the 
missing  ships,  periodically  visit  those 
islands,  in  the  hope  of  rescuing  seamen 
who  may  have  landed  upon  them  ? 
*LoRD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  Corre- 
spondence presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  in  June,  1876,  and  May,  1877, 
he  will  see  that  a  visit  to  these  islands 
can  only  be  undertaken  at  considerable 
risk.  There  is  no  vessel  on  the  Cape 
station  able  to  steam  the  long  distance 
(nearly  4,000  miles)  involved,  without 
coaling.  There  is  at  present  no  suffi- 
cient evidence  to  show  that  the  crews  of 
the  missing  vessels  are  at  the  Crozet 
Islands,  and  in  the  absence  of  such 
evidence  Her  Majesty's  Government  do 
nottfeel  justified  in  ordering  a  vessel  to 
undertake  the  onerous  duty  suggested. 

'  SALE  OF  CROWN  PROPERTY  IN 

I  WALES. 

Mb.  ALFRED  THOMAS:  I  beg  to 
aslit  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with 
reject  to  the  following  sales  that  have 
bee^  made  of  Crown  property  in  Wales 
betireen  1849  and  1888 :  (a)  lands,  fore- 
shones,  and  rights  of  the  value  of 
£85^^35 ;  (b)  encroachments  on  waste 
land4  £30,236  ;  (c)  fee-farm  and  other 
unimpirovable  rents  of  the  value  of 
jB34,3416,  whether  it  is  part  of  the  policy 
of  tha  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forestn  to  sell  foreshores  in  Wales,  and 
whethflr  the  inhabitants  of  the  districts 


where  the  foreshores  are  situate  are 
consulted  previously  to  each  sale ; 
whether  in  many  of  the  cases  where  fee- 
farm  rents  are  sold  there  is  some  rever- 
sion belonging  to  the  Crown  under  34 
and  35  Henry  VIII,  c.  20,  or  otherwise, 
and  whether  records  are  kept  of  all 
cases  where  there  is  such  a  reversion ; 
and  whether  the  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  will  henceforth  ab- 
stain from  all  sales  of  land  in  Wales  ex- 
cept for  public  purposes  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  As  regards 
the  Crown  foreshores  in  Wales  which 
remain  under  the  management  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Woods,  the  policy  of 
the  Commissioner  is  rather  against  the 
sale  of  them,  excepting  to  public  bodies 
or  when  they  are  required  for  the  execu- 
tion of  expensive  works  of  improvement. 
It  is  the  practice  to  consult  the  ex 
adverao  proprietors  before  disposing  of 
foreshore,  unless  taken  under  Act  of 
Parliament.  It  is  not  supposed  that 
there  are  many  cases  where  fee-farm 
rents  are  sold  in  which  there  is  any  re- 
version belonging  to  the  Crown  under 
34  and  35  Henry  VIII.,  c.  20,  or  other- 
wise. The  sale  of  the  fee-farm  rent 
would  not  extinguish  the  reversion.  A 
record  is  kept  of  such  cases  as  are 
known.  I  am  unable  to  give  an  under- 
taking that  the  Commissioner  of  Woods 
will  henceforth  abstain  from  all  sales 
of  land  in  Wales  except  for  public 
purposes. 

PRISON  CLERKS. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  with  reference  to  a  question 
put  to  him  on  30th  June  last,  whether 
he  can  now  communicate  to  the  House 
the  tprms  of  the  Report  of  the  Depart- 
mental Committee,  appointed  so  long 
ago  as  April,  1886,  to  inquire  into  the 
complaints  of  the  Clerks  in  Her 
Majesty's  Prisons  ?  * 

The  secretary  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  It  is  not 
usual  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Report  of  a  Departmental  Committee 
on  such  a  subject  as  that  of  the  com- 
plaints of  the  Clerks  in  Her  Majesty's 
Prisons,  such  a  Report  being  of  a  confi- 
dential character.  But  I  am  able  to 
inform  the  hon.  Membec  tV^\»^  ^wSiSia.  ^^ 
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approval  of  the  Treasurj,  I  have  been 
able  to  sanction  an  increase  in  the  scale 
of  pjv7»  and  a  large  addition  to  the 
xiTimber  of  the  highest  grade  of  Clerks 
and  Sfcorekeepera  in  Her  Majesty's 
Prisons,  by  which  a  considerable  im- 
provement will  be  made  in  their  posi- 
tion. I  shall  have  no  objection  to  laying 
on  the  T^ible  of  the  House  a  statement 
of  the  changes  that  have  been  made  if 
it  is  wished. 

MERCHANDISE  MARKS, 
Sir  roper  LETH  BRIDGE  (Ken- 
siugbon,  N.)  •  I  ^^  *^  ^^^  ^^^^  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  llur 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken,  or 
will  take,  an}^  steps  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Merchandise  Marks  to  make  the 
Cnstoms'  entry  trade  description  nnder 
^he  Act? 

♦Si»  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  lam  care^ 
fully  considering  the  best  way  of  giving 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committ-ee  on  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act,  and  I  hope  at  an  early  date 
to  be  able  to  annonnce  to  the  House  the 
result  of  that  consideration. 

LATIMER  ROAD  BOARD  SCHOOL. 
Snt  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE:  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Edncation  whether 
he  is  aware  that  on  1st  Deceml:H?r  a  p>r- 
tion  of  the  ceiling  of  one  of  the  rooms  of 
the  Latimer  Road  Board  School  fell 
down  suddenly,  injurin^jj'  some  of  the 
children ;  whether  fn rther  examination 
has  shown  otiier  })ortions  of  the  bnild* 
ing  i'i  be  dangerous  to  the  lives  of  the 
poor  children  compelled  to  attend  there  ; 
whether  the  Kdumtirm  Department  will, 
in  consultation  with  the  London  School 
Board,  take  steps  to  fix  the  responsibiltty 
for  such  dangerous  condition  of  scliool 
buildings  on  someone  ;  and  what  steps, 
if  any,  are  being  taken  to  j>rotect  the 
lives  of  the  Bnard  B£*hrx:>l  children  from 
such  dangers  in  the  future? 

TuE  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  toe 
COUNCIL  (Sir  \\\  Hart  Dvkk,  Kent, 
Dartford) ;  The  Department  have  no 
official  information  on  the  subject, 
though  I  believe  the  facts  are  as  st«ited 
in  the  6rst  part  of  the  question*  The 
duty  of  the  Department  is  limited  to 
ascertaining  whether  the  school  is  in 
propter  repiir  before  the  annual  grant  is 
J/n  J/aiihews 


made  to  it,  but  the  responsibility  for  its 
actual  condition  rests  entirely  with  the 
London  School  Board* 

ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT. 

DiL  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  he  can  now 
inform  the  House  what  answer  ho  has 
giveUj  or  intends  to  give,  to  the  British 
Medical  Association  and  the  varioua 
medical  corporations  and  medical  schools 
who  recently  memorialised  him  by  dopn- 
tation,  and  otherwise,  with  reference  to 
proposed  changes  in  the  Army  Medical 
Depnrtment] 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E,  Stanhopk,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncustle) :  I  think  tfie  hon.  Member 
will  agree  that  my  answer  ought  to  be 
addressed  to  the  deputation  which 
waited  on  me,  and  I  will  undertake  to 
give  it  in  January, 

HODSE  OP  COMMONS  SESSIONAL 
PAPERS. 

Mr.  KN0\^T.ES  (Salford,  W.) :  I  beg 
tu  ask  the  Secretory  t4j  the  Treasury  if  he 
can  arrange  tliat  the  Annual  Index  of 
the  Sessional  Paper.**  of  the  House  of 
Commons  shall  lie]  so  compiled  as  to  in- 
clude year  by  year  references  to  all 
Papers  published  since^  the  preceding 
Decennial  Index? 

JMb.  JACKSON :  I  have  not  been  able 
to  (^btaiiY  the  informati<»n  that  would 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question,  I 
therefore  hope  that  the  hon.  Member 
will  repeat  it. 

POSTMASTER  AT  ABERAMAN. 
Mb.     DAVID    THOMAS     (Merthyr 
Tydvil),  who  had  on  the  Paper  a  ques- 
tion   to    ask    the    Postmnster   Geniaral 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawii  to 
the   great    inconvenience    caused  to  the 
public   nt   Aliei-aman    by    the    delay i  in 
filling  the  office  of  postmaster  there  ,;  if 
he   will  state   the  reason  for  the  deli  ;iy  ; 
and  when  an  appointment  will  be  m:  ide,  i 
said    that   since   the  question  had  1:  »een  1 
placed  on     the  Paper    the    appointnAientl 
t^D  which  it  had  referred  had  been  imuide, 

FAY  OF  THE  METROPOLITAN  Pr/feLlCK^ 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sl^^^effield 
Central):  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Socrca,torY 
State  for  the   Home  Departmen  j06^,  if  thfl 
details    of  the    alterations    as    Pcto   paj 
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and  classes  in  tlie  Metropolitan  Police 
Force,  appeftriiig  in  the  Times  of  5th 
December,  is  accurate,  and,  in  such  case, 
why  it  is  not  prtjposed  to  extend  to  the 
officers  of  the  Criminal  Investigation 
Department  the  increased  benefits  ace ni- 
ing  tc)  the*  nniform  bmnch,  having  regard 
especiiilly  to  their  skilfully  performed 
and  onenius  duties,  and  their  subjection 
to  many  expenses  which  are  not  recover- 
able;  and  if  it  is  intended  in  any  way  to 
endeavour  to  meet  the  extra  cost  of 
lodgings  in  the  inner  divisions  compared 
to  the  outer  districts? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  t  I  have  not  com- 
pared the  8tat?ments  which  hwve  ap- 
peared witlujut  authority  in  the  Press 
with  the  scheme  whicli  1  have  recently 
H auctioned,  and  which  in  due  course  I 
have  nnder taken  to  Iny  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  Tlie  scheme  applies  to  all 
consfcalJes  alike,  whether  in  the  uniform 
force  or  in  the  Criminal  Investigation 
Department.  Tlie  piy  of  the  higlier 
officers  of  that  DL^pirtment  is  on  a  dif- 
ferent footing  from  the  rest  of  the  force, 
and  has  been  constantly  revised  u\\  to 
quite  recent  dates,  and  the  scheme  does 
not  ftp  pi. V  to  them.  Every  effort  has 
been  made  to  arrive  at  some  satisfactory 
method  of  dealing  with  the  lodging  ques- 
tion sepanitely,  but  no  working  arrange- 
ment  has  been  found  possible. 

BIRMrNGBAM  POST  OFFICE. 
Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  tbe  fact  that 
the  plastering  work  of  the  new  Bir 
mingham  Post  Office  has  i>een  sab-let  ti> 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Welling  ;  whether 
information  liad  been  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Works  of  the  very  extensive 
system  of  adulteration  of  the  mi^teriiils 
used  that  has  taken  places  wht*ther  the 
Board  of  Works  acknowledged  by  letter, 
dated  1 0th  September,  IM^O,  that  the 
statements  matle  in  regard  to  the  ad  al- 
teration were  suUstanti Filly  correct,  and 
-whether,  in  spite  of  this  condemnation, 
Welling  luiJS  been  allowed  to  continue  to 
work  and  to  cummence  the  front  hlcck  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Works  has  given  orders  that  no 
plasterer  was  to  be  employt^d  on  the  job 
who   hi¥l  worked  there  prcviuiis  to  the 
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complaint  made  of  the  adulteration  of 
the  materials ;  and  whether  he  will 
inquiiH)  into  the  ei  ream  stances  of  the 
case  ? 

♦The  FIBST  COMMISSI  OK  ER  of 
WtlRKS  (llv.  PLu:NK:Fr,  Dnblin  Univer- 
si ty)  :  The  plastering  work  at  the  new 
BirmingliBui  Post  Office  was  sub- let  to 
iVfr.  Welling  by  the  contractor,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Board.  In  July  last  the 
attention  of  the  Clerk  of  Works  was 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  work  in  certain 
plae^B,  but  by  no  means  generally,  was 
not  being  done  in  accordance  with  the 
apeciHcation,  the  cement  being  mixed 
With  putty.  The  circnrastances  were 
fully  investigated  by  the  Board's  Sur- 
veyor (the  architect  of  the  building),  and 
lie  considered  that  it  was  not  proved 
that  Mr.  Welling  was  aware  of  the 
adulteration.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
there  was  a  strong  loral  feeling  against 
Mr.  VV'elling,  and  Ixung  unable  to  deter- 
mi  ;e  on  what  side  the  fan  It  lay,  the 
Board  did  not  feel  justified  in  intlieting 
on  him  tlie  heavy  loss  that  would  have 
Ijeen  entailed  on  him  by  the  withdrawal 
of  the  work  from  him  in  the  middle  of 
his  coctra(*t-  The  job,  on  the  whole,  has 
lx!cn  very  well  done,  and  the  defects 
referred  to  were  promptly  remedied  by 
Mr.  Welling.  In  view  of  the  strong 
feeling  thai  luis  lieen  excited  by  the  case^ 
the  Clerk  of  Works  lias  objected  to  the 
continued  employment  of  the  men  who 
were  shnNvn  to  have  taken  part  in  the 
adn  Itemtion,  but  not  of  others.  The  case 
has  already  been  very  fnlly  investigated, 
and  further  inqnirj'  seems  unneces- 
sary. 

CASE  UF  CATIIERIXE  HARDWICK. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stftte  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  can 
now  state  his  decision  in  the  case  of 
Catherine  Hurdu  ick  ? 

Mk.  MATIHEWS:  I  have  ascer- 
tained that  the  Magistrates  arc  prepared 
in  this  c^.se  to  give  time  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  line,  which  has  not  yet  been 
demanded,  and  will  not  be  applied  for 
till  the  girl  is  restored  to  health.  I  will 
take  care  that  the  girl  is  not  subjected 
to  imprisonment  so  louij  ns  she  is  unfit 
to  boar  it ;  but  I  do  not  propose,  under 
these  etrcnmstances,  to  interfere  further 
with  the  decision  of  the  Magistrates. 
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THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Eveshaiu)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether,  when  revising  the 
Code  for  the  ensuing  year,  he  will  take 
into  kind  and  favourable  consideration 
the  following  points,  in  addition  to  the 
benefits  coaferred  by  the  present  Code, 
namely,  the  substitution  of  a  single  fixed 
grant  to  infant  schools  for  the  alterna- 
tive grants  of  9s.  or  7s.  and  the  variable 
grants  for  needlework  and  singing  ;  the 
simplification  of  the  grants  under  Article 
101  by  substituting  one  fixed  grant  for 
the  principal  grant  of  14s.  or  12s.  and 
the  various  grants  for  discipline,  needle- 
work, singing,  and  class  subjects  ;  the 
modification  of  the  existing  distinction 
between  "  trained  "  and  "  untrained  '' 
teachers  by  substituting  the  term  "  in- 
dependently trained"  for  "untrained" 
or  by  some  other  means  ? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE:  My  hon. 
Friend  must  be  aware  that  I  am  alvrays 
prepared  to  give  a  kindly  consideration 
to  any  proposal*  which  emanates  from 
him,  but  he  can  hardly  expect  jne,  J)efore 
the  Code  has  been  in  operation  three 
months,  to  undertake  to  introduce 
changes  entirely  eliminating  the  variable 
element  from  the  grant  at  the  risk  of 
reducing  all  schools  to  one  dead  level  of 
minimum  efficiency.  The  modification 
asked  for  in  the  last  part  of  the  question 
has  already  been  made,  and  the  term 
"  untrained  "  will  no  longer  be  found  in 
the  Code. 

IRELAND— LOANS  FOR  DRAINAGE. 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.;  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
has  received  a  copy  of  a  Resolution  from 
the  Magistrates  and  cesspayers  of  the 
Costello  barony,  assembled  at  Present- 
ment Sessions  at  Ballyhaunis,  25th 
November,  1890,  requesting  the  Govern- 
ment to  institute  and  grant  loans  for 
drainage  and  other  works,  and  thus  give 
employment  to  the  labouring  classes  of 
the  district,  who  are  suffering  owing  to 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop ;  whether  he 
has  considered  the  matter  of  this  Resolu- 
tion ;  and  what  he  proposes  to  do  to  pre- 
vent the  awful  consequences  which  must 
ensue  if  action  to  meet  the  emergency 
be  not  promptly  taken  ? 


The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.):  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  probably 
aware  that  I  indicated  to  a  Committee  of 
this  House  on  Thursday  last  that  the 
Government  intend  to  offer  loans  for 
relief  works.  The  Memorial  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  has  been  received, 
and  as,  in  all  other  cases,  will  be  con- 
sidered. 

THE  PROPOSED  IRISH  LIGHT  RAIL- 
WAYS. 

Mr.  PARKER  SMITH  (Lanark, 
Partick)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  will  have  the  course  of  the 
proposed  new  railways  marked  upon  a 
large  scale  map  of  Ireland  and  placed  in 
the  Tea  Room  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  that 
the  suggestion  is  a  good  one,  and  I  will  . 
endeavour  to  carry  it  out. 

RELIEF  WORKS  IN  CLARK. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  what  works 
for  the  relief  of  distress  he  contemplates 
carrying  out  in  County  Clare  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
that,  pending  the  discussion  which  is  to 
take  place  in  the  House,  it  would  be 
desirable  or  convenient  to  make  a  state- 
ment I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the 
statement  which  I  made  on  Thursday 
last. 

CLARE  SLOB  LANDS. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  if  he  can  state  in  what 
siz3  lots  it  is  intended  to  offer  for  sale  the 
Clare  Slob  Lands  ] 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  it  would  be 
advisable  to  offer  the  Clare  Slob  Lands 
in  one  lot ;  and,  if  they  are  not  sold,  they 
can  be  put  up  in  lots  to  suit  pur- 
chasers. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  BILL. 
Mb.  KBAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  I  b€ig 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lo^ird 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  ifrill 
state  what  class  or  classes  of  money'  are 
to  be  paid  into  the  Sinking  Fund  u^nder 
the  Purchase  of  Land  and  Con^&ested 
Districts  (Ireland)  Bill;  whethei'flr.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  prf^Jvided 
that    this     fund    should    perform  ja   the 
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fanction  of  a  Guarantee  Fund  to  secure 
tlie  re-pajmeiit  of  advances ;  if  bo,  what 
meaus  have  they  provided  for  the  re- 
demptiou  of  the  Innd  btock  in  the  event 
of  the  failure  of  tenant  purchasers  to 
meet  their  yearly  instalments  ;  and 
whether  he  has  as  yet  verified  the  state- 
ment that  the  re-k*ndings  under  Ciatiae 
6  (3)  will  result  in  an  unsecured  I ifibility 
to  the  country  of  about  £26,000,000  1 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOLTR:  The  Sinking 
Fund  consists  of  an  an  nun  1  sum  at  the 
rate  of  1  per  cent,  on  the  nominal 
amount  of  the  capital  stock  advanced. 
The  Government  have  not  provided  that 
this  fund  should  perform  the  function  of 
a  Guarantee  Fund  for  securing  the  re- 
payment of  advances.  There  is  no  ground 
to  believe  that  the  re -1  endings  under 
Clause  6  (3)  will  have  the  result  in- 
dicated in  the  last  pan>trrj|.pb . 

Me,  SHAW  LKFl!:\^RK  (Bnvlford, 
Central)  :  I  beg:  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Truland 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  Return,  in  amplification  of 
He  turn  No.  134^  baaed  on  the  estimate 
that  the  original  advance  to  be  made 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  of 
£29,717,000  will  be  exhausted  in  10 
years  by  equal  annual  purchases  of 
holdings,  and  showing  what  amount 
will  be  available  in  each  year,  under 
Clause  6,  Sul>secfcion  (3),  in  respect  of 
the  Sinkiuj^'  Futid  payments  for  ro- 
leodiiig, until  the  pnnciiml  sum  advanced 
in  the  first  10  years  shall  be  paid  off, 
and  also  showing  what,  in  each  year, 
will  be  the  total  amount  of  all  the  pur- 
chase annuities  due  to  the  Government, 
upon  the  assumption  that  fresh  advances 
are  yearly  made  to  the  full  amount 
which  has  passed  through  the  Sinking 
Fund  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  the  difficulty  of 
answering  a  question  of  this  kind,  based 
on  a  h3"pothetical  state  of  things,  I 
hardly  think  that  any  good  would  result 
from  the  granting  of  sneh  a  Retnm. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEKEVRE  :  I  will  make 
some  observations  on  the  subject  when 
the  Bill  comes  on. 

CASE  OF  Uiu  WALSH, 

Me,  T.  M.   HKALY  (Longford,   N,) : 

I  beg  to  ask   the  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  if  he   is  aware  that  Mr.  Walsh, 

of  the  Cashel  Sentind,  was   sentenced 


to  three  months'  imprisonment  for  con- 
spiracy at  Tipperary,  and  arrested  in- 
stantly on  conviction  ;  that  several  days 
before  he  had  been  (on  appeal)  sentenced 
to  two  months'  imprisonment  for  the 
publication  of  a  speech  in  Ids  newspaper; 
but  that  the  police  held  over  the  first 
warrant,  commanding  them  to  arrest 
him  on  the  latter  charge,  in  order  to  see 
what  would  be  the  result  of  the 
Tipperary  prosecution;  under  what 
authority  wus  this  done  ;  do  the  Govern- 
ment still  hold  over  the  warrant ;  under 
what  Statute  do  the  police  exercise  this 
suspensory  power;  and  what  officer  ia 
responsible  ? 

♦The  Attorney  general   fob 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity)  r  I  answered  the  question  of  the 
ban.  and  learned  Member  on  Friday. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  question  1 
have  put  now  has  not  been  answered. 
What  I  want  to  know  is  this  :  Will  the 
Government  state  why  the  warrant 
agsiinst  Mr.  Walsh  was  held  over  and 
under  what  Statute  it  was  not  enforced  t 
Where  is  there  any  suspensory  power? 

*Mh,  MADDEN:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  desires  a  further  ex* 
plan  a  ti  on  I  must  ask  him  to  put  a  quea^ 
tion  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  know  who  signed  the  warranty 
and  who  is  responsible  for    its  execution* 

*Mk.  MADDEN:  The  matter  went 
back  to  the  Magistrate  who  signed  the 
warrant. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  By  what  contriv- 
ance WHS  it  that  the  County  Court  Judge 
allowed  three  months  to  elapse?  Mr* 
Walsh  was  already  ingatjl,  and  the  efEecfc 
was  to  secure  that  he  should  nndergo 
three  months'  imprisonment  before  tbe 
first  warrant  was  executed. 

*Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  matter  rested 
entirely  with  the  County  Court  Judge* 
I  am  informed  that  the  wari*ant  is  now 
signed. 

ELECTORS'  REGISTRATION  t ACCELERA- 
TION) BILL. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  J.  Rowlani»s  (Fins- 
bury,  E.), 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said  :  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  take  the  Second  Heading  of 
the  Electors*  Registration  (Acceleration) 
Bill  to-day,  although  it  has  been  neces- 
sary to  put  it  upon  the  Paper. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  it  be  taken 
before  Christinas  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  ;  No,  Sir. 

THE  CHRISTMiS  HOLIDAYS. 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  When  the  Land 
Department  (Ireland)  Bill  has  been  read 
a  second  time  and  the  Honse  has  "gone 
into  Committee  upon  it,  the  programme 
of  business  which  the  Government  has 
asked  the  House  to  undertake  in  the 
ante- Christ  mas  Session  will  be  fulfilled, 
and  it  will  then  bo  my  duty  to  move 
that  the  House  do  adjourn  until  Thurs- 
day, the  22nd  of  January.  If  the  Bill 
is  not  got  into  Committee  to-night  I  shall 
make  the  Motion  to-morrow.  It  will  be 
necessary  for  the  House  to  meet  to- 
morrow in  order  that  the  Royal  Assent 
may  be  given  to  the  Seed  Potatoes  Supply 
(Ireland)  Bill  and  the  Transfer  of  Rail- 
ways (Ireland)  Bill. 

THE  REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS  BILL. 

In  answer  to  Sir  U.  KAY-SHurrLEWORTH 
(Lancashire,  Clitheroe), 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said  :  The  reception 
given  to  the  Reformatory  and  Industrial 
School  Bill  last  Session  was  not  such  as 
to  give  much  encouragement  to  its 
re-introduction.  I  will  consider  during 
the  Recess  whether  it  will  he  worth 
while  to  re- introduce  it  this  Session  in 
the  same  form  as  last  Session  or  with 
some  modifications,  so  as  to  make  it  more 
acceptable  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and 
his  friends. 

CROWN  PROSECUTORS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Robert  Olphert 
has  been  appointed  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  prosecute  for  the 
Crown  on  the  North- West  Circuit  at  the 
Winter  Assize  in  Ireland,  and  whether 
that  gentleman  was  a  land  agent,  and 
wafu  concerned  on  his  father's  estates  in 
questions  which  arose  between  the  land- 
lord and  his  tenants  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  have  appointed  Mr. 
Olphert  because  he  is  an  efficient  and 
able  member  of  the  Bar,  who  will  cer- 
tainly do  his  duty.  The  statement  that 
he  is  his  father's  agent  is  absolutely 
without  foundation. 
Mii.  MACNEILL:  It  is  strictly  true. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  How  many  years 
is  it  since  Mr.  Olphert  was  given  a  brief 
on  behalf  of  the  Crown  or  of  anyone 
else? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  certainly  shall  not 
answer  that  question. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Olphert  does  not  attend  the  Four 
Courts  Library  ? 

•Mr.  madden  :  No,  Sir. 

DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  J.  MCCARTHY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  a  question  of  which  I 
have  been  unable  to  give  him  notice, 
namely,  whether,  in  view  of  the  ^dlure 
of  the  potato  crop  and  the  distress  in 
Ireland,  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1887  enabling  judicial  rents  to  be  reduced 
will  be  re-enacted  with  suitable  modifi- 
cations ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  the  cases  in  which 
temporary  modifications  of  judicial  rents 
were  obtained  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1887  depended  upon,  and  were  caused  by, 
a  fall  in  prices.  I  believe  that,  so  ha 
from  the  price  of  potatoes  having  fallen 
this  year,  it  has  risen,  and  the  result  of 
re-enacting  these  clauses,  so  far  from 
operating  in  the  way  the  hon.  Member 
desires,  would  have  the  effect  of  raising 
the  rents. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  the  Land  Com- 
mission to  revise  the  judicial  rents, 
having  regard  to  the  yield  of  potatoes 
this  year  ] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  am 
afraid  it  would  be  hopeless. 

WEIGHING  MACHINES. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  there  is  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  to  grant  an 
extension  of  time  for  the  stamping  of 
weighing  machines? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  given  me  notice  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  CAUSTON :  May  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  impressing  on  the  Government, 
in  the  absence  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  importance  of  this 
matter  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  give  notice. 
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PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AKD  CONGESTED 

DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  [ADVANCES,  kv.] 

Committee  to  confiider  of  authonsing  the 
payment  of  certain  sums  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  and  out  of  moneya  to  be  provided 
by  Parliament,  for  tbo  purposes  of  any  Aut  of 
the  present  Session  relating  to  the  pnrchaae  of 
land  in  Ireland*  the  Land  Commission,  and  the 
improvement  of  the  Congested  Districts  in  Ire- 
land (Queen's  recommendation  signified)  to- 
morrow. 


CHARITABLE  ENDOWMENTS  (DEN- 
BIGHSHIRE). 

Return  ordered — 

**  Comprising  the  Reports  for  the  County  of 
Denbigh  of  the  *  Commisaionera  for  im|uiriDg 
concerning  Charities  ! 81 8-37,*  arranged  sepa- 
rately for  each  parish  in  that  county,  and  com- 
pleted up  to  the  31st  day  of  December,  18W), 
in  the  result  of  local  ii^quirieSf  held  by  the 
Cbarity  Commiasionere  in  every  parish  i\"holly 
or  partly  within  that  county,  into  all  Endow- 
ments known  to  be  auhject  to  the  provisiona  of 
the  Charitable  Trusta  Acta  :" 

**A  Digest^  in  tabular  form,  of  those  Reports, 
flhowingi,  in  the  case  of  each  such  parish,  whe- 
ther any»  and,  if  any,  what  Endowments 
subject  to  the  Chati table  Trusts  Acts  are  re- 
corded in  the  books  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners in  the  Parish :  " 

**  And,  an  Index,  alphabetically  arranged,  of 
Names  and  Places  mentioned  in  those  Reports." 
— {Mr.  Jamen  }Vitliam  LrtU'therJ) 


M  0  T  I  0  X  S. 


tbamwats   order   in   council  (ireland) 
(athenbt  and  tuam  railway)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr,  Attorney  General,  Bill  to 
confirm  an  Order  in  Council  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  Privy  Council  in  Ireland,  relating 
to  the  Athenry  and  Tuam  (Extension  to  Clare- 
morris)  Railway,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Bill  presented ,  a n  d  rea  d  first  time .     [  Bill  157.] 

Me.  T.  M.  HEAJjT:  Is  there  any 
objection  to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time  now  t 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  As   far  as  the 

Government  are  concerned,  they  are 
extremely  anxious  to  pass  the  Bill  with- 
out delay. 

*Mr.  madden  having  gone  to  the 
Bill  Office,  on  returning,  said  :  Thei*e  is 
no  copy  of  the  Bill  in  the  House,  and  I 


must,    therefore,    postpone    the    further 
stages  of  the  Bill  until  to-morrow. 

Colonel   NOLAN    (Galway) ;    Never 
mind  the  copy. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y 


SEED  POTATOES  SUPPLY  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  U8.) 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered ;  I'ead  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

LAND  DEPARTMENT  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  112-) 

SEOOXD  BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(4,15.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time/* — (J/r.  A.  J,  Balfour.') 

Debate  arising  ; 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Debate  lie  now  adjourned.  This 
is  a  most  contemptuous  way  of  treating 
the  House. 

Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'* — 
{Mr.  T,  i/.  Hmly,) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  roR  IRK 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  In  what  way  is  there  contemptiiouB 
treatment  1  The  hon.  Member  was  not 
in  the  House  when  I  introduced  the  Bill 
and  explained  tlie  purport  of  it.  It  ia 
substantially  the  very  Bill  that  was  read 
a  second  time  iu  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  in  the  course  I  have  taken  no 
discourt«f;y  was  intended  to  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY:  I  certainly  think 
that  I  have  some  reason  to  complain  of 
the  remarkable  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  lias  acted.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  imagine 
that  the  way  in  which  he  obtained  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Land  Bill  without 
criticism  was  owin^  to  the  fact  that  the 
action  of  the  Irish  Party  was  entirely 
paralysed.  I  beg  to  assure  him  that  he 
is  absolutely  mistaken  on  that  point,  and 
I  cfin  further  assure  him  that  a  more 
thorouglily  bad  Bill  has  never  been 
brought  in  by  a  thoroughly  bad  Adminis- 
tration. The  Bill  is  a  reversal  of  the 
policy  of  18«5, 
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Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order !  The  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the 
Bill  on  a  Motion  for  Adjournment.  The 
hon.  Member  if  he  goes  on  will  deprive 
himself  of  his  ris^ht  to  speak  on  the  Bill . 

(4.17.)  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  that 
case  I  shall  persist  in  mj  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate.  1 
would  advise  the  Government,  unless 
thej  want  a  series  of  these  Motions,  to 
take  another  course.  The  Bill  is  a  re* 
versal  of  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1885, 
and  on  that  account  I  take  exception  to 
it.     [Crictfo/"  Order!"] 

Mb.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  Order, 
order !  The  question  is  that  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned. 

(4.18.)  Mb.  M.  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
think  it  is  rather  hard  that  we  should 
be  asked  to  proceed  with  the  Debate  on 
the  Bill  until  we  have  some  information 
as  to  who  are  the  persons  to  be  charged 
with  the  administration  of  it.  The 
working  of  the  Bill  will  depend  very 
much  upon  the  person  who  is  to  admi- 
nister it.  Judge  Litton  is  dead,  and  the 
vacancy  has  not  yet  been  filled  up. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  1  understand 
an  Amendment  is  to  be  moved  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  I  beg  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(4.20.)  Mb.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to 
renew  the  application  I  have  already 
made  for  information,  and,  to  afford  the 
Government  an  opportunity  to  give  it,  I 
beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,'M,  Ilealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stind  part  of  the  Question." 

(4.21.)  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  wish 
to  ask  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  whether,  by 
replying  to  the  small  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member,  I  shall  be  precluded  from 
addressing  the  House  again  if  any  serious 
objection  is  raised  to  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  I  appre- 
hend  that  the  mere  answering  of  a  ques- 
tion is  not  joining  in  the  Debate. 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  a  very  short  time  has  elapsed 
since  the  death  of  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner, and  as  there  is  no  connection, 
direct  or  indirect,  between  the  Bill  and 
the  appointments,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Government  ought  to  be  called  upon 
to  state  their  choice  upon  the  present 
occasion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :   The  Bill  is  a 
reversal  of  the  policy  of  1885,  when  the 
Ashbourne  Act  was  passed.     There  was 
then  a  Treaty  between  the  Tories  and 
the  Irish  Members,  the  latter  insisting 
upon  a  remarkable  change  in  the  original 
draft  of  the  Bill.    Tliat  draft  proposed  to 
create  a  Land  Department,  and  to  leave  to 
the  existing  Land  Commission  the  power 
and  the  duty  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  purchase.     At  that  time  the  Land 
Commission    consisted    of    Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan,  Mr.  Litton,  and  Mr.  Vernon, 
who  were  appointed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  B. 
Gladstone)  in  1881.     All  of  those  three 
gentlemen   are   since  dead.     The  Irish 
Members  objected  then,  as  they  do  now, 
to  any  merging  of  the  powers  of  the  Land 
Commission  with  the  powers  of  the  Pur- 
chase Commission ;  and  the  Government 
communicated  to  them  that  if  they  moved 
an  Amendment  severing  the   two  De- 
partments, it  would  be  accepted.    This 
was  done,   and,   so   changed,    the    Bill 
passed.       Therefore  'the    present    pro- 
posal of  the  Government  is  the  renewal 
of    a    proposal    which     was    formerly 
abandoned  by  themselves.     The   object 
of  the  Government  in  now  seeking  to 
merge  the  power  of  the  two  Commis- 
sions  is    to   embarrass   English    Mem- 
bers,   Irish    Members,  and   the   House 
generally.     The  splitting  of  the  Bill  into 
two  is  a  trick  intended  to  deceive  the 
House.     We   objected   in    1885   to  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  0*Hagan,  Mr.  Litton, 
and   Mr.    Vernon.      In    discussing   the 
principle  of  land  purchase,  one  of  the 
main  questions  >Ye  have  to  consider  is 
the  personnel  of  the   Commission  who 
ure  to  shovel  coals  to  the  Irish  landlords. 
^V^len  the  vacancies  were  filled  up  by 
the   appointment   of   Mr.  John   George 
McCarthy  and  Mr.  Stanislaus  Lynch  no 
dissatisfaction  was  expressed  ;  but  some 
of  their  decisions  have  been  complained 
of.     The  Govermnent  now  intend  to  rig 
the  Commission  with  a  Tory  personnel^ 
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andintbeir  hands  the  £30,000,000  would 
not  go  a  Ycry  long  way.  A  momentous 
ehang'e  is  to  be  made  in  the  payment  of 
the  salaries  of  the  Land  Commissioners,  | 
Under  the  Act  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  the  salaries  were 
placed  u]K3ii  the  Estimates,  so  that  from 
year  to  year  the  policy  of  the  Com- 
missioners could  be  criticiHcd,  as  it  baa 
lx*en  fi*om  l>«:)th  sides  of  the  House ;  but 
now  such  criticism  is  to  be  evaded  by 
placing  the  salaries  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  The  policy  of  the  Government 
in  separating  the  Bill  that  deals 
with  the  money  from  that  dealing 
with  personnel  is  a  policy  of  blind 
man's  buff,  and  of  throwing  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Government's  land  purchnso 
scheme  is  as  great  a  novelty  in  1890  as 
was  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  188L 
Why  is  it,  I  ask,  that  you  are  afraid  to 
face  criticism — an  annnal  criticism  of 
your  own  policy?  If  ever  a  case  de- 
manded close  scrutiny » it  is  this  policy  of 
paying  money  out  to  Irish  landlords. 
We  are  told,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall 
be  told,  that  I  was  the  very  first  to 
press  that  the  appointments  of  the 
Land  Comraissioners  should  be  perma- 
nent. Yes,  I  did  press  for  permnnent 
Commissioners,  and  I  do  so  now,  but  I 
never  asked  that  they  should  be  shel- 
tered from  criticism.  I  hold  it  necessary 
that  anyone  dealing  w  ith  the  money  of 
the  people  should  hold  permanent  ap- 
pointments,  and  I  wish  a  similar  policy 
were  followed  in  regard  to  the  Resident 
Magistrates,  But  the  Hous^^*  will  not 
allow  the  rental  of  a  single  landlord  to 
be  cut  down  cue  fraction  except  by 
three  Sub -Commissioners,  with  a  right  of 
appeal,  first,  to  the  Head  Commissioner, 
and  then  to  the  Court  of  Appeah  But 
you  entrust  the  liberties  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  to  two  Removable  Magistrates^ 
in  most  cases  without  appeal.  I  say 
that  this  Bill  in  every  detail  is  intended 
to  subserve  the  landlord's  interest,  and 
is  framed  accordingly.  Nn  doubt,  in  a 
matter  which  involves  so  much  litigation 
the  Government  is  justified  in  en- 
deavouring to  secure  that  it  shall  be  dealt 
with  in  a  single  Court ;  but  why  stop  at 
that  point — with  the  question  of  rent  re- 
duction or  of  land  purchase?  Why  do 
you  not  take  away  from  the  Common  Law 


Judges  all  power  over  matters  nfTecting 
the  land,  and  leave  every  question  con- 
nected with  land,  rent,  rates,  and  evic- 
tions, to  the  Land  Department;  and  why 
not,  above  all,  give  to  the  Land  Depart- 
ment those  powei^  of  conciliation  whiob 
the  Government  declared  to  be  so  useful, 
and  which  were  embodied  in  Section  30 
of  the  Act  of  1887?  That  would  be  a 
natural  policy.  But  you  are  not  doing 
it  ;  you  are,  instead,  preparing  a  Court 
for  some  kind  of  jobs  and  jobbery.  You 
are  not  going  to  deal  with  tlie  agrarian 
situation  in  Ireland.  This  Bill  is  a  piece^ 
meal  Bill,  though  it  may,  in  the  abstract,  be 
considered  as  a  proper  measure  of  reform. 
I  declare  that  the  Rill,  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  question  as  a  whole, 
is  not  only  inefficient,  but  that  it  bears 
upon  its  face  traces  which  entitle  me  to 
denounce  it  as  fiagrant  jobbery.  There  are 
many  matters  in  this  Bill  to  which 
strong  objection  mast  be  taken.  Out  of 
the  six  Commissioners  any  two  may 
make  a  grant  of  money,  while  under 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Ijotbian  two  Commissioners  out 
of  three  were  required  to  act.  We 
all  know  how  at  elections  in  former 
days  it  was  a  practice  for  a  man 
w^bose  face  was  unseen  to  bribe  voters 
through  a  hole  in  the  wall.  Well, 
this  Bill  is  a  sort  of  hole-in-tho-wall 
bribery  for  the  Irish  landlords.  From 
previous  experience  we  know  what  the 
characteristics  of  the  Commissioners  are 
likely  to  be,  the  present  lx)dy  of  70  or 
80  Commissioners  being  composed  almost 
exclusively  of  landlords  and  Jand  agents  ; 
indeed,  with  the  exception  of  the  brother- 
in-law  of  the  hon-  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  everyone  comes  within  that 
category.  I  suppose  I  may  take  it  that 
the  liorthern  Whig  represents  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  some  extent  the 
Government,  and  has  given  it  the  infor- 
mation at  the  disjxjsal  of  the  Crown. 
Well,  it  is  stated  on  the  authority  of 
that  paper  thut  the  other  day  the  Chief 
Secretary  held  a  kind  of  competitive 
examination  among  the  Commissioners 
with  a  view  of  sifting:  their  qualifications 
to  act  under  this  Bill,  Is  that  state- 
ment right  or  wTong?  T  challenge  a 
reply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swers not ;  he  remains  in  beatific  repose, 
and  so  we  must  assume  that  to  this 
already  landlord- saturated  body  is  to  be 


715  Land  Beparttneni 


[COMMONS! 


(Ireland)  Bill 


ne 


added  a  further  crop  of  landlord  appoint- 
in  en  ts  under  thia  Bill.  To  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  suddenly,  without  a  word  of 
explaimtiotit  to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time 
is  little  less  thnn  trifling  with  the  House. 
Two  of  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Judc^es, 
whose  sahiries  are  never  taken  on  the 
Estimates,  receive  £2,000  a  year  each, 
but  under  this  Bill  two  gentlemeu  are  to 
be  appoint c'd— bribed — at  the  rate  of 
£3,500  a  year»  while  the  remaining  four 
are  each  to  have  a  salary  of  X500  a  year 
more  than  these  two  Bankruptcy  J ud^'es. 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  say,  lookin*^  at  this 
matter  from  the  point  of  view  that  tlie 
expenditure  will  take  place  in  Dublin, 
'*  the  more  the  merrier,"  becausi^  the 
more  it  cfists  English  tyranny  to  govern 
Ireland  the  better  I  am  pleased.  But 
to  pretend  that  a  Bill  of  this  sort,  issued 
only  tliis  morning,  can  be  read  by  a 
wave  of  the  magician's  hand— the  hand 
of  tlie  Chief  Secretary — ^and^  althiiugli  it 
is  of  such  magnitude,  is  entitled  to  no 
consideration,  is,  I  maintain,  a  most 
liigh-handed  policy  even  for  the  Irish 
Secretary.  The  proposal  contained  in 
the  9th  clause  is  a  Brobdingnagiau  one, 
giring  an  appeal  in  the  Land  Departmeot 
from  two  gentlemen  who  get  £2,500  a 
year  to  one  gentleman  who  gets  X3,500, 
the  only  basis  which  I  can  conceive  for 
the  proposal  being  that  the  man  who 
gets  a  bigger  salary  will  give  a  bigger 
price.  That  is  a  proposal  which 
tbe  Government  wish  to  pass  into  law 
without  a  solitary  word  of  explanation. 
Their  notion  in  this  business  hns  been 
brazen  througiiout  ;  and  if  the  House  of 
Commons  is  to  be  broughtr  down  ui  the 
fogs  of  November  to  discuss  Bills  of  this 
kind  without  getting  one  wortl  of  explana- 
tion, it  seems  to  me  that  the  Government 
regard  the  House  as  a  kind  of  mere 
registration  machine — put  a  penny  in 
the  slot,  and  "  hey,  presto  !  "  the  House  of 
Commons  will  give  you  £30,000,000 !  I 
can  only  say  that  I  have  always  been 
personally  in  favour  of  a  policy  which 
will  root  the  tenants  of  Ireland  in  the 
soil  at  a  fair  price,  bat  that  policy  of 
purchase  must  never  be  n  Ho  wed  tti  de- 
generate into  a  policy  of  swindle.  The 
Irish  land  is  worth  something,  and  wif 
are  willing  to  pay  the  price  of  the  land, 
but  not  the  landlords'  price.  1  believe 
that  there  is  yet  sufficient  spirit,  even  in 
the  majority  of  this  House,  to  resent  the 
Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy 


manner  in  which  we  have  been  treated 
by  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
♦(4.42.)  Tim  A^PTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IKKLAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  I  have  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
in  hopes  of  ascertaining  what  reason  he 
allfcges  why  this  Bill  should  not  be  read 
a  second  time.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  addressed  a  gi'cat  niaxiy 
questions  and  a  great  many  complaints 
to  the  Government.  He  has  complained 
that  this  Bill  was  not  ciixrulated  until  this 
morning.  But,  as  was  fully  pointed  out  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  when  he  obtained 
leave  to  introduce  the  Bill,  it  is  identical 
in  substance  with  the  Bill  which  was  read 
a  seo^nd  time  daring  last  Session.  There 
are  various  maters  of  detail,  such  as  the 
9th  section »  which  liave  been  introduced 
inti>  this  Bill,  but  those  are  obviously 
matters  for  discussion  in  Committee. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  wants  to 
know  who  are  to  be  Limd  Commis- 
sioners  under  this  BilL  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  read  tlie  first  portion 
of  the  Bill  attentively  he  would  have 
seen  that  the  First  Commissioners  are  the 
existing  Land  Commission ;  therefore 
there  is  no  foundation  for  the  suggestion 
that  the  Government  are  withholding 
information  as  to  the  personnel  of  the 
Commission.  The  fact  that  there  is  a 
vacancy  on  the  Land  Commission,  which 
we  all  regret,  is  not  a  reason  why  the 
Bill  should  not  be  read  a  second  time. 
With  regard  to  tbe  more  permanent 
tenure  of  oiHce  conferred  on  the  Com- 
missioners, there  will  still  be  an  oppor- 
tunity on  the  Votes  of  discussing  the 
policy  emtodied  in  the  Land  Com  mis* 
sion  generally,  and  I  think  that  the  ad- 
vantage of  jmtting  the  Commissioners 
on  a  more  permanent  footing  has  been 
admitted  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Mem- 
ber himself.  A  regai'ds  the  principle  of 
this  Bill,  it  carries  out  a  policy  which  I 
think  wilJ  recommend  itself  to  every 
Member  of  this  House.  It  ho  a  been  xe- 
cognised  by  all  persons  for  a  long  time 
that  extreme  inconvenience  and  a  great 
waste  of  power  and  of  public  money  are 
caused  in  Ireland  by  the  existence  of  a 
variety  of  Departments  dealing  with  a 
subjcet' matter  which  can  really  conveni- 
ently be  dealt  with  by  one  consolidated 
Department,  namely,  sale  of  land,  and 
the  valuation  of  land,  whether  for  the 
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purpose  of  sale  or  of  fixing  a  fair  rent. 
Theiit?  important;  functions  are  Tiovv 
divided  Ix^tween  tbe  Land  Commissi  tin, 
the  Land  Judges^  Court,  who  carry  out 
sales  in  cases  outside  the  immediate 
opemtion  of  the  Land  Pnrchase  A6t, 
and  the  Valuation  Department*  A  very 
great  waste  of  judicial  power  arises 
in  this  way,  and  the  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  bring  the  work,  judicial  and  nou- 
judicial,  within  one  single  Land  Dejxirt- 
raent,  whereby,  in  the  opiniun  of  the 
Government,  it  will  hi  better  done  and 
the  chiirgfs  ultima  to  ly  reduced.  I  thiak 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  effects  that  object 
forms  an  ample  reason  why  it  should  be 
read  a  second  time.  Of  course,  the 
questions  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  will  come  up  for  discussion  in 
Committee,  and,  for  my  own  part,  I  will 
reserve  any  remarks  upon  these  ques- 
tion 9  until  then,  with  the  exception  of 
one  paint  The  hon.  and  learned  ilcni- 
ber  has  called  atti-ntiou  to  an  important 
addition  to  the  Bill  of  last  year,  I 
mean  Clfiuae  9,  under  which,  when  t!ie 
Land  Department  luia  sanctioned  an  ad- 
vance under  the  Land  Purcbaeo  Acts  to 
a  tenant  who  is  pnrohasing*  his  hold  tug, 
it  shall  be  lawful  for  any  person  in- 
teres  ted  m  the  purchase  money  other 
than  the  landlord  to  apply  in  the 
prescribed  inanner,  and  within  the 
prescril^ed  time,  to  a  judicial  Land  Com- 
mission, who  is  to  inquire  into  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  price  agreed  on  and  to 
refuse  his  sanction  to  the  transa»jtion 
if  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  ^reement 
for  sale  is  not  an  undervalue.  As  hon. 
Members  are  aware,  tenants  for  life  pos- 
sess very  considerable  powers  for  sale  of 
the  fee-simple  of  the  land,  but  they  may 
not  be  aware  that  it  may  be  in  the  power 
of  a  landlord  whose  estate  is  so  encum- 
bered that  he  has  no  substantial  interest 
in  the  pnrchase  money  to  enter  into  a 
contract  of  sale  with  the  tenants  f<>r 
something  under  the  fair  value  of  the 
land,  thert'by  causing  great  loss  to  the 
encum  bra  peers*  The  clause  in  question 
is  for  tbe  protection  of  encumbrancers 
and  remaindermen  against  sales  not  an 
undervalue.  So  much  for  the  first  por- 
tion of  tlie  BilL  The  second  portion  in- 
troduces various  Amendments  in  detail, 
but  it  is  in  substance  the  same  clauses 
as  were  contained  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year.  The  vvhole  Bill  is,  in  substance, 
VOL*  CCCXLIX,   [thtrd  series*] 


the  Bdl  of  last  yoai\  minus  the  clauses 
and  provisions  introduced  in  Bill  No.  1, 
already  read  a  first  time,  and  T  believe 
that  the  House  will  have  no  difficulty  in 
affirming  its  general  principles  by  read- 
ing  it  a  second  time. 

♦(5.3*)  Sm  GEORGE  TREVELYAN 
(Glasgow,  Bridge  ton):  I  do  not  rise  to 
make  a  long  speech,  but  I  wish  to  give 
the  reasons  which  to  my  mind  render  it 
absolutely  imperative  that  those  who 
vetoed  against  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
principal  liand  Bdl  the  nther  evening 
should  vote  against  this  Bill,  and  that 
many  who  did  not  vote  on  that  occasion 
should  vote  on  this  occasion.  The  most 
essential  part  of  the  Bill  is  the  consolida- 
tion of  the  Land  Department  and  the 
salaries  paid  to  the  Land  Commission. 
As  a  British  tjixpayer  I  denounce  as  an 
absolutely  indefensible  proposal  the  con- 
solidation of  the  Land  Department  and 
the  crystallisation  and  prolongation  to 
absolntely  unknown  time  of  an  extremely 
highly  paid  department.  As  tbe  Bill 
stinda  there  will  be  four  Civil  Adminis- 
trative Commissioners,  who  will  receive 
prEictically  £3,000  a  year  each.  They 
will  get  it  in  meal  or  malt ;  they  will 
get  a  consolidated  salary  of  X2,5O0  with 
a  prospect  of  a  pension  which  is  very 
modemtely  stated  at  £500.  There  will 
be  two  Judicial  Commissioners,  who  will 
receive  £3,500,  with  the  prospect  of  a 
pension  which  will  be  estimated  very 
lo\vat£l;OOOayear.  That  is  £12,000 
a  year  for  the  AdmiuistTative  Coramis- 
sioners  and  £9,000  a  year  for  the  judicial, 
or  £21,000  a  year  for  the  superior  officers 
of  a  Department  which  carries  out  the  ad- 
ministration of,  perhaps,  some  £3,000,000 
of  public  money  per  annum.  Just 
imagine  any  public  Department  of  any 
description  on  this  side  of  St.  George *s 
Channel  in  which  £21,000  a  year  is  paid 
to  the  permanent  officials  who  have  to 
deal  with  only  a  sum  of  £3,000,000* 
If  this  Bill  once  passes,  Parliament 
will  have  given  its  sanction  to  i\m 
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system  of  land   purchase   being  one  of 
the  settled  institntlons  of  the  conntry. 
It  is  not  merely  a  question  of  £5,000,000 
with  which  we  had  to  deal  on  the  last 
occasion  that  this  question  was  brought 
before  us.     This   Bill  contemplates  that 
the   system    shall  go    on    while    these 
gentlemen  are   getting  old  and  getting 
superannuated,    and    while    their    suc- 
cessors    are    getting    old    and    getting 
Bupsrannuated  too.     It  is  not  for  10,  or 
20,  or  50  years  we  are  passing  this  Bill, 
but  in  all  probability  this  system  of  land 
purchase  in  Ireland  will  continue  for  70, 
80,  or  100  years.     I  object  altogether  to 
the  proposed  system  of  land  purchase.    I 
will  not  argue  the  point  now,  but  simply 
direct  attention  to  certain  clauses  in  the 
Bill    which    render    it    absolutely    im- 
parative   on   anyone  who  is  opposed  to 
buying  up  the  land   of  Ireland  to  vote 
against  the   Bill.     Will  hon.    Members 
turn  to  Clause  21 — the  most  important 
clause?      We  are   told   that   this   is   a 
system  of  land  purchase  by  the  tenant. 
It  is  no  such  thing.     In   previous  Bills 
the  tenant  was    a    part   purchaser,  but 
in     this    Bill     it     is     a     purchase     of 
the    landlord's    property,    not    by    the 
tenant,  bub  by  the  State  exclusively.     It 
is  a  very  common  thing  when  an  estate 
is   purchased    to    leave    a  part  of  the 
money  on  mortgage  ;   but   now,  for  the 
first    time,    the    Government   ask   the 
State  to  purchase  landed  property  from 
certain    landlords,  and    to  leave   not  a 
part  but  the   whole  of  the    money   on 
mortgage.     If   this  proposal  was  made 
to  a  private  English  capitalist  he  would 
say,  **  The  man  who  makes  it  must  think 
me  a  fool,"  and  yet  that  is  the  proposal 
the  Government  makes  to  the  taxpayers 
of    this   country.        In    order   to    make 
some  show  of  appearance  that  there  is 
a  propar  guarantee  for  the  repayment  of 
the  purchase  money  strong  powers  are 
put  into  the.handsof  the  Commissioners, 
for  the  purpose  of  exacting  the  instal- 
ments, because  the  instalments  are  the 
only  means  by  whioh  the  State  is  sup- 
posed to  recover  the    money.       Under 
Clause   21    the  Commissioners  are   em- 
powered, if  the  instalments  are  not  paid, 
to  sell  up  the   tenant.      If  they  cannot 
sell  the  farm  they  have  power  to  work 
it  themselves.      The  Commissioners  are 
Sir  George  Trevelyati 


enabled  to   sell  the  farms,  but,  like   a 
landlord's   agent   who   tries  to    sell   an 
evicted  farm,  they  will  not  be  able  to 
sell.     Irishmen  will  be  no  more  desirous 
to  buy  the  farm  of  a  tenant  evicted  by 
the  State  than    the   farm   of  a   tenant 
evicted  by  the   landlord.      That   being 
the  case,  the  Land  Commissioners  will 
be  forced  to  enter  into  possession  of  the 
holdings,  and  to  work  tnemfor  the  bene- 
fit of  the  State.      The  Chief  Secretary 
argues    that  the   Irish    tenant  who   is 
evicted  will  say,  "  It  is  true  I  am  evicted 
by  the  State,  but  I  am  evicted  in  the 
interest    of  my   neighbours,   the   rate- 
payers ;  I  am  evicted  in  order  to  protect 
them  from  having  the  payments  from 
the  Exchequer  confiscated."      Does  any- 
body  who   knows    human  nature,  and 
especially  Irish  human  nature,  and  the 
human    nature    of     the    Irish    evicted 
tenant,  believe  that  the  evicted   tenant 
will  make  such  a  nice  distinction  as  this  ? 
Will  he  not  say,  "lam  being  turned 
out  by  Dublin  Castle  "  ?  or  will   he   not 
say,  *'  I  am  being  evicted  by  the  British 
people  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel "  f 
Under  Clause  21  you  will  have  this  state 
of  things,  that,  with  rare  exceptions,  all 
the   rent  of  Ireland,  a  country  almost 
exclusively  devoted  to  agriculture,  will 
pass  over  the  Channel  to  this  country  to 
be  paid  into  the  pockets  of  the  British 
taxpayer,  who  will  be  the  great  absentee 
landlord  of  all  Ireland.     It  is  under  this 
Clause  21   that  the  process  of  evicting 
the  tenant  who  does  not  pay  the  rent 
will  be  carried   out.     As  an  economist 
and  patriot  I  thought  it  right  to  declare 
that  I  apprehend   that   in  future  days 
the  relations  between  the  two  countries 
will  be  greatly  strained  if  all  the  rent  of 
Ireland  is  sent  over  to  England  to  be 
paid  to  the  English  taxpayer. 

♦(5.18.)  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
S.)  :  I  always  listen  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  on  land  questions  with  interest, 
but  I  think  his  absence  from  the  House 
during  the  last  fortnight  has  probably 
misled  him  in  this  matter.  My  difficul. 
ties  on  this  occasion  are  not  his.  The 
Government  have  split  the  Bill  into  two, 
and  I  think  Bill  No.  2  is  in  great  danger 
of  not  baing  carried,  and  the  Government 
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do  not  much  care  whether  it  is  carried  or 
not.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  We  will  smash 
it.]  Well,  in  smashing  it,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  must  remember  he  is 
also  smashing  the  long  leaseholders  al  the 
same  time.  A  great  many  valuable  pro- 
visions for  the  tenants  have  been  left  out 
of  Bill  No.  1,  and  now  form  part  of  Bill 
Ko.  2,  and,  as  I  said  the  other  night,  it 
is  yery  possible  that  Bill  No.  2  will  be 
caught  in  the  toils  of  the  Assisted 
Education  Bill.  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  will  look  a 
little  mora  closely  into  the  Bill  than  ho 
has  done,  according  to  his  own  admission. 
I  sympathise  greatly  with  one  part  of  his 
speech,  and  that  was  the  part  in  which 
ho  referred  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Land  Department  and  the  way  in  which 
the  I^nd  Commission  is  being  handled. 
In  1881,  after  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  passed,  there  wera  tliree  appoint- 
ments made,  and  the  public  understood 
that  the  appointments  were  made  on 
these  lines :  Mr.  Vernon  was  fairly  taken 
as  the  representative  of  the  landlord 
interest  ;  Mr.  Litton,  a  lay  Commissioner, 
although  a  lawyer,  was  chosen  because 
he  was  the  representative  of  the  tanant 
farmers  of  Ulster;  and  there  was  a 
judicial  Commissioner,  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan,  who  had  no  recommendation 
save  that  of  high  character.  When  Mr. 
"Vernon  died  another  landlords'  repre- 
sentative was  appointed,  in  the  person 
of  Mr.  Wrench.  I  do  not  challenge 
the  appointment.  Then  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  died,  and  again  I  think  the 
Government  did  right.  Mr.  Justice 
Litton  was  chosen  to  succeed  him.  But 
in  Mr.  Justice  Litton's  place  was  any 
representative  of  the  tenants  placed  1  1 
say  no.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions  in  County  West- 
meath 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Well,  it  is  not  a 
bad  appointment. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  think  it  is  a 
bad  appointment.  At  one  time  the  dis- 
satisfaction with  this  gentleman's  de- 
cisions was  very  great. 


Mr.  T.  M.  healy  ;  May  I  explain 
that  the  appointment  was  a  bad  appoint- 
ment in  1881,  but  he  has  since  learnt  a 
deal  of  sense,  and  has  been  behaving 
very  sensibly. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  say  that  in 
no  way  can  it  be  said  that  Mr.  Gerald 
Fitzgerald  was  a  fit  man  to  put  i:i  the 
place  of  the  tenants'  representative  on 
the  Commission.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has  had  a 
good  deal  of  experience  in  the  Land 
Court,  and  I  am  glad  to  hear  him  say 
that  Mr.  Gerald  Fitzgerald  has  learnt  a 
great  deal.  Well,  here  comes  the  pinch. 
There  is  on  the  Commission  a  landlords' 
representative  in  the  place  of  Mr. 
Wrench,  we  have  Mr.  Gerald  Fitzgerald 
in  the  place  of  Mr.  Justice  Litton,  and  I 
want  to  know  who  is  to  get  the  fresh 
appointment.  Is  he  to  be  a  Judge,  is  he 
to  be  a  man  who  has  human  sympathy 
and  who  has  a  grasp  of  the  land  question, 
not  only  in  its  legal  aspects,  but  in  its 
broader  and  wider  effects  upon  the 
p3ople  of  Ireland  ?  I  say  the  people  of 
Ulster  are  practically  shut  out  from  all 
influence  upon  this  Commission  now,  and 
I  would  ask  the  Government,  and  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  asking  the  Government, 
to  look  for  a  man  who  is  not  merely  an 
able  lawyer  but  who  has  some  human 
sympathy  in  his  breast  and  knows  some- 
thing about  the  land  question.  Although 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  in  very  little, 
I  have  always  valued  his  opinion 
on  these  questions,  and  I  would 
put  this  point  to  him.  I  do  not 
think  he  exactly  conveyed  his  meaning 
to  the  House  when  dealing  with  the 
question  of  salaries.  There  are  five 
Land  Commissioners.  The  new  Bill 
proposes  to  add  another,  but  not  to  add 
anything  to  the  expenses  of  the  country, 
because  it  simply  contemplates  the 
addition  of  the  Land  Judge  who  has  his 
salary  of  £3,500  a  year  now.  There 
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is  something  to  be  said  about  these 
salaries  not  being  put  on  tho  Estimates, 
but  being  charged  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  These  are,  however,  matters 
which  do  not  touch  the  principle  of  this 
Bill,  as  to  the  wisdom  of  creating  a  great 
Land  Department  to  take  the  whole 
question  in  hand,  and,  inasmuch  as  the 
Government,  rightly  or  wrongly,  have 
introduced  into  the  Bill  a  ^reat  many 
provisions  to  which  the  tenants  of  Ulster 
attach  enormous  importance,  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Second  Reading. 

*(5.25.)  Mr. D.CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.B.)  :  There  is  one  aspect  of  this  Bill  on 
which  I  think  a  Member  from  this  side 
of  the  St.  George's  Channel  may  venture 
to  express  an  opinion — the  economical 
aspect — and  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  in 
thinking  that  it  does  not  affect  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  This  is  a  Bill 
creating  machinery,  and  the  economical 
aspect  of  that  machinery  strikes  at  the 
root  of  the  whole  matter.  We  have 
more  than  once  in  this  House  made 
attempts  to  call  attention  to  the  ex- 
travagant expenditure  on  the  judiciary 
in  Ireland,  and  we  have  always  been 
met  with  tho  diflBculty  that  the  salaries 
of  Judges  are  placed  on  tho  Con- 
solidated Fund.  This  is  an  attempt  on 
the  part  of  tho  Government  to  add  to 
the  number  of  officials  who  are  to  be 
placed  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  The 
Government  can  only  make  such  a  pro- 
posal on  the  ground  that  these  gentlemen 
are  to  be  Judges — that  they  are  to  bo  an 
addition  to  the  already  overgrown 
judiciary.  If  they  are  to  be  Judges  why 
not  detail  some  of  the  existing  Judges 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  these 
duties  ?  It  is  admitted  that  the  Judges 
are  too  numerous,  and  it  would  be  easy 
to  carry  out  this  suggestion.  If  it  be 
said  that  these  gentlemen  are  not 
to  be  Judges — and  I  apprehend  that 
their  duties  are  to  be  to  a  large 
extent  administrative — why  put  them 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
why  pay  them  such  excessively  high 
salaries  ?  It  seems  to  me  most  desir- 
able that  when  such  a  Department  as 
Mr,  T.  W.  Ruaaell 


this  is  to  be  reconstituted  on  a  new 
basis — and  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  for  amalgamating  the  duties  of 
the  two  Departments  which  now  exist — 
it  is  most  desirable  that  the  salaries 
should  be  put  on  the  Estimates,  especially 
when  we  ,hear  criticisms  from  various 
quarters  of  the  House  respecting  the 
way  in  which  the  Commissioners  are 
supposed  to  represent  different  particular 
interests,  whether  of  the  landlords  or  of 
the  tenants.  With  regard  to  the  salaries,! 
am  sure  if  this  body  were  to  be  set  up  in 
any  other  part  of  the  country  but  Ire- 
land, where  money  is  so  lavishly  spent  on 
objects  which  are  often  believed  to  be 
questionable,  whilst  it  might  be  ad- 
mitted that  there  should  be  one  high 
judicial  officer  at  the  head,  salaries  of 
£2,500  a  year,  with  a  pension,  for  sub- 
ordinate officers  would  be  regarded  as 
absurdly  extravagant. 

(5.29.)  Mr.  SHAW  LEFBVRB 
(Bradford,  Central) :  I  entirely  agree 
with  everything  that  has  been  said 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  beside  me, 
but  there  is  a  special  point  to  which 
I  desire  to  call  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  I  put  a  question  on  the 
Paper  to-day  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
bable financial  effect  of  the  whole  pro- 
posal, and  I  think  the  House  does  not 
understand  how  great  is  the  magnitude 
of  the  operation  that  will  take  place 
under  this  Bill.  I  believe  the  House  is 
under  the  impression  that  the  amount 
will  be  limited  to  purchases  to  the 
amount  of  £30,000,000.  I  think  that 
under  the  process  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
the  amount  that  will  be  ultimately  ad- 
vanced will  be  much  greater.  1  wish 
particularly  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  this  point  that  he 
may  see  that  I  am  right.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  amount  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
is  £300,000  a  year.  You  go  on  increas- 
ing the  amount  every  year,  and  so  far 
as  I  can  make  out  at  the  end  of  the  first 
10  years  the  amount  which  can  be  re- 
invested or  re-lent  by  the  State  will  be 
£3,300,000,  involving  interest  to  the 
amount  of  £134,000  a  year. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  address  himself  to 
the  question  of  the  Second  Beading  of 
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the  Bill,  and  not  to  the  discussion  of  the 
clauses  of  another  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEPEVRE :  The  money 
clauses  involve  the  power  of  the  Com- 
missioners to  evict  those  who  do  not  pay  j 
therefore,  I  apprehended  I  was  fully  en- 
titled to  enter  on  the  question  as  to  what 
ultimately  would  be  the  liability  that 
the  Commissioners  to  be  appointed  would 
be  entitled  to  undertake.  Cannot  I  go 
into  that  question  at  all  ?  Under  Clause 
21  the  liabilities  on  which  the  Commis- 
sioners to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill 
will  bo  entitled  to  insist,  and  to  evict  pur- 
chasers if  they  do  not  pay,  will  be 
infinitely  larger  than  the  House,  I  think, 
understands  it  to  be— £30,000,000,  and 
will  be  £40,000,000. 

Mr.  DEPCJir  SPEAKER:  It  would 
be  irregular  to  discuss  that. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  wanted  to 
show  that  the  Guarantee  Fund  would  not 
cover  it,  if  you  would  allow  me.  But  I 
will  take  some  other  opportunity. 

(5.32.)  Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston) :  I 
think  I  may  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment upon  coming  events  which  cast 
their  shadows  before.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  seems  to 
have  some  anxiety  that  the  British 
people  will  be  bad  landlords  and  will 
excite  bad  feeling  among  the  tenants. 
But  it  seems  to  me  rather  strange  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  give 
the  British  people  credit  for  the  desire 
to  eu gender  good  feeling  with  the  Irish 
people.  If  they  do  become  landlords  as  the 
result  of  this  legislation  and  advancing 
this  money,  it  is  not  likely  they  will  be 
bad  landlords  or  treat  the  tenants  in  the 
cruel  way  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fears  they  will.  Probably  he  has  an 
idea  that  he  and  his  friends  will  get 
into  power  very  soon.  But  I  think 
we  shall  see  the  Government  hold  their 
own  through  the  next  General  Election, 
and  so  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  fears 
will  not  be  realised.     Then  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  made  a  point,  as  he  thought, 
from  a  business-like  view,  when  he  said 
no  man  in  his  senses — nobody  who  was 
not  a  fool,  I  think  he  said — would  allow 
anybody  to  borrow  to  the  full  amount  of 
the  estate  he  is  buying.  Well,  I  must 
confess,  though  I  have  had  some  25 
years*  experience,  I  must  be  included 
under  the  category  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mentions.  Last  week  I  offered  for 
sale  a  good  estate,  and  it  will  be  sold  I 
anticipate  in  a  short  time,  and  I  offered  to 
allow  the  whole  of  the  purchase  money  on 
the  estate  to  remain  at  4  per  cent.,  and 
to  give  an  undertaking  that  1  will  not 
call  it  in.  This  is  a  case  in  point.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  is  foolish 
to  allow  the  whole  amount  on  the  land. 
I  say  it  is  sense,  for  I  know  the  value  of 
the  security,  and  I  get  4  per  cent,  instead 
of  3J  per  cent,  from  the  Bank  of 
England,  or  3  per  cent,  in  Consols.  I 
represent  the  British  taxpayer  as  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  all 
of  us  do,  and  the  British  taxpayers  I  repre- 
sent are  dissatisfied  at  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  been  treated  in  relation 
to  Irish  afEairs.  It  is  true  we  have  voted, 
and  voted  straight,  but  there  has  been 
so  much  talking  from  the  other  side, 
from  the  Parnellite  Party  and  the  Glad- 
stonian  Party— ["  Order,  order!  "] — well, 
from  all  the  elements  of  the  Liberal  com- 
bination, that  word  had  to  be  passed  that, 
however  anxious  our  constituents  were, 
we  were  to  sit  still  in  order  that  those 
who  were  obstructing  business  by  much 
talking  might  not  prevent  Bills  being 
carried  at  all.  So  we  passed  a  "self- 
denying  ordinance."  We  said  nothing, 
but  we  got  our  Bills,  and  the  present 
pacific  state  of  Ireland  is  the  result  of 
our  "  self-denying  ordinance."  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
has  declaimed  against  governing  Ireland 
by  tyranny,  butmy  opinion  is  that  tyranny 
has  been  exercised  in  favour  of  Ireland 
for  the  last  four  or  five  years.  Ireland 
has  been  petted  like  a  spoiled  child,  and 
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other  interests  as  far  as  possible  have  been 
thrust  aside,  though  we  could  by  our 
votes  have  swept  away  Home  Rulers  and 
so-called  Liberals.  Yet  we  remained 
quiet,  and  allowed  our  claims  to  remain 
in  abeyance,  our  opinions  to  remain  un- 
expressed. But  the  opinion  of  the 
British  taxpayer  is  that  too  much  of  the 
time  of  Parliament  has  been  given  up  to 
Irish  afEairs,  and  so  you  would  all  think 
if  you  were  Representatives  of  English 
taxpayers.  Judging  by  the  relative 
importance  of  different  parts  of  the 
kingdom,  Ireland  has  had  10  times  her 
fair  share.  It  is  not  niy  intention  to 
occupy  more  than  five  minutes,  and  I 
will  only  allude  to  an  unfortunate 
remark  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ).  It  is  dangerous, 
said  he,  to  attempt  to  deceive  the  House 
Comm:)ns.  Now,  we  could  not  but  be 
reminded  of  a  historical  event  of  that 
kind  on  the  part  of  the  political  leader  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  who 
admitted  in  the  witness  box  that  he  did 
attempt  to  deceive  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  succeeded  in  the  attempt.  It 
is  remarkable  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  by  his  words  remind  us  of  that 
incident.  "Well,  if  you  will  continue  to 
dilate  at  this  length  upon  Irish  afEairs 
we  shall  pass  no  more  self-denying 
ordinances.  I  shall  express  my  opinions 
to  the  full  extent,  and  if  you  will  talk 
for  an  hour  I  will  talk  for  an  hour. 


•(5.38.)      Mr.     MAHONY 
N.) :    Other  occupations  have 


(Meath, 
not  left 

me   suflBcient  leisure   to   make    myself 
acquainted   with  the  details  of  this  Bill. 

An   hon.  Member  :     It  was   not   cir- 
culated until  this  morning. 

Mr.  MAHONY:  Anyhow,  the  fact 
remains,  I  have  rot  mastered  the 
Bill.  But  I  know  well  how  very  im- 
portant the  question  of  the  personnel 
of  this  Commission  is,  what  important 
consequences  may  follow  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  Land  Department  of  persons 
whose  names  we  do  not  as  yet  know. 
But  apart  from  that  there  is  one  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  direct  attention.  I 
see  that  by  one  of  the  clauses  power  is 
to  be  given  to  those  interested  in  the 
Mr,  Atkinson 


purchase  money  the  landlord  is  to  receive 
to  apply,  not  to  the  Land  Commission  as 
a  whole,  but  to  the  Judicial  Land  Com- 
missioner to  intervene  and  stop  the  sale 
on  the  ground  that  the  landlord  will  not 
receive  sufficient  value  for  the  land. 
Now,  if  that  power  is  given  it  also  ought 
to  be  given  to  those  who  are  interested 
on  behalf  of  the  tenant,  and  the  amount 
to  be  paid  by  the  tenant,  and  those 
persons  are  the  taxpayers  in  Ireland, 
whom  the  Government  propose  to 
force  against  their  will  to  give  a 
guarantee.  I  say  you  cannot  with 
any  show  of  reason,  if  you  give  this 
power  of  intervention  on  behalf  of  the 
landlord,  on  the  ground  that  the  price  is 
too  low,  you  cannot  with  any  consis- 
tency refnse  a  similar  power  to  those 
who  are  interested  in  the  tenant,  to 
prevent  the  landlord  from  receiving  too 
high  a  price. 

(5.41.)  Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I 
do  not  intend  to  prolong  this  discussion 
on  the  general  merits  of  the  Bill,  but  one 
point  I  want  to  impress  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.     My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  has  referred  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  wish  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  spend  a  little  more  time 
in  looking  after  the  administration  of 
the  Department.     It  is  of  no  use  our 
passing  good  Acts  here  unless  they  are 
afterwards  properly  administered.     We 
have   to  regret  the  loss  of  Mr.  Justice 
Litton,  and  from  association  with  him  I 
know  the  value   of   his  services.      His 
death  is  a  great  loss  to  the  administration 
of  the  Land  Act.     I  am  sure  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  would  not  have  been  woiked 
so  well  without   the   administration  of 
Mr.  Justice  Litton.     We  are  extremely 
anxious  to  know  who  is  to  be  his  suc- 
cessor.    I   do  not  press   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  point  now,  but  this  I 
will  say,  that  if  the  Land  Commission  is 
to  have  the  confidence  of  the  people  it 
must  not  have  only  landlord  representa- 
tives upon  it.     My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell)  has  referred  to  this,  and  I 
wish  the  Chief  Secretary  would  give  us 
the  satisfaction  of  his  declaration  that  it 
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is  not  desirable  that  the  Department 
should  be  administered  by  the  represen- 
tatives of  one  Party.  There  is  another 
side  to  this.  There  are  four  Commis- 
sioners now,  and  from  what  we  hear  we 
may  expect  there  will  be  a  fifth.  All 
the  present  Commissioners  come  from 
the  South  of  Ireland.  Ulster  is  not  repre- 
sented at  all,  and  there  is  a  very  sore 
feeling  in  the  North  of  Ireland  on  the 
point,  because,  after  all,  in  the  fixing  of 
fair  rents  Ulster  has  considerable  in- 
terests, and  it  is  considered  very  hard 
that  Ulster  has  not  a  representative  on 
the  Commission.  I  do  not  know  whether 
circumstances  permit  of  the  successor  to 
Mr.  Justice  Litton  being  found  in  the 
North,  but  I  may  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  another  way.  There 
lias  been  a  good  deal  of  delay  in  hearing 
appeals,  and  much  has  been  said  of  the 
salaries  of  the  Commissioners,  and  I 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  if  he  reduced  by  £500  the 
salaries  proposed  by  the  Bill,  and 
4ippointed  a  new  Commissioner,  then  he 
might  remove  the  block  in  the  Appeal 
Court  and  enable  all  appeal  cases  to  be 
heard  quickly.  I  do  not  know  what 
possibility  there  is  of  appointing  a  Com- 
missioner from  Ulster,  but  I  do  think 
that  Ulster  has  a  fair  claim  to  be 
represented. 


direction    in    this   third 
mentioned  to  be  fulfiUed- 
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(5.44.)  Mr.  J.  SEYMOUR  KEAY 
i(Elgin  and  Nairn) :  What  I  desire  to 
«ay  has  reference  to  a  point  of  order, 
;and  the  ruling  from  the  Chair.  The 
Bill  was  only  circulated  this  morning. 
I  desire  to  point  to  line  3  on  page  15  ; 
and.  Sir,  if  your  ruling  will  allow  me  to 
proceed,  I  am  prepared  to  show  that  the 
direction  in  the  Bill  there,  namely,  that 
the  instalments  not  paid  by  defaulters 
^should  continue  to  be  charged  on,  and 
paid  out  of  the  Guarantee  Fund  is 
a  financial  impossibility,  for  the 
Guarantee  Fund  will  be  bankrupt 
on  the  very  first  re-lending  taking 
place.  I  would  like,  if  I  may,  to 
ask  the  House  to  listen  to  a  recital 
of  the  manner  in  which  this  Guar- 
antee Fund  will  become  bankrupt  on 
the  first  occasion  of  re-lending,  and 
which  will  make  it  impossible  for  the 


Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The  hon. 
Member  must  reserve  such  questions  of 
detail  until  in  Committee  the  point  is 
reached. 

Mr.  J.  SEYMOUR  KEAY :  I  bow  to 
your  ruling.  Sir,  but  I  am  prepared  to 
show  how  financial  stability  is  impos- 
sible under  this  provision. 

(5.46.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,  Eye):  The  answer  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  not 
altogether  satisfactory.  In  replying  to 
the  argument  that  the  salaries  of  the 
Commissioners  should  be  placed  upon 
the  Estimates,  he  said  the  functions  of 
the  Commissioners  were  of  a  judicial 
character,  and  for  this  reason  it  was  not 
desirable  that  their  salaries  should 
appear  on  the  Estimates.  But  surely  a 
main  portion  of  their  work  is  of  an 
administrative  more  than  of  a  judicial 
character?  If  the  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  holds 
good,  how  comes  it  that  the  salaries  of 
County  Court  Judges  are  annually  pro- 
vided by  Parliament?  Upon  this  item 
in  the  Estimates  it  is  possible  to  raise 
debate,  although  these  County  Court 
Judges  fulfil  functions  of  a  purely 
judicial  character.  I  strongly  object  to 
administrative  duties  of  the  character 
of  those  to  be  conferred  by  this  Bill, 
and  which  have  been  conferred  on  the 
Commissioners,  being  placed  outside  the 
pale  of  Parliamentary  criticism.  It  is 
not  a  sufficient  answer  to  say 
that  there  are  certain  expenses  we 
can  criticise,  for  previous  experience 
connected  with  Irish  Judges  shows  us 
that  the  opportunity  for  Parliamentary 
criticism  is  in  such  a  manner  altogether 
impossible,  and  so  it  will  be  impossible 
to  criticise  in  a  sufficient  manner  the 
conduct  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
under  this  measure.  I  have  not  sufficient  ■ 
knowledge  as  to  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  as  to  Clause  9.  But  Clause  9 
involves  a  principle  which  seems  to  be 
at  the  root  of  the  whole  Bill,  and  upon 
which  the  whole  superstructure  of  the 
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measure  is  based,  for  under  that  clause 
it.  is  possible  for  the  Commissioners  to 
intervene  and  prevent  the  sale  of  any 
land  on  representation  from  the  mort- 
gagee, or  remainderman,  or  person  for 
whose  .benefit  the  estate  is  encnmbered, 
that  the  sale  has  taken  place  under 
what  they  are  pleased  to  call  the  value 
of  the  land.  Why  is  this  allowed  ?  It 
seems  to  point  to  the  fact  that  this 
measure,  like  the  previous  measure,  to 
which  a  Second  Heading  has  been  given, 
is  to  enable  Irish  landlords  to  dispose  of 
unsaleable  land  at  a  price  above  the 
market  value,  above  what  purchasers 
would  be  willing  to  pay  in  the  open 
market — to  enable  such  sales  to  take 
place  io  the  benefit  of  the  landlords, 
and  to  the  detriment  of  the  interest  of 
the  tenants. 

(5.50.)  Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
&c.)  :  Before  the  Chief  Secretary  replies 
there  id  just  one  question  I  should  like 
to  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
reference  to  the  operation  of  Clause  9. 
It  will  be  seen  that  the  clause,  which  has 
not  hitherto  been  referred  to,  deals  with 
the  guarantee  deposit  and  its  amount, 
which  may  be  reduced  to  a  tenant,  or, 
indeed,altogetherabrogated  under  certain 
circumstancrs.  I  think,  perhaps,  I  might 
better  explain  by  a  concrete  instance.  I 
assume  the  case  of  a  holding  of  £600 
value.  If  the  amount  to  be  advanced  is 
only  £450,  or  three-fourths  of  the  value, 
then  no  guarantee  deposit  will  be 
required,  but,  assuming  that  a  larger  sum 
than  three-fourths  is  advanced,  it  would 
seem  the  guarantee  is  only  reduced. 
Assuming  that  a  sum  of  £500  is 
required  to  purchase  a  landlord's 
interest  in  a  holding,  20  per 
cent  guarantee  deposit  is  required; 
that  is  to  say  on  £500  it  would  be  £100. 
I  should  be  glad  to  have  this  explained. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  this  would 
be  reduced  to  £50,  which  would  be  the 
difference  between  the  £500  and  the 
£450  advance,  which  also  is  three-fourths 
of  the  whole?  It  seems  to  me  some 
verbal  amendment  will  ba  required  in 
the  clause.  I  may  refer  for  a  moment 
to  some  of  the  remarks  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Bridge' ton  Division  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan), 
who  seems  again  to  have  fallen  into  the 
Mr,  F.  S.  Stevenson 


mist  ike  of  considering  that  the  repay- 
ments that  are  to  be  made  by  the  occupy- 
ing tenants  by  instalments  are  to  be  looked 
upon  as  rent,  and  therefore  the  British: 
tajcpayer  bacomes  a  great  absentee  land- 
lord. I  think  that  fallacy  underlies  a 
great  deal  of  the  misconception  in  the 
view  taken  by  opponents  of  the  measure 
as  to  the  dangers  that  may  arise.  The 
British  taxpayer  will  not  be  a  landlord. 
He  will  be  in  the  position  of  a  mortgagee^ 
who  holds  good  security  and  receives  re- 
payment of  the  amount  advanced  in 
annual  sums  of  principal  and  interest.  I 
have  more  than  once  put  this  view 
before  the  House,  but  it  seems  almost- 
impossible  to  get  it  impressed  on  the 
minds  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  ou 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench. 

*(5.55.)  Mr.  M.  KENNY  (Tyrone^ 
Mid)  :  Naturally  anxiety  exists  as  to 
the  Commissioner  who  will  succeed 
Mr.  Justice  Litton,  as  the  usual  difficulty 
is  sure  to  arise  in  the  working  of  the  Act 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  certain  Commis- 
sioners have  no  legal  qualifications  at  all 
and»yet  will  deal  with  purely  legal  and 
technical  affe.irs.  The  Attorney  Greneral 
for  Ireland  is  a  high  authority,  and  I 
suppose  nobody  knows  more  about  the 
working  of  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act, 
and  how  necessary  ib  is  that  questions  of 
a  legal  character  should  be  disposed  of 
by  a  lawyer  of  experience.  If  hon. 
Members  will  look  at  Clauses  4  and  5 
they  will  see  how  jurisdiction  under. 
the  Common  Law  in  Ireland  is  trans- 
ferred to  the  new  Commissioners.  The 
administration  of  important  questions 
under  the  Judicature  Act  of  1877  is  transr 
f erred  to  gentlemen  who,  perhaps,  never 
read  the  Act.  Now,  the  Irish  Bar  met 
some  time  ago  and  arrived  at  a  series  of 
resolutions  which,  as  they  were  published 
in  the  newspapers,  and  especially  in  the 
Irish  Law  Times,  doubtless  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  In  the  first  place, 
the  members  of  the  Bar  pointed  out  thaf 
the  duties  to  be  performed  by  non-legal 
persons  were  such  as  non- legal  men 
could  not  discharge ;  questions  affecting 
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settlements,  incnmbranoes,  conditions  of 
trnst,  and  a  number  of  points  I  need 
not  go  into.  They  then  goon  to  suggest 
a  way  out  of  the  difficulty,  that  the  ser- 
vices  of  some  of  the  existing  Judges  of  the 
Common  Law  Divisicn  should  bo  utilised 
in  dealing  with  purely  legal  affairs,  I 
believe  tliere  will  he  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  Judges  from  the  Common  Law 
Division  who  have  sufficient  Bpare  time 
on  their  hands  to  discharge  such  duties 
as  they  arise.  Questions  of  a  purely 
adminjsfciutive  character  may  be  left  to 
the  non-legal  Cf^mmissiooers ;  and  two 
Common  Law  Judges  might  be  selected 
by  rotiij  or  in  any  other  way  suggesting 
itself  to  the  approval  of  the  Judges,  to 
deal  with  legal  qnefitions.  Again,  under 
Clause  9  there  is  a  most  distinct  viola- 
tion of  principle.  It  deals  with  the 
value  of  land.  This  is  not  a  technical 
question  at  all ;  bnt,  nevertheless,  is 
withheld  from  the  lay  Commissioners, 
who  have  no  power  to  assist  in  giving  a 
final  decision  on  these  points.  Under 
certain  circumstances  appeals  are  g-iven 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  but 
under  Clause  9  there  is  no  appeal  from 
the  legal  CommissionerSt  who,  by  the 
way,  are  deprived  of  the  assistance  of 
assessors  or  lay  Commissioners,  There 
is  a  further  defect  in  Clause  9,  either 
in  withdrawing  jurisdiction  from  the 
lay  Commissioners  or  in  not  allowing 
an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 
Jand.  I  put  these  objections  before  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman.  I  do  not  profess 
to  speak  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  but  I*am  speaking  on  subjects  as  to 
which  declarations  have  been  made  by 
the  Irish  Bar  ;  and  I  trust  that  in  doing 
so  I  am  not  misrepresenting  the  views  of 
my  professional  brethren. 

(6.2,)  Mr,  A.  J.  BALFODE  :  I  will 
endeavour  to  tondi  on  all  the  points 
wbieb  have  been  raised  in  the  cjuise  of 
the  Debate,  and  I  will  begin  with  the 
observationa  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  He 
has  very  accurately  represented  the 
views  of  the  Irish  Bar  and  the  Irish 
Judges.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  look 
at  Clause  8,  Sab-s2ction  2,  which  la  new 
in  this  Bill,  and  is  also  in  Bill  1,  he  will 
see  that  the  Government  have  endea- 


voured to  meet  the  views  of  the  Irish 
Bar,  and  to  introduce  judicial  strength 
into  the  Land  Commission  from  the 
general  number  of  the  Irish  Bench. 
From  the  observations  that  some  hon., 
Members  have  made  upon  Clause  9^ 
they  seem  to  think  that  this  is  an  attempt 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
construct  muchinery  for  the  artiticial 
raising  of  the  price  of  land  in  I  re  land » 
I  need  not  say  to  anyone  who  has  read 
the  clause  attentively  that  there  was  no 
such  object  in  the  mind  of  the  framer, 
and  that  the  GoveiTi merit  had  no  sncb 
view.  The  sole  object  we  had  m  view 
was^this  :  It  may  happen — not  often,  but 
ifc  may  happen— that  a  landlord  has  no 
practical  or  substantial  interest  in  the 
land  of  which  he  is  the  legal  owner ; 
and  it  may  happen  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances be  will  find  it  to  be  his  in- 
terest to  part  with  the  land  to  his  tenant 
at  a  price  far  lower  than  the  tenant  wil> 
be  ready  to  give,  and  far  lower  thau  the 
fair  price  of  that  land.  In  sueh  circam- 
stance,  who  will  be  the  pex*son  to  suffer 
hy  the  transact iun  ?  Not  the  landlord 
but  the  mortgagee,  and  under  this  BilJ, 
as  stated  last  year,  he  has  no  voice  in  the 
sale  at  all.  Everyone,  I  think,  will 
admit  that  it  is  only  fair  to  give  the 
man  the  chance  of  having  his  case  heard 
by  appeal  to  some  judicial  tribunal  ;  but 
whether  tlie  machinery  provided  by  the 
Government  for  this  purj:»t»se  is  the  best 
that  could  be  adopted  will  be  for  the 
Committee  to  decide  rather  than  the 
House  itself.  No  doubt  there  is  some- 
thing to  be  said  for  the  suggestion  of  the^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  last 
addressed  the  House,  that  there  should, 
under  certain  circumstances, be  an  appeal 
to  more  than  one  Judge,  That  it  seems 
only  right  to  give  the  mortgagee  an  appeal 
under  the  circumstances  I  have  pointed 
out  is  a  proposition  no  one  will  deny. 
The  object  of  Section  17,  %vhich  was  alsa 
in  last  year*8  Bill,  is  that  in  case  the 
price,  or  a  considerable  jiortion  of  the 
price,  is  found  by  the  tenant  from  other 
soui-ces  than  public  loans,  and  in  case^ 
therefore,  the  amount  advanced  for  the 
holding  is  considerably  less  than  the 
value,  the  Land  Commissioners  will  be^ 
em|XiWered  to  dispense  with  thtr 
Guarantee  Fund.      That  will  throw  no 
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additional  risk  on  the  Btatei  and  it  will 
facilifcate  sales  in  some  few  cases*  The 
greater  part  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  (Sir  G*  Trevelyan) 
was  directed  rather  to  the  Bill  which 
has  already  been  read  a  second  time 
than  to  this  now  bt^fore  the  House.  His 
main  objection  to  the  Bill,  however,  was 
applicable  to  both  Bills,  and  it  was 
founded  on  this  proposition  :  that  as  soon 
as  purchase  has  gone  on  to  a  considerable 
extent  tho  English  Government  will 
become  the  landlord  of  the  Irish  tenant, 
that  they  will  have  to  evict  and  sell  the 
holdings  in  case  of  non-payment,  and 
that  they  will  be  as  unable  to  sell  the 
lands  of  evicted  tenants  as  are  certain 
Jandlorda  in  such  cases  now  in  Ireland, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  mivde  some 
very  gloomy  vaticinations  on  this  point, 
but  I  think  there  is  abundance  of  evi- 
dence which  may  reassure  hira,  I  have 
glanced  at  the  Eeport  of  tlie  Land  Com* 
mission,  and  find  that  of  13,000  cases  of 
holdings  sold,  the  actual  number  in  the 
possession  of  the  Commission  which 
they  have  been  unable  to  dispase  of  is 
only  three,  I  do  not  think  the  British 
taxpayer  need  tremble  if  only  three 
holdings  are  unsold  of  1 3,000,  The  hon. 
Members  for  South  Tyrone  and  Derry 
and  one  or  two  other  Members  below 
the  Gangway  have  ra?ide  some  remarks 
about  the  personnd  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission. It  is  true  that  there  is  a  vacancy, 
but  it  is  not  a  fair  question  to  ask  mc 
now  who  is  to  fill  it.  1  can  only  say 
that  the  matter  will  receive  careful  con- 
sideration from  the  Government,  but  it 
is  obvious  at  all  events  that,  from  the 
nature  of  the  functions  to  be  discharged, 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  a  man  of 
high  legal  standing  should  be  appointed. 
The  hon.  Alember  for  South  Tyrone 
asked  why  one  of  the  existing  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court  should  not  be  ap- 
pointed. I  should  be  extremely  glad 
if  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  would  accept  the  position,  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  well  aware 
tliat  the  position  is  one  which  is  not 
coveted  by  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
Though  the  salary  may  be  higher  the 
duties  are  certainly  more  disagreeable, 
and  I  fear  there  is  h'ttle  chance  of  in- 
ducing a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  ti3 
exchange  voluntarily.  Such  an  exchange 
Mr,  J,  J.  Balfour 


could  only  be  made  voluntarily;  there 
is  no  power  to  compel  it,  and  I  do  not  ^ 
think  there  ought  to  be.  The  hon. 
Member  also  criticised  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  as  a  landlord 
appointment.  I  cannot  understand 
upon  what  that  objection  is  founded^ 
for  Mr.  Fitzgerald  is  neither  a  Conserra- 
tive  in  politics  nor  a  landlord.  Mr- 
Justice  Litton  was  a  landlord,  but  is  it  ' 
possible  for  anybody  to  suggest  for  aj 
moment  that  that  fuct  ever  warped  or  ] 
unf^iirly  influenced  his  decisions,  or 
made  him  more  a  landlord's  man  than  a 
tenant's  man?  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  every  one  who  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  watching  the  manner  in  which  ] 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  discharges  his  duties  will 
not  agree  with  the  criticism  of  my  hon. 
Friend  fis  to  that  appointment,  but  will 
rather  regard  the  appointment  as  a  very 
.successful  effort  by  the  Government  to 
discharge  one  o!  tho  most  disagreeable 
and  onerous  parts  of  their  functions.  It 
has  been  asked  why  we  propose  to  put 
the  salaries  on  the  Consolidated  Fund> 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  and 
one  or  two  Members  above  the  Gangway 
have  accepted  the  principle  that  whU© 
the  Judges  hold  permanent  office  their 
salaries  should  be  voted  by  Parliament. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  with  the  Bank- 
roptcy  Judges  permanent  tenure  is  com- 
bined with  salary  voted  by  Parliament, 
but  I  cannot  but  believe  that  that  was 
an  oversight  in  the  drafting  of  the  Bill. 
I  beheve  this  course  is  absolutely  anoma- 
lous; there  is  not  a  sing:lo  case  in  Eng- 
land of  a  similar  kind,  and  I  believe  that 
as  a  general  rule  it  is  more  honoured  in 
the  breach  than  in  the  observance. 
There  is  a  radical  inconsistency  between 
subjecting  Judges  to  criticism  in  this 
House,  and  yet  putting  them  in  a  posi- 
tion from  which  the  House  cannot  oust 
them,  and  the  arrangement  to  give  a 
permanent  appointment  and  leave  the 
salary  to  be  voted  by  Parliament  is 
one  which  this  House  has  not  ac- 
cepted in  the  past,  and  will  not, 
I  think,  accept  in  the  future.  One 
hon.  Member  has  referred  to  the  case  of 
County  Court  Judges  in  England,  but  I 
am  not  familiar  with  the  tenure  of  those 
Judges,  who,  I  believe,  are  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  If  that  is  so,  the 
arrangement  ia  fundamentally  different  1 
from  that  for  the  payment  of  the  salaries 


737         Land  Department  {December  8,  1890}  (Ireland)  BUI. 


738 


of  the  Irish  Judges.  Thej  cannot  be 
dismissed,  and  the  arrangements  for 
their  salaries  are  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  arrangements  of  this  Bill ;  their 
salaries  are  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  point  which  has  received 
most  criticism  and  attention  is  the 
question  of  economy.  One  of  the  most 
frequent  complaints  made  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate  was  that  an  additional 
charge  is  thrown  on  the  English  tax- 
payer by  the  new  arrangement.  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  not  only  is  that 
not  the  fact,  but  it  is  directly  the 
reverse  of  the  fact.  This  is  a  Bill  cal- 
culated to  produce  great  economy.  It 
is  true  that  two  salaries  are  raised 
thereby — the  salaries  of  Mr.  Lynch  and 
Mr.  McCarthy.  It  is  true  that  those 
gentlemen  now  get  £2,000  a  year,  and 
that  they  will  get  £2,500  after  the  Bill 
passes,  and  a  pension.  Bub  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  invidious  and  inexpedient 
course  to  make  a  homogeneous  Land 
Department  of  this  kind,  and  leave  an 
inequality  of  salary  between  the  Com- 
missioners of  1881  and  the  Com- 
missioners  of  1885  ;  and  for  that  reason 
1  would  strongly  advise  the  House  to 
accede  to  an  increase  of  salaiy  in  the 
case  of  those  two  gentlemen.  But  in 
the  case  of  the  other  members  of  the  Land 
Commission,  their  salaries  will  in  the 
future  be  what  they  are  now.  I  ask  the 
House  whetlier  it  will  be  prepared  in  con- 
stituting a  new  Land  Department,  having 
thrown  upon  it  duties  of  a  very  onerous 
kind  not  contemplated  by  previous 
legislation,  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
diminishing  tlie  salaries  of  gentlemen 
who  have,  after  all,  done  their  duties  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  public.  If,  how- 
ever, we  look  to  the  future,  the  economy 
which  this  Bill  proposes  to  effect  is  a 
large  and  substantial  economy.  At 
present  the  land  work  of  Ireland  is 
carried  out  by  a  Judge  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  with  a  salary  of  £3,500 
a  year,  by  a  Judicial  Commissioner  with 
£3,500  a  year,  by  two  Lay  Commis- 
sioners with  £3,000  a  year,  by  two 
Purchase  Commissioners  with  £2,000  a 
year,  and  by  a  Valuation  Commissioner 
with  £1,200  a^-ear.  The  total  cost  is 
somewhere  over  £1 9,000  a  year.  But  as 
vacancies  occur  that  cost  will  bo  reduced 
until  it  comes  to  about  £8,500 — in  other 
words,  the  cost  of  administering  land  in 


Ireland  will  be  diminished  by  more  than 
£10,000  a  year.  Now,  I  think  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  whatever 
other  criticisms  may  be  brought  against 
the  Bill,  and  they  have  not  appeared  to 
me  to  be  of  a  very  satisfactory  character, 
at  all  events  the  criticism  of  extra- 
vagance cannot  bo  brought  against  it. 
It  is  a  Bill  that,  among  its  other  merits, 
certainly  has  this,  that  the  charge  now 
thrown  on  the  British  taxpayer  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  Irish  land  will 
be  largely  and  permanently  reduced.  I 
think  1  have  now  dealt  with  every  single 
point  raised. 

Mil.  KEAY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  defend  the  Guarantee  Fund 
against  the  charge  of  rottenness? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  ruled  out  of  order  when 
he  raised  that  point,  and  as  I  do  not  wish 
to  draw  down  upon  myself  a  similar 
rebuko  from  the  Chair,  I  think  I  must 
defer  till  a  more  convenient  time  the 
discussion  of  that  question. 

(6.21.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.):  The  question  how  you  deal  with 
these  officers  in  Dublin,  and  whether  you 
chop  them  about,  and  give  one  man  a 
little  more  and  another  a  little  less,  is  of 
very  little  importance  to  the  taxpayers, 
and  of  very  little  interest  to  my  con- 
stituents. There  is  one  point,  however, 
on  which  I  wish  for  some  explanation 
because  it  may  become  one  of  some  im- 
portance after  the  Christmas  Recess.  The 
clause  which  relates  to  turbary  is  one  in 
which  the  keenest  interest  will  be  excited 
amongst  the  small  tenants  who  may 
purchase  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  The 
clause  regulates  the  manner  in  which 
turbary  is  to  be  purchased,  and  the  way 
in  which  it  is  to  be  divided  among  the 
tenants.  Now,  that  being  the  case  with 
turbary,  why  should  it  not  be  the  case 
with  grass  lands  also?  I  want  to  see 
the  poor  tenant  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
put  into  a  position  in  which  he  can 
purchase  gra.ss  farms  near  his  holdings. 
If  there  were  a  similar  section  to 
the  turbary  clause  relating  to  grass 
land  and  grass  fi>rms  in  reference 
to  tenants  holding  not  more  than 
10  or  15  acres  of  land  it  would  probably 
satisfy    all    the  wishes    of    the    small 
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tenants  in  tho  West  of  Ireland.  It  is 
very  important  that  we  should  get  an 
answer  to  this  question  before  the  Recess. 
I  am  glad  that  these  two  Bills  have  been 
put  in  before  the  Christmas  Recess, 
because  we  shall  have  ample  time  to 
consider  them  and  to  draft  Amendments 
to  them.  I  wish,  however,  to  know 
from  the  Government  upon  which  Bill  a 
clause  regulating  the  purchase  of  grass 
lands  could  properly  be  brought  forward  ? 
The  question  is  one  of  enormous  import- 
ance, because  another  500,000  of  Irishmen 
must  go  out  from  the  West  and  South 
of  Ireland  unless  their  holdings  are 
increased,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  landlords'  position  would 
be  improved  by  selling  their  grass  land 
to  these  poor  tenants. 

(5.27.)  Mr.  madden  :  It  is  only  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  that  I  can 
reply  to  the  question.  I  do  not  think 
that  such  an  Amendment  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  suggests  could  be 
properly  introduced  upon  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill.  The  measure  now  before  the 
House  deals  with  a  Land  Department, 
and  amends  in  certain  particulars  the 
existing  machinery  under  the  Ashbourne 
Act.  The  provisions  with  respect  to 
turbary  naturally  fall  within  the  scope 
of  this  Bill.  It  would  be  quite  in  order 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  propose  to  intro- 
duce provisions  of  the  kind  he  mentions 
into  the  measure  now  before  the  House, 
and  any  Amendments  of  that  kind  would 
meet  with  the  most  attentive  consider- 
ation of  the  Government. 

(5.28.)  Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRA- 
HAM (Lanark,  N.W.):  I  know  the 
opinions  I  shall  advance  are  shared  by 
so  small  a  number  of  Members  that  to 
dwell  on  them  at  any  length  would  be 
something  like  an  impertinence.  I  know 
my  opinions  are  unpopular,  but  that 
will  not  prevent  me  expressing  them, 
because  they  are  held  by  many  outside 
this  House  who  wish  their  views  to  be 
made  known  on  this  qu3stion  of  pledging 
the  credit  of  the  British  taxpayer  in 
reference  to  Irish  land.  The  object  of 
the  Bill,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to  create 
a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  have  any  special  know- 
Colonel  Nolan 


ledge  of  Ireland,  or  to  have  any  know- 
ledge of  Ireland  at  all,  but  I  suppose 
there  is  no  special  set  of  circumstances 
to  be  observed  in  Ireland  which  is  not  to 
be  found  in  other  countries.  This  is  an 
attempt  to  induce  the  Legislature  to 
introduce  a  similar  state  of  things  into 
Ireland  to  that  which 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  Tlie  hon. 
Member's  argument  belongs  to  a  Bill 
which  has  already  been  read  a  second 
time. 

Me.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
In  that  case  I  will  bow  to  your  decision, 
I  merely  enter  a  formal  protest  against 
creating  a  peasant  proprietary  in  Ireland 
on  conditions  which  are  to  be  terminated, 
in  49  years.  I  would  continue  in  per- 
petuity the  land  of  Ireland  to  the  Irish 
people.  I  regret  that  I  have  not  an 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  abso- 
lutely rotten  character  of  the  guarantee 
on  which  the  Bill  is  founded.  As,  how- 
ever, I  appear  to  be  out  of  order  all 
round,  I  shall  conclude  by  saying  that 
we  have  had  many  protestations  from 
leading  Members  of  the  Opposition,  both 
in  outside  speeches  and  in  debating 
speeches,  that  their  intention  is  not  to 
allow  the  credit  of  the  British  taxpayer 
to  be  pledged  on  questions  like  this,  and 
that  they  will  fight  this  Bill  on  every 
occasion,  in  order  that  through  their 
agency  it  may  be  left  to  the  Irish  people 
to  settle  their  own  land  question,  instead 
of  forcing  it  upon  the  English  House  of 
Commons. 

*(6.33.)  Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamp- 
ton, E.)  :  Sir,  the  Chief  Secretary,  in 
replying  to  comments  made  on  the  9th 
clause,  admitted  that  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
introduce  provisions  which  gave  the  same 
protection  to  the  encumbrancer  and 
mortgagees  as  they  have  seen  fit  to  put 
into  this  Bill.  I  think  that  is  a  very  ex- 
traordinary admission.  I  really  think  the 
Chief  Secretary  ought  to  throw  some 
light  on  the  omission  of  those  provisions 
in  tho  Bill  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  madden  :  There  were  provi- 
sions introduced  into  the  last  Bill, 
though   those  in  the   present  Bill  give 
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another  kind  of   jirotcction  to  the  en- 
cumbmncer, 

♦Mit.   CHAINING:    They    were   not 
anything  like  tlie  proviaions  Introdnced 
into  this  Bilk      The  9th  clause,  in  fact, 
places  very  nearly  a  compulsory  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  mortgagees  to  exact 
from  the  Land  Commission  that  tho  price 
of  the  land  shall  not  fall  below  the  value 
at  which  the  land  has  been  mortgaged. 
Hon.  Members  are  aware  that  there  are 
mortgages  oa  most  of  the  land  of  Ireland, 
and  where  the  mortgages  are  the  heaviest 
on  the  holdings  obstacles  will  be  placed  to 
purchase  under  this  clause.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  in  tbis  clause  created 
a  new  leverage  for  artificially  raising  the 
price  of  land  to  be  sold  under  their  land 
purchase  proposals.     They  have  not  seen 
fit  to  introduce   provisions   siicli  as  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman   (Mr,   Gladstone) 
introduced  into  his  Bill   in  188G,  giving 
the  Land  Commission  means  of  seeing, 
in  the  interests  of  tlie  tenants,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayers  of   England, 
that   the  purchase    price   was    fair  and 
reasonable.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Gal  way  referred 
to  a  most  important  question,    namely, 
the  power  to  buy*  grass  land  in  neigh- 
bouring districts  to  facilitate  migration 
from  congested  districts.   That  is  a  paint 
which  I  hope  will  meet  with  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  com- 
plained of  oar  opposition   to  this  Bin, 
because    we    would    risk    the   valuable 
claiLses   relating    to    turbary,   and    the 
29th  clause,  which  gives  power  in   the 
case  of  long  leases  to  come  within  the 
Land   Parchaso  Bill.      I  would  remind 
him  and  other  hon.  Members  that  we 
are  placing  no  obstacle  in  the    wny  of 
these  particular  prnposalsi  which  might 
l)e  introduced  "into  the  first  Billin  the  form 
of  Amendments,       Referring  once  more 
to     this    cjuestion    of    mortgages,    Her 
Majesty^s  Government  are  losing  a  great 
opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  question 
of    their   revision.      The   whole  of  the 
question   of  land  purchase  hinges  npan 
the  point  of  what   is  the  real  value  of 
the  land.     The  mortgages  on  the  land 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  fair  price  for  it, 
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and  constitute  an  obstacle  ti>  land  pur- 
chase in  Ireland,      I  for  one,  as  a  hearty 
opponent  of  the  principle  of  land  pur- 1 
chase,  record  my  vote  agninst  the  Second 
Reading. 

Mn.  LABOUCHERE  CN'orlhampton)  : 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  tho  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  started  an  extra* 
ordinary  doctrine  just  now.  He  said 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  was  accepted 
last  Session,  that  we  were  not  to  oppose 
H,  but  were  to  agree  to  it  without  i 
having  had  tho  time  to  read  it,  I* 
opposed  the  Bill  last  Session,  I  shall 
oppose  it  this  Session,  and  I  hope  I  shall 
have  the  opportnnity  of  opposing  it  next 
Session  ;  if  I  may  judge  of  what 
occaiTed  lEist  Session,  very  possibly  I 
shall.  I  will  vote  against  this  Bill  for 
the  very  excellent  reason  that  it  is  the 
complement  of  the  first  Bill.  I  object 
to  the  whole  system  of  land  purchase  on 
an  Imperiol  guarantee.  This  Bill  would 
not  have  been  brought  in  but  for  the 
other  Bill,  of  which  the  Attorney 
General  will  not  deny  that  it  is  an  in- 
tegral portion.  Under  those  circnm- 
etances  I  intend  to  vote  against  every 
clause,  if  I  get  a  chance,  both  of  this  Bill 
and  the  other. 

(6.41.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne)  :  Sir,  I  only  wish  to  advance 
one  reason  why  I  will  vote  against  every 
clause,  letter,  and  syllable,  of  this  Bilk 
Our  contention  is  that  the  tenants  will 
be  compelled  to  pay  far  more  than  the 
value  of  the  land  in  purchasing  their 
holdiugs.  They  will  be  compelled  to 
purchase  their  own  interest  in  their  own 
improvements  at  a  long  price.  It  is  pro- 
bable tliat  a  great  portion  of  the  land 
will  be  made  utterly  unmarketable  in 
the  open  market^  by  renson  of  the  ficti- 
tious prices  created  through  the 
machinery  of  this  measure.  And  this 
is  the  reason  i  So  long  as  the  re- 
gime of  coercion  exists,  the  tenants 
will  be  prevented  from  combining 
in  protection  of  their  own  interests.  So 
long  as  coercion  is  rampant  in  Ireland  no 
attempt  should  be  made  to  compel  the 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings  at  tho 
risk  of  the  British  taxpayer.     Coercion, 
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directly  or  indirectly,  is  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  compelling  the  tenants  to  pay 
artificial  prices  for  their  holdings.  It  is 
perfectly  well-known  that  the  Ponsonby 
tenants  had  an  opportunity  of  very  nearly 
coming  to  an  arrangement  with  the  land- 
lord to  obtain  their  holdings,  when 
Smith- Barry  and  his  syndicate  intervened 
with  the  whole  machinery  of  coercion,  in 
order  to  defeat  the  tenants  and  compel 
them  to  pay  the  enormously  advanced 
prices  which  Smith-Barry  and  his  syndi- 
cate chose  to  impose  upon  them.  There- 
fore it  is,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  that  I 
regard  with  the  utmost  aversion  the 
whole  of  this  scheme,  and  I  will  do 
whatever  I  possibly  can  to  defeat  it  I 
feel  that  so  long  as  the  regime  of  coer- 
cion is  continued  by  this  Government  in 
Ireland,  we  ought  to  resist  every  attempt 
which  is  made  to  compel  the  tenants  to 
purcha£e  their  holdings. 

(6.45.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
191 ;  Noes  129.— (Div.  List,  No.  11.) 

Main  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  have  agreed  to  Transfer  of 
Railways   (Ireland)   Bill,  with   Amend- 
ments. 

TRANSFER  OF   RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  113.) 
Order  read  for  consideration  of  Lords 
Amendments.  ' 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
As  a  point  of  Order,  Mr.  Diputy  Speaker, 
may  I  ask,  have  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
been  gone  through  ? 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  They  have 
not. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  I  submit 
to  you,  Sir,  that  if  it  is  open  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  interpose  a  Bill,  and  con- 
sider it  at  any  time,  it  is  equally  open  to 
any  private  Member  to  interrupt  the 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  This  is  a 
Bill  that  has  been  sent  up  from  the  otber 
House  with  an  Amendment.  The  ques- 
tion is  that  the  House  do  agrae  with  the 
said  Amendment. 
Mr,  Conybeare 
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J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  Perhaps  some  Member  of  the 
Government  will  state  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House  what  is  the  exact 
scope  of  the  Amendment  which  has  been 
made  to  the  Bill  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  This 
Amendment  has  been  made  under  these 
circumstances.  A  certain  meeting  of 
the  shareholders  of  the  existing  Railway 
Companies  coming  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  has  to  bo  called  after  the  Bill 
comes  into  force  ;  but  it  has  been  found 
that  one  of  the  companies  has  a  special 
Act  of  its  own,  which  requires  a  meet- 
ing to  be  called  at  an  earlier  date,  and 
the  Amendment  has  been  inserted  to 
remedy  this. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  What  is  the 
name  of  that  company  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  The  Great  Southern 
and  Western. 

Lords  Amendments  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
•(7.3.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  As  the  Government  are 
not  prepared  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
sideration of  private  Members'  Bills  at 
this  stage  of  the  Session,  it  is  my  duty 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  once ;  but  before  I  do  so  I  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
Bills  on  the  Paper  to  postpone  them 
until  after  Christmas. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  will  be  the 
business  when  the  House  re-assembles  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  On  Thursday, 
January  22nd,  it  is  proposed  to  take, 
first,  the  Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  to  be  followed  by  the  Tithe 
Bill,  and  to  go  on  with  the  Tithe  Bill  on 
the  Thursday  and  on  the  Monday  follow- 
ing. 

Hou83  adjourned  at  five  minntes 
after  Seven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  9th  December,  1890. 


SEED  POTATOES  SUPPLY  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
Read  2»  (according  to  order) :  Then 
Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXXIX.  and 
XLV.  considered  (according  to  order), 
mnd  dispensed  with ;  Committee  nega- 
tived :  Bill  read  3%  and  passed. 

[  HAKES  PRESERVATION  BILL  [h  l.1 

(No.  4.) 
ARCHDEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL 
;  [h.l}-(No.  8.) 

Read    3*   (according  to    order),    and 


paoaed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


I      TRANSFER  OF  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— (No.  16.) 

Returned  from   the  Commons   with 
the  Amendments  agreed  to. 

COMMISSION. 
The  following  Bills  received  the  Royal 
AflBent  : — 

1 .  Transfer  of  Rail  ways  (Ireland), 

2.  Seed  Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland). 

Houae  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  past 

Four  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  9th  December,  1890, 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  CONTINUED  ABSENCE. 
The  House  heing  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  again  unavoidably  pre- 
vented from  taking  the  Chair  of  the 
Honae  this  day. 

Wherenpon  Mr.  Courtney,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
tlie  Tible  ;  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
the  Standing  Order. 

VOL.  CXX3XLIX     [thdu)  skbus.] 


QUESTIONS. 


NATURAL  HISTORY  MUSEUM- 
ELECTRIC  LIGHTINO. 

Sir  GEORGP]  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ike.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether,  considering  that 
the  public  are  now  deprived  of  the  use 
of  the  Great  Natural  History  Museum, 
not  only  in  the  afternoons  and  evenings, 
but  also  on  foggy  winter  days,  and  that 
the  feci li ties  of  lighting  are  now  such 
that  the  Musenm  has  already  been 
temporarily  lighted  by  electricity  for 
societies  meeting  there,  the  Treasury 
will  again  consider  the  advisability  of 
providing  funds  to  light  the  Museum  ? 

The  secret ARYto  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Temporary 
arrangements  for  electric  lighting  have 
occasionally  been  made  by  societies  who 
have  been  allowed  the  use  of  the 
Natural  History  Museum,  but  until 
further  experience  has  been  obtained  of 
the  effect  of  evening  opening  at  the 
British  Museum  it  is  not  proposed  to 
take  up  the  question  of  making  a 
permanent  installation  for  electric  light 
at  the  Natural  Historj-  Museum. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Government,  in  considering 
this  matter,  have  had  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  British  Museum  is  an  institution 
of  an  unpopular  character,  whereas  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  is  one  of  an 
extremely  popular  kind;  and  whether, 
therefore,  some  opportunity  should  not 
be  given  of  seeing  the  latter  in  the 
evening  1 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  think  the 
hon.  Member's  description  of  the  British 
Museum  accords  with  the  description 
given  in  the  House  when  the  Govern- 
ment were  pledged  to  introduce  the 
electric  light  into  the  Museum,  and  I 
may  add  tliat  the  experience  there  is  not 
extremely  satisfactory — [Sir  G.  Camp- 
BKLL  :  *'  Hear,  hear  !  "J— because  evening 
attendance,  which  in  February  averaged 
635,  fell  in  March  to  367,  and  has  con- 
tinued to  fall  since,  until  in  November 
it  was  only  145. 

THE  CITY  PAROCHIAL  CHARITIKS. 
Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London)  :  I 
l)eg   to   ask    the  Vice  President  of  the 
2  G 
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Committee  of  Cotmoil  on  Education 
whether,  inasmuch  els  in  regpect  of  appli- 
cations to  b€!  heard  on  objections  ftgainafc 
the  Central  Scheme  framed  under  **Tbe 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Act, 
1883,"  the  Education  Department^  in 
April  last, 

"Decided  to  approve  the  scheme  without 
farther  delay,  m  as  to  allow  time  for  its  con- 
sideration by  ParUatnent/* 

and  that  the  Education  Department 
approved  the  scheme  and  laid  it  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  on  the  2nd  December, 
without  hearing  any  objectors  and  with- 
out publication,  and  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  on  the  31st  Jannary  it  >vill 
only  require  the  Royal  Assent  to  become 
law,  the  Government  will  undertake  to 
give  any,  and  what,  opportunity  for  ita 
consideration  by  Parliament  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  HiiRT  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dart  ford)  :  My  boo.  Friend  ia  in  error 
in  supposing  that  the  scheme  was  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  without  pub- 
lication, and  in  assuming,  as  he  appears 
to  do»  that  no  bearing  has  been  given  to 
objeotora.  All  the  objections  to  the 
scheme  have  been  carefully  considered, 
and  not  only  were  its  general  features 
the  subject  of  a  Debate  in  this  House 
early  last  Session,  when  an  almost  unfuii- 
mons  feeling  in  its  favour  was  elicited,  but 
the  scheme  itself  lay  on  the  Table  without 
challenge  for  seven  weeks,  from  July  3rd 
to  the  prorogation  in  August  laat.  Look- 
ing, therefore,  to  the  delay  which  has 
already  taken  place,  and  to  the  magni- 
tude of  the  interests  depending  upon  the 
success  of  the  scheme,  I  can  only  refer 
my  hon.  Friend  to  the  opportunity  that 
will  still  exist  of  moving  an  Address  to 
the  Crown  when  the  House  meets  ogniu 
in  January, 

ELECTTRIC  LIGHTINQ  IN  LONDON. 

Mr.     RICHARD    CHAMBERLAIN 

(Islington,  W,)  :  I  beg  to  ixsk  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boai*d  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  long 
continued  default  of  the  Chelsea  Electric 
Supply  Company  to  furnish  the  statutory 
currents  of  100  volts,  and  to  the  serious 
loss  of  illuminating  power  sustained  by 
consumers  in  consequence  ;  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  allowed  this  com- 
Str  JSobert  Fotvler 


pany  a  margin  of  four  volts  either  way, 
and  that  the  latter  have  taken  advantagt^ 
of  this  concession  to  give  an  average 
during  lighting  hours  of  97  volts  instead 
of  the  100,  to  which  consumers  are 
entitled ;  whether  complaints  of  this 
default  we  re  made  to  the  Board  12  months 
ago,  and  assurance  then  made  by  the 
company  of  immediate  amendment ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  compel  this 
i^ompany  to  keep  faith  with  the  public 
or  to  foi-feit  their  concession  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  BOARD  ok 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Last  winter  the  hon.  Member  com- 
plained to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  the 
deficiency  in  the  standard  pressure  of  the 
current  snpphcd  by  this  company.  The 
Board  of  Trade  communicated  with  tbe 
corajiany,  and  were  informed  that  the 
cause  of  ccimplaint  had  been  removed. 
Under  the  regulations  imposed  upon  the 
company  under  their  order,  they  are 
bound  to  declare  to  the  consumer  the 
constant  pressure  at  which  they  propose 
to  supply  him  with  energy,  and  the 
variation  from  the  pressure  so  declared 
must  not  exceed  4  per  cent,  under  a 
penalty  not  exceeding  £5  for  each  default^ 
and  a  daily  penalty  not  exceeding  ^5  so 
long  as  the  default  continues.  If  the 
regulations  are  not  complied  with,  it  is 
open  to  the  consumer  to  proceed  against 
the  company  for  penalties. 

Mb.    R   CHAMBERLAIN:    May    I 

ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  variation  mentioned  has  been  taken 
advantage  of  in  order  to  supply  the  con- 
sumers not  with  an  average  of  100  volte, 
but  of  97,  in  that  way  taking  advantage 
of  the  concession  of  the  Board  of 
Trade? 

♦Sir  M,  HICEIS  BEACH:  However 
that  may  be,  if  the  company  are  in 
default  the  consumers  have  their 
remedy.  It  is  not  for  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  enforce  the  law. 

Mr.  R.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  under- 
stand from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  we  have  no  remedy  unless  they 
get  l>elow  96 — the  4  per  cent,  referred  to 
in  the  answer  just  given  ? 

♦Sir  M,  hicks  BEACH :  Yes.  Sir ; 

that  is  so. 
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the  statements  are  well  founded;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
rectify  the  grievances  therein  com- 
plained of? 

•Me.  E.  stanhope  :  This  man  conld 
have  been  pensioned  either  under  the 
Warrant  of  1878  or  under  that  of  1881. 
Under  the  former  he  would  have  been 
entitled  to  a  pension  of  2s.  6d.  a  day ; 
under  the  latter  he  has  been  granted 
2s.  9^d.  He  cannot  have  the  advantage  of 
both  Warrants  conjointly,  as  he  suggests, 
in  order  to  increase  his  pension  still 
further.  I  may  add  that  his  case  has 
been  repeatedly  under  the  consideration 
of  the  War  OflBce  and  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Chelsea  Hospital. 


THE  WAR  OFFICE  AND  PRIVATE 
ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  KW.) :  I  beg  to  aak  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  why  should 
men  be  discharged  and  machinery  stand 
idle  in  the  Arsenal  while  the  work  is 
being  done  by  private  contractors  ? 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  It  is  the  policy  of  the  War 
Office  to  give  a  share  of  its  orders  to  the 
trade  with  the  special  object  of  having 
large  sources  of  supply  to  rely  upon  in 
case  of  emergency.  The  Ordnance 
Factories  have  got  through  their  share 
of  work  quicker' than  the  trade. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Graham, 

•Mr.  E.  stanhope  said :  I  admit 
that  the  work  done  by  the  Ordnance 
Factories  yields  more  profit  to  the 
Government  than  work  done  in  private 
establishments,  but  it  is  of  advantage  to 
obtain  a  supply,  not  only  from  our  own 
factories,  but  from  private  firms. 

THE  MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Return  of  the  number  of  accidents,  fatal 
or  otherwise,  that  have  taken  place 
upon  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  during 
its  progress  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  MArmEWs, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have  not  this  in- 
formation in  my  possession,  nor  have  I 
the  means  of  ascertaining  with  anything 
like  certainty  what  non-fatal  accidents 
liave  taken  place. 

ROYAL  WARRANTS. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  letter  in  the  London  Times, 
of  7th  January,  1890,  headed  "Royal 
Warrants,'*  and  signed  '*  D.  Jamieson, 
Pensioner,  Regimental  Quartermaster 
Sergeant,"  complaining  of  Royal  War- 
rants being  interpreted  to  his  disadvan- 
tage and  also  to  the  disadvantage  of 
soldiers  bjr  the  W^r  Office ;  and  whether 


THE  CAVALRY  BARRACKS  AT 
WINDSOR. 
SiE  SAMUEL  WHiSON  (Ports- 
mouth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Cavaliy  Barracks  at  Windsor  are  in 
a  most  insanitary  condition  at  present, 
and  whether  some  cases  of  typhoid  fever 
have  occurred  there  recently  ;  and  is  he 
prepared  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be 
necessary  to  prevent  further  risk  of 
disease  from  the  cause  '  referred  to 
amongst  Her  Majesty's  troops  now 
stationed  there  ? 

•Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  sanitary 
state  of  the  Cavalry  Barracks  at  Windsor 
is  reported  to  be  very  good.  Two  c«ses 
of  enteric  fever  have  occurred  in  the 
Royal  Horse  Guards.  In  one  case  the 
disease  was  probably  contracted  while  on 
leave ;  the  origin  of  the  other  case 
cannot  be  traced. 

TRUST   FUNDS  AND  COLONIAL 
SECURITIES. 

Mr.   peter  Mcdonald  (Siigo, 

N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  can  now  state  the  result 
of  his  consideration  of  the  question 
whether  permission  be  given  by  the 
Gk)vemment  to  Trustees  to  invest  their 
Trust  Funds  in  Colonial  Securities  1 

*The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Sqi^are) :  I  have  had  no  direct 
communication,  as  far  as  I  can  remember, 
from  the  Agents  General  since  the  Com- 
mittee reported,  urging  me  to  takQ 
action  in  the  poifbtt^r. 
2  G  2 
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TELEGRAPH  MESSENGERS. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  telegraph  messengers 
are  being  employed  on  postmen's  duties ; 
and,  if  so,  what  wages  they  are  re- 
ceiving, and  whether  the  proper  duties 
of  the  telegraph  messengers  now  so  em- 
ployed are  performed  by  boys  at  wages 
lower  than  those  usually  paid  to  tele- 
graph messengers  ? 

*The  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raiebs,  Cambridge  University) :  A  cer- 
tain number  of  the  older  telegraph  mes- 
sengers are  being  employed  upon  post- 
men's duties  to  fill  temporary  vacancies, 
and  in  order  that  they  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  learning  the  work.  These 
youths,  if  found  suitable,  will  be  ap- 
pointed to  the  postmen's  class,  and  in 
the  meantime  are  paid  wages  of  17s.  a 
week.  The  duties  of  the  telegraph 
messengers,  withdrawn  from  their  ordi- 
nary work,  are  performed  by  temporary 
substitutes  at  the  minimum  of  the  tele- 
graph messengers'  pay,  in  accordance 
with  the  general  rule  of  the  Service. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  how  many  telegraph 
messengers  are  now  employed  in  post- 
men's duty  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKBS:  No,  Sir;  but  I  will 
make  inquiry,  and  let  the  hon.  Member 
know. 

THE  DISMISSED  POSTMEN. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  good  character  of  the  dis- 
missed postmen  and  their  urgent  dis- 
tress, he  will  give  them  the  preference 
for  temporary  employment  during  the 
Christmas  "  pressure  "  of  work  ?  I  have 
also  to  ask  whether  postal  employes 
will  render  themselves  liable  to  dismissal 
or  other  official  punishment  by  collect- 
ing subscriptions,  either  from  the  public 
or  from  their  brother  officers,  for  the 
dismissed  postmen,  who,  with  their 
wives  and  families,  are  on  the  verge  of 
starvation  1 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  For  the  reasons  given 
yesterday  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  I  regret  that  no 
employment  in  the  London  Postal  Ser- 
vice can  be  given  to  the  disnussed  post- 


men. Post  Office  servants  can,  of 
course,  collect  what  money  they  please 
among  themselves;  but,  except  in  the 
case  of  Christmas  boxes,  they  are  for- 
bidden to  collect  from  the  public  for 
any  object.  To  this  prohibition  I  regret 
that  no  exception  can  be  made. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  can 
state  whether  a  Treasury  Minute,  ex- 
planatory of  the  Order  in  Council,  in 
August  last,  dealing  with  the  First 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service,  will  be 
issued ;  and,  if  so,  at  what  date  it  will 
be  published  1 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Some  Heads  of  De- 
partments  have  addressed  questions  to 
the  Treasury  on  two  or  three  points  in 
connection  with  the  recent  Order  in 
Council,  and  the  Treasury  reply,  which 
will  most  conveniently  be  in  the  form  of 
a  Minute,  is  on  the  point  of  being 
issued. 

QUEENSLAND. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  this  House  any  further  Papers 
having  reference  to  the  erection  of  the 
northern  portion  of  Queensland  into  a 
separate  colony  ;  whether  the  subject  of 
the  formation  of  such  colony  has  occn- 
pied  the  attention  of  the  Cabinet ;  and 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  the 
intention  of  the  Government  in  the 
matter  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth)  :  It  is  not  proposed  to  present  any 
Papers  immediately,  as  the  correspon- 
dence is  in  an  incomplete  state,  but 
Papers  will  be  presented  at  the  proper 
time.  The  subject  has  received  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to  make 
any  statement  with  regard  to  it. 

HOUSE  DUTY  AND  INCOBiE  TAX. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  £!x- 
cheq^ner  if  he  wiU  take  steps  to  allow  to 
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owners  of  houses  under  £25  assessment 
a  disconnt  off  tho  House  Duty  and  In- 
come Tax,  VLH  is  now  done  by  the  Local 
Authorities  witJj  regard  to  the  R^ates,  on 
condition  that  the  owner  pays  for  the 
whole  year^  whether  the  property  ia  let 
or  unlet  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  There  w  no  reason 
for  allowing  a  discount  **  to  owners  of 
houses  under  £25  "  off  House  Duty  and 
Income  Tax,  because  House  Duty  is  a 
tenant's  tax  and  payable  by  hini,  and 
because  an  owner  is  only  bound  to 
allow  Income  Tax  (Schedule  A)  on 
actual  rent  received  ;  and  if  the  house 
be  void  for  any  quarter,  relief  is  afforded 
from  the  Income  Tax  charge  under  the 
70th  section  of  the  Act  5  ik  6  Vic, 
cap.  35. 

Mb.  MORTON  :  I  beg,  further,  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  take 
steps  to  make  the  assessment  of  pro- 
perty on  which  House  Duty  and  Income 
Tax  are  collected  the  same  as  that  used 
(the  mteable  value)  by  tlie  Local  Au- 
t  lion  ties,  so  that  the  assessments  for 
Imperial  and  Local  Taxation  may  be 
uniform  1 

*Mk.  GOSCHEN  :  A  common  basis  of 
value  is  an  almoRt  indispensable  c*mdi- 
tion  of  tht*  proposal  of  the  lion.  Member; 
but  the  whole  suggestion  involves 
Budget  considerations  of  too  great  a 
difficulty  tfi  be  dealt  with  in  the  limits 
of  an  answer  across  the  floor  of  the 
House. 

WATER  SUPPLY  IN  KGYPT. 
Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford^ 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  ft>r  Foreign  Affaire 
whether  any  communications  have 
been  recently  received  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Agent  and  Consul  General  in 
Egypt  with  reference  to  the  summer 
supply  of  water  in  that  country  for  agri- 
cultural and  sanitary  purposes ;  whether 
the  repairs  of  the  barrage  have  given 
satisfactory  results ;  whether  the  water 
supply  of  Alexandria  during  the  sea«r>n 
of  low  Nile  in  18SH,  1889,  and  1890, 
has  been  improved  in  quah'ty  and 
quantity  by  the  changes  effected  by  th 
Irrigation  Department ;  and  whether,  in 
case  communications  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject have  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  from  Her  ^lajesty's  Agent 


and  Consul  General  in  Cairo,  these  com- 
munications, or  the  substance  of  them, 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table?  -  r-.v.-jj 

♦The;  SKCRETART  of  STATE  for 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fkegcsson, 
Manchei^ttr,  N.E.)  :  As  to  the  first  and 
fourth  paragraphs,  information  with  re- 
ference to  th©  summer  supply  of  water 
w^ill  be  given  in  the  Papers  respecting 
the  condition  of  Egypt  abmt  to  be  dis- 
tributed. The  repairs  to  the  barrage  have 
given  very  satisfactory  rt  suits.  We 
have  no  information  as  to  the  water 
supply  of  Alexandria  during  low  Nile. 

THE  POSTAL  AND  TELEGRAPH 
SERVICE. 
Mr.  BRADLAIIGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if 
he  can  state  when  the  revised  scheme 
for  the  superior  officers  of  the  Postal  and 
Telegraph  Service,  w^hich  has  already 
been  applied  in  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
Birminghara,  Newcastle,  Bristol,  and 
Leeds,  will  he  extended  to  Nottingham, 
Derby,  Leicester,  Oxford,  Northampton, 
Gainbridge,  Coventry,  and  to  offices  in 
iimilar  t<:»wn8  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  fiave  to  state  that  the  ease  of  most  of 
the  larger  post  offices  is  under  examina- 
tion at  the  present  time  with  reference 
to  the  pay  and  position  of  the  superior 
officei-s,  but  I  am  notyet  able  to  state  what 
changes  may  be  found  necessary  in  the 
particular  instances  referred  to.  I  can, 
however,  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  matter  is  receiv^ing  my  anxious  con- 
sideration^ and  that  there  sh^ll  be  no 
avoidable  delay  in  dealing  with  it. 

THE  CUSTOMS* 
Mr,  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Secretary'  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
agreement  which,  on  the  24th  April, 
1890,  had  been  practicilly  arrived  at 
between  the  Commissioner  of  Customs 
and  the  Treasury  as  regards  the  future 
status  and  rates  of  pay  of  the  men 
engaged  on  statistical  abstracting  in  the 
Customs  Department,  has  yet  been  put 
into  formal  shape  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
be  can  state  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

Mil.  JACKSON  :  Some  difficulties  of 
detail  occurred  in  giving  effect  to  the 
re -arrangement    of   the   Statisticsal   Ab* 
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stracting  Department  of  the  Customs,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers.  These 
difficulties  have  now  been  solved,  and  we 
shall  at  once  inform  the  Customs  of  our 
decision  in  the  matter. 

THE  IRISH  MAILS. 
Mb.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  by  the  proposed  mail 
route  from  London,  vid  Stranraer  and 
Larne,  to  Belfast  and  the  North  of 
Ireland,  the  English  mails  would  reach 
Belfast  at  8.47  a.m.,  Bally mena  at  9.2 
a.m.,  and  Derry  at  11.22  a.m.,  whereas 
the  earliest  hour  at  which  the  English 
mails,  vid  Holyhead,  now  reach  Belfast 
is  10.25  a.m. ;  whether  he  will  state  at 
what  time  tbey  reach  Derry  and  Bally- 
mena ;  and  whether,  considering  the 
great  advantage  which  these  and  many 
other  towns  in  Ulster  would  derive 
from  the  accelerated  service  by  Larne 
and  Stranraer,  he  will  state  when  he  can 
give  a  definite  answer  as  to  the  adoption 
of  this  route  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  unaware  of 
the  advantages  which  might  be  expected 
from  the  adoption  of  the  Lame  route,  but 
a  proposal  has  been  made  to  me  for  an 
acceleration  of  the  existing  service  from 
Dublin  to  Belfast,  and  this  must  be 
carefully  examined  in  conjunction  with 
the  first  scheme.  According  to  the 
Time  Table  furnished  in  connection  with 
the  proposal  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  the  English  mails  would  be  due 
at  the  times  mentioned.  They  now 
reach  Derry  at  12.15  p.m.,  and  Bally- 
mena  at  12.18  p.m. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  has 
not  been  carefully  considering  the  sub- 
ject for  some  time  with  the  view  of 
solving  the  difficulty  p 

•Mr.  RAIKES :  No  time  will  be  losi 
by  me  in  arriving  at  a  decision. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  WALSH. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  when  the  first  warrant  for  Mr. 
Walsh,  of  the  Casket  Sentinel,  was 
signed,  and  who  signed  it,  and  on  what 
ground  was  it  delayed  ? 
Jfr.  Jackson 


The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  already  said  that  the 
County  Court  Judge,  with  whom  the 
matter  rested,  is  not  under  the  control 
of  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Why  was  the 
second  warrant  held  over  and  not  put  in 
force?  Under  what  statute  did  the 
police  act  % 

Mr.  MADDEN :  I  have  abeady  told 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  second  war- 
rant was  put  in  force  after  the  termina- 
tion of  the  imprisonment  under  the  first 
warrant.  This  course  is  in  compliance 
with  the  regulation  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  This  is  a  matter 
of  vital  importance.  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  there 
is  no  statute,  and  that  it  was  only  the 
regulations  of  the  Constabulary  that  were 
acted  upon.  Are  those  regulations  in 
Ekccordance  with  the  law?  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  a 
lawyer  to  examine  the  statute,  and  to 
see  whether  what  has  taken  place  is  in 
accordance  with  the  Petty  Sessions  Act. 
Will  he  as  a  lawyer  say  that  the  Royal 
Constabulary  Code  is  in  conformity  with 
the  statute  ? 

Mr  madden  :  Yes. 

MATRONS  AT  POLICE  STATIONS. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  what  recent  progpress  has 
been  made  in  the  employment  of  women 
as  resident  matrons  or  caretakers  at 
police  stations  in  London  and  the  pro- 
vinces ;  and  have  any  police  stations  in 
London  and  the  provinces  been  yet 
appropriated  exclusively  to  the  reception 
of  females  under  arrest ;  and,  if  so,  how 
many  are  there  of  such  stations  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  this 
question  is  now  under  the  consideration 
of  a  Board  of  experienced  oflBeers,  who 
will  shortly  make  a  Report ;  and  I  await 
that  Report  before  taking  any  further 
steps.  The  answer  to  the  last  paragraph 
is  in  the  negative,  as  far  as  London  is 
concerned,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any 
police  stations  are  appropriated  to  this 
purpose  in  the  provinces. 
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whom  I  could  no  longer  place  confidence 
as  intermediaries  in  any  question  affect- 
ing the  Savings  Bank> 


SAVINGS   BANK  DEPARTMENT. 


I 


I 


Mr,  LAWSON  (St.  Pancms,  W,) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Poatma.ster  General,  with 
respect  to  the  fact  that  the  two  officers 
who  happened  to  deliver  a  Memorial 
addressed  to  the  Treasury,  and  signed 
by  upwards  of  350  officers  of  the 
Savings  Bank  Department,  have  been 
transferred  to  other  branches  of  the 
Post  Office,  it  being  alleged  against 
them  that:  they  are  responsible  for  the 
publication  of  the  Memorial  in  the 
Evenhuf  News  and  Post^  notwithstand- 
ing their  emphatic  denial  of  the  charge, 
whether  either  tho  Pustmaster  General 
or  the  C«mtroller  of  the  Savings  Bank 
has  received  a  fiirther  request  that  the 
Memorial  be  withdrawn  from  further 
consideration  ]  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  and  also  of  the  increasing 
difficulties  connected  with  the  work  of 
the  Department,  he  will  take  steps  to 
appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the 
grievances  complained  of  by  the  officers 
concerned  ? 

*Mb,  RAIKES  :  I  beg  to  say,  in  answer 
to  the  first  question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  I  have  received  a  request  from 
certain  officers  of  the  Savings  Bank 
Department  that  the  Memorial  to  which 
he  refers  may  bo  withdrawn  from 
further  consideration.  In  repl}^  to  the 
second  question,  I  beg  leave  to  say  that 
I  see  no  necessity  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  It  is  the 
fact  that  the  two  officers  referred  fco, 
and  to  whom  a  confidential  communica- 
tion from  myself  to  the  memorialists  was 
entrusted,  have  l>een  transferred  toother 
blanches  of  the  Post  Office  in  conse- 
quence of  these  dixjuments  having  been 
divulged.  They  were  afforded  an  oppor- 
tunity for  explanation,  but  failed,  in  my 
judgment,  to  divest  themselves  of  re- 
sponsibility for  this  proceeding.  Every 
officer  in  the  Department  is  well  aware 
that  official  communicationB  between  the 
Minister  and  the  staff  are  strictly  con- 
fidential J  and  it  would,  indeed,  be  im- 
possible for  departmental  questions  to  be 
discussed  freely  between  the  Head  of  a 
Department  and  his  officers  if  this 
honourable  obligation  is  not  recognised. 
I  felt  it  necessary,  therefore,  to  mark  my 
disapprobation  of  what  has  occurred  by 
transferring  to  other  branches  officers  iu 


SCALES  AND  WEIGHING  MACHmES. 
Mb.  OAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  great 
pressure  that  is  being  put  upon  scale  and 
weighing  machine  manufacturera  in 
order  that  the  requirements  of  the  Act, 
which  will  come  into  operation  on  Ist 
January,  shall  be  complied  with  ;  and 
whether  tho  Government  will  grant  an 
extension  of  time  for  affixing  the  Govern- 
ment  stamp  to  all  weighing  instru- 
ments? 

•Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH  :  The 
Act  which  was  passed  in  July,  1889, 
came  into  operation  on  January  1,  1890, 
and  provides  that  persons  who  use  for 
trade,  after  January  1,  1891,  any  weigh- 
ing instmment  not  verified  and  stamped 
by  an  Ins}>ector  of  Weights  and  Measures 
shall  be  liable  to  a  fine.  The  Govern- 
ment have  no  power  to  extend  the  date 
fixed,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  unless 
an  Inspector  considers  that  a  weighing 
instrument  is  not  correct*  and  declines 
on  that  account  to  stamp  it,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  the  interference  of  a  manu- 
facturer to  adjust  it.  With  leasonable 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities and  the  traders,  I  do  not  »ee  whjr 
any  difficulty  should  arise. 

PRESUMPTION  OF  LIFE  LISUTATIGN 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT. 
Mr,  BUCHANAN  :  I  beg  to  aek  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  will  intro- 
duce legislation  to  amend  **  The  Pre- 
sumption of  Life  Limitation  (Scotland) 
Act,  1881?" 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr,  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  During  the  Recess 
I  shall  be  happy  to  consider  whether 
there  are  any  considerable  number  of 
cases  not  covered  by  the  Statute. 

IKELAND— THE  CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS. 
Sib  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.)  ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Reports  made  by  the  Inspectors,  aa  to 
the  state  of  tho  Congested  Distncts,  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament t 
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The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is  my  inten- 
tion to  include  the  Reports  of  the  Irish 
Local  Grovernment  Inspectors  among  the 
Papers  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  on  the 
subject  mentioned. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  BILL. 
Mr.  KE ay  (Elgin  and  Nairn) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
as  the  moneys  of  the  Sinking  Fund  are 
to  be  all  re-lent  or  re-lendable  for  long 
periods  under  the  Land  Purchase  Bill, 
if  he  would  state  what  monies  will  be 
available  for  the  redemption  of  the 
original  land  Stock  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  moneys  of  the 
Sinking  Fund  are  not  to  be  re-lent. 
They  are  to  be  applied  as  a  Sinking 
Fund.  Supposing  £1,000,000  had  been 
lent,  in  the  first  year  there  would  be 
£40,000  payable  on  the  £1,000,000  bs 
an  annuity,  of  which  £10,000  would  go 
to  the  Sinking  Fund  and  might  be 
employed  in  cancelling  £10,000  of 
Guaranteed  Stock.  In  consequence,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  next  year  there 
would  be  only  £990,000  of  that  Stock, 
and  there  would  be  £10,000  to  lend 
again,  bringing  up  the  sum  to  the 
original  £1,000  000.  By  such  a  process 
the  amount  of  the  Guaranteed  Stock 
not  covered  would  never  exceed  the 
£1,000,000.  Or,  again,  the  £10,000 
might  be  invested  in  Consols,  and  the 
Consols  themselves  and  the  interest 
thereon  would  stand  as  an  asset  in 
favour  of  the  Fund. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn):  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  is  not  the  case  that  under 
the  system  which  he  has  described  it 
would  be  necessary  to  issue  fresh  Stock 
on  the  occasion  of  re- lending  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Yes;  it  would; 
£10,000  would  be  cancelled,  and 
£10,000  would  be  freshly  issued.  Con- 
sequently, the  total  would  stand  as  it 
was  at  the  commencement.  Under  that 
process  the  total  would  never  exceed 
£30,000,000,  which  would  be  covered 
by  the  security, 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lay  on  the  Table  a  Return  showing  the 


effect  of  the  accumulated  Sinking  Fund 
under  the  Land  Purchase  Acti 
♦Mr.  GOSCHEN :   I   will  confer  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  see  what  we  can  do. 

SOUTH-EAST  AFRICA- A FFELA.Y  IN 

MUTAOA'S  COUNTRY. 
Mr.  BRYCE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Stat«  for  Foreign 
Affeiirs  if  he  can  now  give  the  House 
any  further  information  regarding  the 
recent  reported  affray  near  Mutaca's 
Kraal,  in  South-East  Africa,  between  the 
police  employed  by  the  British  South 
Africa  Company  and  the  Portuguese; 
and  if  he  can  make  any  statement  as 
to  the  progress  of  negotiations  with 
Portugal,  regarding  her  relations  to 
Great  Britain,  of  the  two  countries  in 
South-East  Africa,  and  the  means  to  Vo 
taken  for  averting  disputes  and  collisions 
between  the  subjects  of  the  two  Qovem- 
m^ents  ? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  information 
has  been  raceived  from  the  Cape  except 
the  telegram  already  quoted.  Portuguese 
reports  give  a  different  version,  stating 
that  the  British  were  the  aggressors; 
but  we  have  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  forwarded  by 
the  High  Commissioner.  The  latest 
step  in  the  negotiations  is  the  conclusion 
of  the  modus  vivendi.  The  necessity  of 
observing  this  has  been  strongly  im- 
pressed on  the  South  Africa  Company, 
and  it  is  understood  that  the  Portuguese 
Government  is  equally  anxious  to  secure 
its  observance.  It  is  hoped  that  there 
will  be  no  more  collisions  between  the 
employh  of  the  rival  companies,  but 
they  are  beyond  the  immediate  control 
of  the  Governments. 

Mr.  BRYCE:  May  I  ask  whether 
Papers  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  before 
the  House  re-assembles? 
•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  cannot  say 
when  the  Papers  will  be  produced,  as  it 
is  manifest  that  the  Government  must 
wait  until  the  Despatches  arrive  before 
laying  the  Papers  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Will  the  Papers 
referring  to  the  modus  vivendi  be  laid 
upon  the  Table? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  doubt  those 
Papers  will  be  presented. 
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CHRISrs  HOSPITAL. 

Mr,  MUNDELLA  (Slieffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion  whether  the  governing  body  of 
Christ's  Hospital  baa  been  appointed, 
and  when  the  names  will  be  gazetted  ? 

Mr.  J,  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  t*o  answer  this 
queafcioG,  The  time  fixed  by  the  sell  erne 
for  Christ's  H.ispital,  for  the  completion 
of  the  body  of  almoners,  has  been  ex- 
tended by  an  Order  of  the  Chanty  Com- 
missioners to  the  15th  inst.;  and  the  like 
time  for  the  completion  of  the  body  of 
governora  bo  conatitnted  (in  which  body 
these  almoners  are  included)  has  been 
similarly  extended  to  the  lat  of  Januar}% 
189L  No  provision  is  made  in  that 
scheme  for  the  publication  in  the  Lofidon 
(tazette,  or  otherwise,  of  the  names  of  the 
persons  appointed  in  pnrsnance  of  the 
scheme  to  be  governors  or  almoners. 

PKQFESSOR  KOCH'S  CURE  FOR 
TUBEttOULAU  DISEASES. 

Me.  ERNEST  SPENCER  (West  Brom- 
wieh) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agricultnre  if  he  has  yet  re- 
ceived any  of  Professor  Koch  s  fluid  for 
the  cure  of  tnbercular  diseases;  and 
whether  it  can  be  obtained,  on  applica- 
tion to  the  officials  of  his  Department^ 
by  the  authorities  of  recognised  public 
institutions  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
oif  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolusliire,  8Icaford)  t  The  Board  of 
Agriculture  has  appjied  for  a  small 
qEantity  of  Professor  Koch's  fluid  for 
purposes  of  experiment  upon  animals, 
but  we  have  not  yet  received  it,  and, 
consequently,  it  cjinnot  be  obtained  on 
application  tn  the  officials  of  the  Depart- 
mouL 

"  MITCHELL  V.  REGINA," 
Me.  CUNINGHAJME   GRAHAM:  I 

beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  if  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Copy  of  the  Allocatur  or  taxed  costs  of 
tlie  Crown  in  "  Mitchell  v,  Kegina/* 
amounting  to  £160  15s,  6d,  and  dated 
8th  May,  1890,  and  inform  this  House 
if  it  is  true  that  the  following^  is  written 
on  it : — 


**  By  oonsent  of  the  partiea  I  hereby  cancel 
this  Allocatur. 

"  (SignedO 

**W.  F.  Archibald,  June  18th,  1890. 

**  A  Maater  of  the  Supreme 

Court  of  Judicature/* 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  There  is  no 
necessity  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of 
the  Allocatur.  The  Crown  did  not  press 
for  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  out  of 
consideration  for  Colonel  Mitchell,  and 
at  hia  request,  on  the  distinct  arrange- 
ment in  writing  that  Colonel  ffitcheirs 
supposed  claim  should  not  again  bo 
raised  in  any  shape, 

THE  CROFTER  DISTRICTS. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Government 
are  now  able  to  state  what  action  they 
contemplate  to  give  effect  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  que8ti<»n  of  Public  Works  in  the 
Crofter  Districts  of  Scotland  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASUBY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
The  Report  in  question  is  receiving 
careful  examination  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  in  conjnjiction  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  myself, 
and  we  believe  that  we  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  submit  proposals  to  Parlia- 
ment with  reference  to  the  recommenda' 
tions  made  by  the  Coramissionerg  shortly 
after  the  re-assembling  of  the  House. 

WATER  SUPPLY  OF  LONDON. 
Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  on  the 
re -assembling  of  Parliament,  he  will  ask 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Select  Committee 
to  consider  the  various  Public  and 
Private  Bills  affecting  tlie  water  supply 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  the  method  of 
assessing  the  charges  thereon,  introduced 
this  Session  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Tlie  GovemmeDt 
are  not  in  a  position  to  state  what  course 
they  will  advise  the  House  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  the  various  Bills  affecting  the 
water  supply  of  the  Metropolis  until  the 
Bills  have  been  printed  and  are  before 
the  House, 
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LOANS  TO   IRISH   TENANTS. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  the  Government  will  lend 
money  to  the  Irish  furmera  at  the  same 
rate  of  interest  cfuirged  by  a  previonfi 
Government  to  the  landlords  in  the  year 
1879,  for  the  purpose  of — first,  executing 
useful  works  on  their  farms ;  and, 
secondly,  of  gi\^ng  employment  to  the 
agricultural  labourei-a  during  the  next 
six  months  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  hou.  Gentleman  for  having  given 
m©  notice  of  his  question  and  for  the 
letter  with  which  he  accompanied  it,  I 
do  not,  however,  think  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  comply  with  the  implied  fiug- 
gestion  which  it  contains.  In  most  of 
the  districts  where  serious  distress  may 
be  apprehended  there  are  no  large 
farmers,  and  relatively  few  agricultural 
labourers,  the  popuktion  consisting 
almost  entirely  of  small  occupiers. 
Moreover,  many  of  the  objectioDS  which 
apply  to  the  system  adopted  in  1879  for 
lending  money  to  landlords  apply,  though 
with  less  equal  force,  to  the  proposal 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

MUSIC  AT  FRIENDLY  SOCIETY 

MEETINGS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  at  the  meetings 
of  lodges  of  llasona.  Oddfellows,  Fores- 
ters, Druids,  and  other  Societies  on 
licensed  premises,  when  only  members 
of  the  Society  are  present,  piano  playing 
and  singing  are  forbidden  ]  and,  if  so, 
under  which  Act  are  the  members  of 
those  Societies  (who  number  many 
fciiousanda)  precluded  from  participating 
in  such  innocent  amusement? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  question  is 
hardly  definite  enough  for  me  to  g^ve 
a  very  satisfactory  answer*  I  may  say, 
however,  that  the  only  general  Act 
bearing  on  the  subject  is  the  20tb 
George  IL,  c,  36 ;  and,  speaking  gene  rally, 
the  penalties  in  that  Act  fall  upon  the 
owner  of  the  house,  and  not  upon  the 
visitors.  Moreover,  the  police  do  not  in 
practice  interfere  unless  there  is  proof 
of  actual  disorderly  conduct,  immorality, 
or  real  mischief. 


Mr.  W.  ISAACSON :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  last  week 
the  police  summoned  meml>era  of  one 
of  these  Societies  for  playing  the  piano 
and  singing  ? 


Mr.    MATTHEWS: 
aware  of  it. 


No  ;  I  am  not 


NATIONAL  EDUCATION  BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.),  for] 
Dr.   Kenny  (Cork,  S.):  I    beg   to   ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  a  vacancy  is 
expected  in  the  post  of  Catholic  Chief  of 
Inspection,  under  the  National  Education 
Board,  Ireland ;  whether  such  vacancy, 
both  by  right  and  custom,  belongs  to  the 
Catholic  Inspectors  of  National  Schools  ; 
and  whether   it  is  the  intention  of   the  [ 
Government  to  go  outside  the  ranks  of 
Catholic     Inspectors     in    making     the  1 
appointment ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  consent  j 
not  to  make  any  appointment  to  the  er- 1 
pec  ted   vacancy   during   the  Recess,  in 
order  that  the  matter  may  be  discussed 
in  the  House  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no , 
immediate  prospect  of  any  vaeanoy. 

RAILWAYS  IN  COUKTY  DONEGAL. 

Me.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  any 
decision  has  yet  been  come  to  for  the 
construction  of  the  railway  between 
Buncraoa  and  Cardonagb,  in  County 
Donegal  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question  for 
the  present. 


MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That    they    have     agreed    to, — Seed 

Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland)  Bill,  without 

Amendment. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill^  intituled 
^*An  Act  to  provide  a  close  time  for 
Hares  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales.** 
[Hares  Preservation  Bill  [Lords.] 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled  **  An  Actj 
to  Amend   the   Law  as  to  the  Endow- 
ment   of    the    Archdeaconry   of   Corn- 
wall."    [Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill 

[Lordfl.] 
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NAVAL  RESERVES  (No.  1). 
Return  ordered — 

"  Of  namber  of  Naval  R^Berve  Drill  Ships 
and  Batteries,  with  details  as  under,  commeno- 
ing  in  each  case  with  the  name  of  the  ship  or 
battery  where  the  largest  number  of  officers 
and  men  were  drilled,  for  the  year  ending  the 
3l8t  day  of  March  18iO,  in  the  following 
form: — 
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NAVAL. RESERVES  (No.  2). 

Ketnm  ordered — 

"  Showing  total  cost  of  Royal  Naval  Reserve, 
Drill  Ships  and  Batteries,  including  Salaries, 
Allowances,  and  Emoluments  of  all  Ranks  and 
Ratings,  except  Instructors,  for  the  year  ending 
the  3 1st  day  of  March  1890,  in  the  following 
form  : — 
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MESSAGE    TO    ATTEND    THE    LORDS 
COMMISSIONERS. 

The    Honse     went; — and    being    re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.    Deputy    Speaker  reported    the 
Royal  Assent  to, — 

1,  Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland) 
Act,  1890. 

2.  Seed   Potatoes  Supply   (Ireland) 
Act,  1890, 


COURT     OF     EXCHEQUER   (IRELAND) 
(LORD     CHIEF    BARON'S    OBSERVA- 
TIONS ON  APPLICATION  FOR  HABEAS 
CORPUS). 
Return  ordered — 

"  Of  the  Observations  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron 
of  the  Irish  Court  of  Exchequer  on  delivering 
the  Judgment  of  the  Court  on  an  application  for 
Habeas  Corpus  by  Michael  O'Brien  DaJton 
and  others  on  the  1st  day  of  December  last."— 
{Mr.  T.  JF.  Rmsell.) 

MOTIONS. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL  (COURT  OF  EECOED) 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  BiU  to 
amend  the  practice  and  procedure  of  the  Court 
of  Record  of  the  borough  of  Kingston-upon- 
Hull,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albert 
Rollit,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  King,  Mr. 
Grotrian,  Mr.  Sykes,  Mr.  Duncombe,  and  Com- 
mander Betbell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  158.] 

MUSEUMS   AND   GYMNASIUMS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Powell,  Bill  to  enable 
urban  authorities  to  provide  and  maintain 
Museums  and  Gymnasiums,  ordered  to  he 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Powell,  Dr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Edward  Hardcastle,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr. 
Kenrick,  Mr.  Mallock,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  159.] 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACT  (i860)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Harland,  Bill  to 
amend  *' The  Tram wajrs  (Ireland)  Act,  I860," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Har- 
land, Mr.  Sexton,  and  Captain  M'Calmont. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  1 60.  ] 

FORGED  TRANSFERS   BILL. 

On  Motiun  of  Mr.  Pitt- Lewis,  Bill  for  pre- 
venting purchasers  of  Stocks  from  losses  by 
Forg^  Transfers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pitt- Lewis,  Mr.  Kimber,  and  Mr. 
Maclare. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  161 .] 


ARCHITECTS    REGISTRATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Noble,  Bill  for  the 
Registration  of  Architects,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Noble,  General  Golds- 
worthy,  and  Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  162.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


LAND    DEPARTMENT    (IRELAND) 

BILL.— (No.  112.) 
Bill  considered  in  dJommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday,  22nd  January. 

PURCHASE  OF  LAND  AND  CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS  (IRELAND)  [ADVANCES 
&c.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,   and    Question  proposed, 
"  1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise— 
(a.)    the  temporary  advance  out  of   the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom of  any  sums  that  may  be  required 
for  making  good  any  deficiency  in  the 
Land  Purchase  Account  for  the  payment 
of  dividends  on  guaranteed  Land  Stook 
and  payments  to  the  Sinking  Fund  ; 
(b.)  an  annual  Exchequer  contribution  of 
£40,000  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
the  United  Kingdom  to  the  Guarantee 
Fund, 
(c.)  the  payment  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  the 
salaries  of  the  Land  Commissioners. 
«  2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,   out  of  moneys  to  be  proyided  by 
Parliament,  of  the  salaries,  remuneration,  and 
admioistrative  expenses  of  the  Congested  Dis- 
tricts Board,  in  pursuance  of  any  Act  of  the 
present  Session  relating  to  the  Purchase  of 
Land  in  Ireland,  the  Land  Commission,  and 
the  Congested  Districts  in  Ireknd."—  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour.) 

(4.32.)  Mb.  T.  K  HBALY  (Longford, 
N.) :  I  understand  from  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vernment  that  the  pledge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  FirstLord  of  thcTrea- 
sury  was  that  no  farther  stage  beyond 
the  Second  Beading  wonld  be  taken  of 
any  of  these  measures.  We  have  allowed 
the  Government  in  connection  with 
these  two  Bills  to  take  another  stage — 
one  that  I  understood  was  reserved  for 
after  the  Christmas  holidays. 

(4.33.)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Progress  cannot  be  made 
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in  Comiuittee  with  this  Bill  until  a 
formal  Re  so  In  t  ion  has  been  passed »  which 
Besolutiou  was  included  in  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Government — that  is  to 
say,  the  programme  of  business  to  be 
taken  before  the  adjouraraent  for  the 
Cbriatraas  balidnjs. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  ALT  :  I  refer  not  to  the 
aiTsmgements  of  the  Government,  but  to 
the  pledge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  apprehend  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  the  Government  would 
not  press  these  Bills  beyond  the  Second 
Beading  stage,  but  they  have  now 
achieved  a  further  stage,  which  has  pre- 
vented Instructions  being  moved  on 
going  into  Committee. 

(4.34.)  Mr.  W,  H.  SMITH:  The 
pledge  I  gave  to  the  HouBe  was  that  no 
progress  should  be  made  in  Committee 
on  the  Bill  until  after  the  Chriatmas 
Keceas,  but  it  was  distinctly  understood 
that  all  the  steps  neoessary  to  get  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chnir  should  be  dis- 
posed of,  and  the  Mojiey  Resolution  is 
one  of  those  steps. 

Mr.  T,  M.  HEA.LY  :  I  will  say  no 
more  on  the  point,  but  I  hope  the 
Irish  Members  will  have  sufficient  notice 
given  them  of  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  effective  progrt^sa 
in  Committee  on  the  Land  Bills.  I  un- 
derstand from  the  Government  that  the 
early  jmrt  of  the  January  Sitting  wull  be 
rt:^jupied  with  the  Tithe  and  the  Scotch 
Private  Legislation  Bills.  That  is,  no 
doubt,  right  and  proper  ;  but  I  think  we 
should  have  a  few  days'  notice  of  the 
Irish  Bills,  so  a«  to  enable  us  to  put 
down  our  Amend m en ta.  Wo  do  not 
want  to  spend  our  Christmas  in  pre- 
piring  Amendments.  We  cannot  be 
expected  to  devote  our  whole  lives  to 
work  of  this  kind.  We  ought  to  have 
ample  notitre  as  t-o  when  effective  pro- 
gress will  1)0  made  with  the  Irish  Bills 
in  Committee. 

(4.3G.)  Mr.  W  H.  SMITH:  I  will 
undertake  that  the  effective  notice  which 
the  hon.  Member  requires  shall  be  given, 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  will  agree  that 
that  is  a  course  which  has  always  been 
adopted  by  the  Government,  at  the  rej 
quest  of  the  Irish  Members.  I^o  Bill 
other  than  the  Scotch  Private  Legislation 
Bill  and  the  Tithe  Bill  will  be  proceeded 
with  in  Committee  I)efore  January  29th  ; 
and    if  the   Tithe    Bill    is    not  through 


Committee  on  that  date,  no  other  Bill 
will  be  proceeded  with  in  Committee  on 
that  date.  The  bon.  Member  will  see 
by  the  progress  made  with  the  Tithe  Bill 
and  the  Scotch  business  whether  the 
att*}ndance  of  hiraaelf  and  his  friends 
will  be  requisite.  However,  I  will  un- 
dertake that  ample  notice  of  the  Land 
Bills  shall  be  given, 

Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  npon  Thurs- 
day, 22nd  January. 

TRAMWAYS     ORDER       IN       COUN'CIL 
(IHKLAND)    (ATHENRY    AND    TUAM 
RAILWAY)  BILL.-^(No,  157.) 
SECOND    READING, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(4.39.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A,  J.  Balpoue,  Man. 
Chester,  E.) :  Owing  to  this  Bill  not 
having  been  printed  yesterday  the  House 
was  not  able  to  |>ass  it  through  all  its 
stages,  as  wasintended.  Even  if  the  House 
iigrees  to  pass  it  through  all  its  sttiges  at 
the  present  Sitting,  it  cannot  become 
law  before  Parhament  re-assembles  in 
January,  because  it  will  be  impossible  to 
paj^s  it  tlirough  the  House  of  Lords. 
Still,  if  all  the  stages  are  passed  by  this 
House,  I  think  action  may  be  taken  on 
the  Bill  by  the  company,  although  it  has 
not  formally  become  law.  I  therefore 
suggest  that  all  the  stages  should  be 
taken  at  once. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed ; 
considered  in  Con^roittee,  and  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


ADJOURNMENT  (CHRISTMAS  RECESS). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propcjsed, 
"That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjouni  till  Thursday,  22nd  January , 
\m\:*—{Mr.   WUHam  J/enrt/ Smith.) 

(4.420    Mb.  MARJOKIBANKS  (Ber- 

wickshire) :  I  would  point  out  that  great 
inconvenience  w^ill  be  caused  to  Scotch 
Members  if  the  Scotch  Private  Legis- 
hition  Bill  is  taken  on  the  day  of  the 
meeting  of  Parliament,  It  lias  always 
been  the  custom  to  put  off  measures 
affecting  the  extreme  parts  of  the  King- 
dom to  some  day  aftc»r  the  day  of  the 
meeting  of  the  House,    Scotch  Members 


771 


Adjoummant 


(COMMONS;  {ChristmoB  Becesa).         772 


liave  no  sort  of  idea  of  offering  undue  or 
obfitnictive  opposition  to  the  measure.  I 
think  Thursday,  Jim  nary  29  th,  would  be 
ft  more  convenient  day. 

(4.43.)  Mr,  a,  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh)  : 
I  consider  it  inconvenient  not  to  go  on 
on  the  earliest  possible  day  with  a 
measure  we  are  interested  in,  and  I  may 
say,  on  behalf  of  the  Scotch  Membern, 
thjit  we  have  reason  to  feel  considerable 
disiippointment  at  no  progress  having 
been  mode  with  iScotoh  business  before 
ChrLsfcm*u5,  seeing  that  there  lias  been 
time  and  to  spare.  We  oould  have  made 
progress  with  Saotch  business,  and  could 
have  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
Bills  at  the  stage  at  which  they  were 
left  when  we  met  again  after  tbe 
holidays.  I  would  prot-esfc  against  taking 
away  precedence  from  the  Scotch  measure 
doaling  with  Private  Bill  legislation,  as 
it  is  desirable  tlmt  it  ftbomld  be  passed 
with  the  utmost  expedition.  The  Bill 
has  been  before  tlie  House  year  after  year, 
either  in  the  hands  of  private  Members  or 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  yet 
we  have  made  no  progress  with  it,  Scot- 
land is  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  posH, 
and  there  are  not  many  signs  that  it  is 
likely  to  be  opposed  on  it.s  merits  by  Scotch 
Members  J  therefore,  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  to  keep  the  measure  well 
to  the  fore,  eiving  it  the  ^earliest  possible 
place  OQ  the  Paper, 

(4.45,)  Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  :  Before 
the-  House  adjourns  it  would  be  satis- 
factory— to  the  Irish  Meral^ers,  at  any 
rate — to  know  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  he  intends  placing  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Reports  of  the 
two  engineers  he  has  appointed  to  make 
inquiries  as  to  remunerative  and  useful 
works  for  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. I  think  it  would  be  useful  if  he 
would  state  whether  the  Report  will  be 
Hubmitted  during  the  Recess  or  after  the 
re-assembling  of  the  House. 

♦Mb,  p.  J,  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  think  the  Ashbourne  Act  has  been 
more  in  operation  in  East  Waterford 
than  in  any  other  district  in  the  South 
of  Ireland.  I  have  received  four  large 
Memorials  from  tenants  who  have  pur- 
chased on  various  estates.  One 
Memorial  in  signed  by  tenants  who  pur- 
cha«ied  on  Lane  Fox's  property,  another 
by  tenants  who  puixihased  on  property 
J/r,  MarjarU?miks 


owned  by  Mrs.  Curtis,   and  I   have  an 
immense  Memorial  here  signed  by  nearly 
all  the  tenants  on  the  Curraghmore  Estate. 
The  tenfints  on  the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford's  Estate    say   they    are    in    arrear. 
Many    of    them    are    very    largely    in  i 
arrear.      Though    the   potato    crop    has 
not  been  a  eumplete  failure,  the  yield  has 
been    much     below  the  average.      The 
yield    of    butter,    tr»o,    has     been    very 
small.     There  have  been  several  sales  on  - 
the  Curr^hmore  property  owing  to  the  < 
tenants*  failure  to  pay  their  instalments, 
and    in    some    cases   the    Mjirquess    of  I 
Waterford  hn«  re-purchased  the  holdings,  I 
I  take  it  that  when  the  Bill  became  law 
it   was   intended   that  landlords  shonld 
not  re-purchase  holdings.      At  a  Board 
of  Guardians'  meeting  last  week  a  man 
who   had  purchased    his  holding  at  18 
years'  value  applied  for  relief.      He  was 
unable  to  keep  up  the  instalments,  and 
those  conversant  with  the  property  say 
his  is  only  a  typical  case,  and  that  before 
many  years  pa.s8  many  more  men  will  be 
compelled    to   apply  for  outdoor   relief. 
Some   people    will   say    they  made    the 
bargains  with  their  eyes  open,  and  they 
have  no  one   to  blame  but  themselves. 
But  we  must  acknowledge  that  when  a 
person   is   in  arre^ir,    and    likely   to    be 
thrown  on  the  roadside,  he  is  not   in  a 
condition   to   make  a  fair  bargain »  and 
many  men  in  that  position  will  accept  j 
terms  which  conncientiously  they  cannot 
fulfil,  in  the  hope  of  putting  off  the  evil 
day.      The   prayer  of    those   who  have  I 
signed  the  Memorials  to  the  Land  Com- 
misHion    is   that   the    term    for    paying 
their    instalments   should    be    increased 
from  49  to  69  years.     Some  may  say  that  I 
is  a  very  unreasonable  proposal.      Yes  ;  | 
but  I   presnme  you  w^ant  dnal  owner*  I 
ship  to  end,  I  submit  that  in  the  interest 
of  the  community,  and  of  the  carrying  f 
out  of  the  spirit  of  the  Ashbourne  Act, 
the  prayer  of  the  memorialists  is  worthy  , 
of    the    serious    consideration    of    Her  | 
Majesty's  Government, 

(4,49.)      Mr,  SINCLAIR    (Palkirk/| 
&c.) :    I  hope  sincerely  the    First    Lord ' 
of  the  Ti'easury  will  not  accede  to  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berwicksliire    (Mr.  Marjori.  | 
banks)  with  regard  to  the  Scotch  Private 
Bill  Procedure  Bill,     I  trust  that  thia| 
Bill,    which    the    burghs    of    Scotland ' 
are  extremely  anj(ious  to  see  passed  into  , 
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law,  will  receive  the  assent  of  the  House, 
but  there  will  be  conaiderable  difficulty 
in  attaining  such  an  object  if  the  Bill  is 
put  behind  other  very  important  Bills 
with  which  the  Session  is  already 
weighted, 

(4,50,)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  desire  to  refer  to  another  Scoteh 
Bill — the  Bui^h  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill  The  other  day  the 
Lord  Advocate  renewed  the  offer  of 
the  Government  to  take  the  Bill  if  it 
eon  Id  be  taken  unopposed.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  also  said 
the  Government  could  not  see  their  way 
to  give  any  time  for  progress  with 
regard  to  the  BilL  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  Government  are  some- 
what unreasonable*  The  Bill  consists  of 
531  clauses,  and  therefore  it  is  not  un- 
reasonable to  expect  the  Government  to 
give  some  time  to  its  conaideraticn,  I 
wish  now  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether,  if  a  private  Member 
bnngs  in  this  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill,  the  Govern roent  will 
give  him  ^some  benevolent  assistance,  so 
that  the  measure  may  be  passed  if 
possible.  It  interests  the  whole  of  the 
smaller  burghs  in  Scotland  and  some  of 
the  larger  burghs  too,  and  under  these 
ciiTcum  stances  I  hope  more  reasonable 
counsels  will  prevail  with  the  Govern- 
ment, 

(4,52.)  Db,  CAMERON  fGksgow, 
College) :  I  would  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  yield  to  the  appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  him  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  I  do  not  do  so  on 
the  ground  of  the  convenience  of  the 
Scotch  Members.  The  convenience  of 
some  of  us  must  be  sacrificed,  and  I  shonld 
be  sorry  to  find  Scotch  Members  making 
more  of  their  convenience  than  others. 
But  the  Bill  is  a  most  important  one  in 
view  of  the  principle  it  involves.  The 
question  has  never  l>een  threshed  out 
in  the  House  at  all.  It  wjts  the  subject 
of  debftte  last  Wednesday,  but  has  never 
been  debated  as  a  Government  measure 
and  in  a  lull  House,  It  affects  not  only 
Scotland,  but  every  English  Railway 
Company  that  has  running  powers  over 
Sc^>tc!i  lines,  I  am  as  little  enamoured 
of  the  system  of  Private  Bill  legislation 
as  anyone  in  this  House,  and  should  bo 
glad  to  see  it  amended ^  but  I  think  that 
when  the  question  is  dealt  with  it  should 


be  discussed  by  all  the  Members  of  the 
House,  as  embodying  a  plan  which 
sooner  or  later  will  be  extended  to  the 
other  portions  of  the  kingdom.  It 
would  certainly  not  be  a  wise  thing  to 
proceed  with  a  measure  of  this  sort  in  an 
empty  House  in  the  first  days  after  the 

•(4.55.)  Mr.  0.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) : 
I  so  far  agree  with  the  bun.  Memlier 
who  has  just  sat  down  that  I  think  it 
would  be  a  mistake  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  insist  on  great 
haste  in  dealing  with  a  Bill  that  is 
generally  approved  of  in  point  of 
principle,  but  which  it  would  be  scarcely 
safe  to  pass  rapidly  in  a  very  thin 
Honee.  If  it  should  be  put  forward  on 
the  first  day  of  the  resumed  Session  I 
intend  to  be  in  my  place  to  take  part  in 
the  Debate  upon  it.  It  is,  however,  a 
Bill  that  ought  to  he  discussed  by 
English  as  well  as  Scotch  Members, 
With  reference  to  the  Bnrgh  Police  Bill, 
the  City  of  Perth  is  much  interested 
in  its  becoming  law.  It  has  been 
exhaustively  discussed  both  in  Parlia- 
ment and  lf<jally  in  Scotland,  The 
oppoaition  to  it  is  limited  to  a  very  few 
Members,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  if 
Scotland  is  to  ha%'^e  confidence  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament  for  Scottish  legisla- 
tion the  Government  ou^ht  to  make  an 
efEort  in  favour  of  a  Bill  so  well  sup- 
ported by  Seottisli  opinion, 

•(4,57.)  Mii,  D,  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E,):  I  wish  to  support  the  iippeal  to 
the  Government  that  the  Private  Legisla- 
tion Bill  should  be  postpi^ned  for  a  few 
days.  I  think  the  popularity  of  the 
measure  is  considerably  exaggerated  in 
the  minds  of  those  who  have  spoken  in 
its  favour,  No  doubt,  a  change  of  some 
kind  is  required,  but  the  Bill  deals  with 
questions  of  great  difficulty  and  imjx>rt- 
ance,  and  it  would  be  very  undesirable 
to  let  it  be  rushed  through  a  thin  House. 
I  should  think  the  Tithes  Bill  will  fully 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  Government 
at  the  beginning  of  the  next  Sittings, 
and  it  is  only  reasonable  to  mk  that  the 
Bill  to  which  I  refer  slionld  be  postponed 
for  a  week  or  so.  As  to  the  other 
measure,  it  is  a  Government  Bill,  and  is 
almost  unanimously  approved  in  Scot- 
land, It  was  considered  for  two  months 
by  a  Select  Committee,  and  when  it  was 
ripe  for  passing  and  ready  to  pass,  it  was 
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only  prevented  from  becoming  law  by  a 
aupporter  of  the  Government  putting 
down  two  or  three  pages  of  Amendments 
when  thert*  waa  only  one  day  lefL 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  we 
have  a  somewhat  special  claim  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  Government, 

(4.59.)  Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk^ 
caldy,  *fec.) :  There  are  two  sides  to  the 
questiun  of  the  Burgh  Police  Bill.  I 
quite  agree  that  it  contaius  much  valu- 
able matter  and  many  useful  clauses. 
If  the  Government  would  consent  to 
make  the  Bill  permissive,  as  many  people 
in  Scotland  meant  it,  I  for  one,  and  1 
think  many  of  those  who  oppose  it, 
would  be  inclined  to  withdraw  our 
opposition.  If,  however,  it  is  to  be 
imposed  on  all  the  small  burghs  the 
Government  must  expt^ct  strong  opposi- 
tion to  it, 

♦(5.0.)  Mr.  J.  SEYMOUR  KEAY 
(Elgin  and  Nairn) :  1  desire  to  elicit  a 
piece  of  information  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  with  regard  to  a  very  impor- 
tant matter  raised  to-duy  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).  He  has  on  the 
Paper  a  Motion  in  which  he  moves  for  a 
Return,  and  we  have  just  beard  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  replying 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  intimate  tliat 
he  would  give  some  sort  of  Return, 
though  I  did  not  exactly  gather  whether 
or  not  it  would,  as  promised,  satisfy  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  In  this  connection  1  wish  to 
fortify  the  Chief  Secretary  in  making 
this  Return  as  full  as  possible,  and 
in  doing  this  I  would  remind  the 
House  of  a  circumstance  which  is  not 
likely  to  be  forgotten,  namely,  that,  on 
the  occasion  of  bringing  in  the  former 
Land  Purchase  Bill  last  Session,  the  riorht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  or 
the  leader  of  the  House — I  have  forgotten 
which — gave  a  pledge  in  response  to  the 
request  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who  expressed 
the  desire  that  the  Government  would, 
in  asking  the  House  to  deal  with  such  a 
complex  measure,  lay  as  many  Returns 
and  Pajiers  as  possible  on  the  Table  so  as 
to  enable  the  House  to  arrive  at  a  correct 
jadgmenton  the  many  involved  and  im- 
portant pcjints  in  the  Bill  The  Govern- 
ment gave  the  desired  assurance,  and 
produced  certain  Papers  on  the  last 
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occasion    when     this     Land     Purchase 
question    was    before    us.      Reminding 
the    Government   of    this,   I    now    be^ 
them  to  give  us  an  assurance  that  tht 
Return  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbequei 
has  promised   shall  give   information  in 
full,    so   as   to   satisfy  the    terms  of  tb 
Motion  and  completely  meet  all  the  poin 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thi 
Member  for  Bradfoni. 

(5.2.)     Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longfoi 
N.)  :  I  wish   to  make  an  appeal   to  tb 
Chief  Secretary  on  the  matter  raised  b 
my    hon.   Friend  tlio  Member  for 
Waterford   (Mr.  P.  J.  Power).     He  hi 
informed  the  H<:>use  as  to  the  conditio] 
of   the  tenantry  t>f  the  Lane  Fox   estiil 
and  Lord  Waterford  s  estjite,  and  whai 
I    ask    the    Chief   Secretary    to    do 
this,      Tlie    right  hon.  Gentleman    hi 
assented    u^   the    Motion    of   the    ho: 
Member  for  South  Tyrone   (Mr.   T.  W, 
Russell)  fur    laying    before  the    Hon 
the    Judgment  given    by    Chief   Baroi 
Palles    in    the    well-known   case  of  Mi\ 
O'Brien     Diilton.      Will     be    also     la; 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  two  Jud 
ments    of     Mr.     Commissioner     Lynci 
in  relation   to  certain   of   Lord    Watei 
ford's    tenants,    delivered    a    couple 
years    ago    in    the  ca^es  of  **  Welch 
WattTford  "    and      somebody     els©     f>\ 
Waterford  Y    These  Judgments  show  fcb 
genesis    of    the     difficulties     on      Loi 
Wuterfoi"d's   estate.      I     learn     from 
report  in  a  local  newspaper  that  one  oi 
the  tenants  on  the  osteite  has  become 
pauper   a    year    after    he     became    th 
purchaser   of    his    holding.      The    roai 
was   made  a  freeholder,  he  was  roote« 
in   the  soil,  and  in  csonsequence  of  th 
manner    in    which    this   operation 
carried  out  he  became  an  applicant  foi 
Poor  Law    relief.       He    went    into   th 
Land    Court    to    buy    under    crowbai 
pressure,   and    the   Land   Court   Judgi 
gave    his  Judgment   that   this   crowbai 
pressure   was    not   duress,      Mr.    Folr^ 
went    before     the      Guardians   of    th( 
Union    for    relief   as    a   destitute    an 
evicted    tenant.      He     was    evicted    b 
tlie  Ltiod   Commission,  and  observe,  n 
sooner  was  he  evicted  than  Lord  Wate 
ford    bought    back   from   the    Commi 
sioners  his  own  holding.     Now,   I  cal 
this  **  bulling  "  the  market.      The  land 
lord  liaving   parted  with   his  ebares — 
call  the   land  his  shares — his  shares  i 
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Irish  land  at  a  high  price,  I  will  call  it 
par ;  then,  they  having  fallen  in  value, 
say  50  per  cent.,  he  purchases  bftck  the 
shares  from  the  CommisHion,  and  pockets 
a  liandat^me  dividend  by  the  transaction. 
Now  this  is  a  very  serious  state  of 
things,  and  wo  prophesied  tliat  it 
would  arise.  We  pointed  out  what 
w<»uld  l>e  likely  to  happen,  and  in  the 
result  you  have  the  Waterford  tenants 
evicted,  and  one  of  them  appealing  to 
the  Carrick-on-Suir  Board  of  Gutu-dians 
for  out-door  relief.  Is  this  not  a  painful 
position?  Mr,  Foley  was  asked  sevei-al 
questions  as  to  his  tenure,  and  qiiesttona 
elicited  the  information  that  be  pmr- 
chased  at  IS  years  on  the  old  rent, 
which  was  reduced  by  ,£10.  fle  was 
asked  to  purchase  or  to  give  up  the  land, 
Mr.  Thompson,  a  Tory  Guardian,  asked 
htiw  much  rent  was  owing  to  Lord 
Wat^*rford,  and  Mr.  Foley  said  tw<i 
y<'!irs.  Lord  Waterford  forgave  him  I 
suppose,  as  it  is  called,  the  10  year*?' 
rent.  He  got  18  years'  purchase  on  the 
old  rent  from  the  Land  Commission, 
Now,  I  suppose  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  not  pretend  that  it  is  acting  from  a 
statesmanlike  view  or  from  purely 
patriotic  motives  to  conceal  the  truth 
upon  these  matters,  and  I  ask  him 
to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Judgment 
of  Commissioner  Ljmch  that  it  is 
not  duress  to  compel  a  tenant,  under 
threat  of  eviction,  to  buy  at  a 
given  rate.  I  really  cannot  see  the 
position  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  He  Ivas 
struck  out»  I  believe,  all  limitation  of 
years'  purchase,  I  understand  in  the  old 
Bill  the  limit  was  20  years,  but  now 
there  is  no  limit,  and  we  shall  see  the 
result,  I  beg  of  him,  claiming  con- 
scientious motives  as  he  does  in  forcing 
on  this  Purchase  Bill — in  forcing  Irish 
tenants  to  buy  at  a  rate  fixed  by  the 
Ijand  Commissioners  under  landlord 
pressure — I  aak  him,  in  the  name  of 
Heaven,  if  Ireland  is  to  be  a  going  con- 
cent inder  a  Home  Rnle,  Liberah  or  Tory 
Govertiment,  not  to  load  down  under  a 
bovrible  dead  weight  of  debt  miserable, 
impoverished  tenants,  forced  to  buy  at  a 
ruinous  rttte.  Some  of  the  Lane  Fox 
tenants  came  to  me  and  the  lata  Mr, 
Biggar  when  we  were  in  the  district, 
and  our  ad^nce  was,  Buj  if  you  can  get 
the  land  at  a  desirjible  rate.  Mr.  Biggar 
w»is  most  emphatic.  You  may  say  that 
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dishonest  motives  prompt  this  begging 
for  a  reduction  now,  and  that  the  tenants 
have  money  in  the  stocking  or  the 
Siivings  Biink,  but  I  do  not  believe  you 
hiive  so  demoralised  the  Irish  people  that 
a  body  of  them  would  be  guilty  of  such  a 
course  of  conduct,  except  under  the  great- 
est stress  of  circumstances.  The  Chief 
Secretary  is  willing  to  lay  before  us  a 
Judgment  of  Chief  Baron  Palles  when- 
ever it  is  m  his  favour,  though  he 
refuses  it  when  it  is  against  him  ;  but 
will  he  lay  on  the  Table  these  Judgments 
of  Commissioner  Lynch  ?  That  the 
riglit  lion.  Gentleman  approves  of  the 
actions  of  Mr,  Commissioner  Lynch  we 
know^  from  the  fact  that  that  gentleman's 
salary  is  to  be  raised  by  £1,000  a  year. 
I  do  not  see  my  way  to  support  the 
suggestion  that  the  number  of  years  over 
which  payments  should  bespread  should 
be  extended.  I  won  hi  not  recommend 
it,  for  this  rea.son  :  the  more  the  fjeriod 
is  extended,  and  the  smaller  the  pay- 
ments, the  greater  will  be  ti\e  titiit  held 
out  to  the  smaller  tenants  to  buy  on  the 
landlords'  terms.  I  know  that  on  the 
Duke  of  Leinster's  e.Htates,  Lord  Water- 
ford's  estates,  and  other  estates  in  which 
I  am  deeply  interest td,  there  is  a  feeling 
in  favour  of  a  terra  of  69  years,  and  I 
know  this  will  be  an  additional  induce- 
ment U\  tenants  to  come  to  terms  with 
their  landlords,  I  do  not  advise  that 
now  ;  later  on,  perhaps,  matters  may  be 
regarded  in  a  different  light  upon  the 
genei'fd  jK>liey  of  purchase.  We  may 
now  fairly  ask  that  we  shall  have 
laid  down  imd  phiced  lief  ore  us  the 
j  exact  principles  u[^on  which  the  Land 
!  Commissioners  will  work,  and    we  can 

the    result 
Waterfcrrd 


have    no  better  guide   than 


of     the    purchases    by    the 
tenants. 

(5.12.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfodb, 
Manchester,  E.)  :  I  will  first  refer  to  the 
matters  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  and  the  hon.  and  learneni 
Member  who  has  just  spoken.  I  am 
asked  to  lay  u]x>n  the  Tal>le  a  copy  of 
the  Jndgnient  of  Mr,  Lynch  in  a  certain 
case — — 

Mr,  T.  M,  HEALY  :  Two  Judgments. 

Mb.    a.    J,  BALFOUR :    In  certain 

cjises    connected     with     sales    of   Lord 

Waterford '8   property.     Well,    I  will  at 

once  inquire   from    Mr.   Lj^ich   if  any 
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ftttthentic  report  of  his  Judgment  existe, 
and  I  ehall  be  happy  to  lay  a  oopy  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  for  the  Oi>n\^nience 
of  horu  Members  who  may  wish  throug-h 
this  means  to  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted witli  the  methods  adopted  by 
the  Commisaiou  in  settling  the  terms 
upon  which  purchases  have  been  effected. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr,T.  M.  Healy)  seems  tt>  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  P. 
J.  Power)  in  thinking  that  there  was 
Bome  undue  profit  given  to  Lord  Water- 
ford  by  permitting  him  to  bay  back  land 
which  htid  previously  been  sold  to  a 
tenant,  subject^  of  course,  to  the  annuity 
placed  on  the  land  by  the  process  of  sale. 
Well,  if  Lord  Waterford  gained  by  the 
transaction,  it  is  evident  that  the  terms 
were  good  upon  which  he  sold  to  the 
tenant.  He  will  not  be  able  to  sub- let 
without  the  consent  of  the  Commis- 
sioners; and  if  Lord  Waterford  buys  back 
the  land,  subject  to  the  sale  annuity,  the 
tenant  would  pay,  and,  subject  to  the 
unavoidable  difficulties  of  cultivation  by 
the  landlord,  it  conclusively  proves  that 
the  t-enant  to  whom  the  sale  was  effected 
must  have  had  an  uncommonly  good 
bargain. 

Mr,  T.  M.  healy  :  He  captured  the 
teniints'  interest. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  But  I  do  not 
understand,  so  far  as  the  facta  have  been 
laid  befort^  us,  tliat  there  are  any  grounds 
for  supposing  this  was  a  hard  case  for 
the  tenant.  We  are  informed  that  the 
mle  wae  effected  at  18  years'  purchase, 
and,  so  far  as  my  mental  arithmetic  goes, 
it  will  be  found  that  involves  a  reduction 
in  the  previous  rent  paid  by  the  tenant 
of  28  per  cent  Now,  I  do  not  think  the 
payTuenfc  of  rent  reduced  by  28  per  cent, 
can  l>e  regarded  as  excessively  hard  upon 
the  man  who  pays  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  P,  J.  Power)  pressed 
upon  rae  the  desirability  of  acceding  to 
the  terms  of  the  Petition  he  read  to  the 
House,  and  of  extending  the  term  over 
which  the  payment  is  requii^ed  from  49 
to  69  years.  The  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford objects  to  that  proposfilj  and  I  agree 
with  his  objection  ;  and,  other  terms  of 
purchase  being  fairly  settled,  my  own 
view  is  that  the  period  of  repayment 
should  be  adhered  to.  It  will  be  noted 
by  the  House  that  I  have  no  |iower  to 
interfere.  Nothing  but  legislation  can 
¥k  a,  J.  Baljour 


effect  the  change,  and  I  am  sure  tha  I 
House  will  pause  for  a  long  time  before 
making  the  alteration.  Then  the  Kon. 
Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  Cox)  asks  me 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Reports  of  the 
two  engineers  in  relation  to  such  public 
works  as  are  intended  to  be  undertaken 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.  These  Reports 
are  not,  I  tliink,  of  a  character  to  be 
safely  laid  U[»on  the  Table,  because  thej 
do  not  give  a  list  of  the  works  actuidly 
going  to  be  executed ;  they  consist  of  i 
plans  and  observationw  on  possible  works 
that  might,  should  neceanity  arise,  be 
undertaken.  It  would  be  inexpedient  ^ 
to  raise  false  hopes  by  detailing  a  large 
number  of  works  only  some  of 
which,  should  necessity  arise,  are 
ever  likely  to  be  carried  out  The 
hon*  Member  for  Elgin  (Mr.  Keay) 
asks  if  I  will  lay  on  the  Table  a  bkU 
table  showing  the  financial  scheme  of 
Purchase  Bill  No.  L  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
stated  earlier  in  to-day's  proceedings  that 
he  would  consult  with  me  and  endeavour 
to  lay  such  a  t^^ble  before  the  House,  and 
thr  hon.  Member  may  be  assured  that  the 
pledge  so  given  will  be  fulfilled.  We  will 
do  everything  we  can  to  make  the 
working  of  the  scheme  perfectly  clear  to 
everj^  hon.  Memlier.  I  think  I  have  i 
dealt  with  all  the  points  that  have  been 
raised* 

(5.18.)      Mb.    SYDNEY    BUXTON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  The   Scotch  [ 
Bill,  so  far  as  I  can  learii,  seems  to  be  a  I 
very  suitable  Bill  to  jiufc  down  for  the 
first    business    on    re  assembling    after  < 
Christmaa,  for  the  reason  that  it  seems  to  | 
have  little  int^^reet  to  Members  generally. 
But  my  object;  in  rising  is  to  try  to  ex-  ' 
tract  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tretisury 
a  promise  that  he  will  show  some  respect 
to  private  Members*  nights.    During  this  I 
extra  Sitting  we  gave  up  our  time  to  tJie  I 
Government  in    order   that    this  ante- 
Christmas  Session  might  come  to  an  end  I 
as  early  aa  possible.     But  now  I  h^ipe  w© 
may  look  forward  to  our  Tuesdays  and  ] 
Fridays,  and  T  hope  w^e  may  have  some 
assurance  from  the  Government  that  our  | 
nights  oil  those  days  will  be  respected.  ' 
It  is  rather  hard,  after  we  Imve  nbt^ined 
an   opportunity  in  the  Ballot,  cjuv fully 
prepiired  oar  subject,    and    securtHl  the 
assistance  of  our  friends  to  keep  a  House,  1 
that  we  should  suddenly  have  our  oppor-j 
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t unity  taken  from  us  at  a  veiy  few  days* 
notice.  I  Hope  also  thiit  when  the 
Qovernment  do  consider  themaelvea 
under  the  necessity  of  asking  for  a  larger 
share  of  the  time  of  the  House,  they  will 
take  the  whole  of  one  private  Members* 
night,  and  not  as  they  did  last  Session— 
institute  Morning  Sittings  at  an  early 
period,  thus  practically  depriving  private 
Members  of  both  opportunities.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows,  after  a 
Morning  Sitting  devoted  to  Government 
business,  it  is  almost  impossible  to  make 
a  House  at  9  o'clock  except  for  a  sub- 
ject of  the  greatt^sfc  interest.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned  as  a  private  Member,  I  desire  to 
retain  one  night ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  finds  he  must  infringe  upon 
our  time,  let  h  im  lay  hold  of  the  whole  of 
one  of  the  nights — Tuesday  or  Friday — 
and  leave  us  the  other.  I  think  we  may 
fairly  claim  so  much  consideration  having 
regard  to  the  spirit  we  have  all  shown 
during  the  Sittings  of  the  last  few  days, 
jiBsiatiug  the  Government  to  make  ex- 
traordinary progress  with  their  BilLi. 
The  Government  might,  I  think,  recipro- 
CJite  by  some  concession  to  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  private  Members. 

(5.22/)  Dr,  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) : 
I  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary  is  not 
now  in  his  place,  but  I  am  glad  to  see 
the  Attorney  Gh^neral  for  Ireland  there, 
for  I  take  advantage  of  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House  to  try  and  get  some 
assurance  in  regard  to  two  or  three 
public  works  within  my  own  con- 
stituency. I  refer  to  the  three  light 
railway  works  mainly  promoted  by 
private  enterprise,  and  in  the  present 
lamentable  c-ondition  of  a:ffair8  I  trust 
we  may  have  a  full  assurance  that  every 
iM>isible  assistance  will  be  given  towards 
the  promotion  of  these  works.  Also  I 
would  invite  an  expression  of  opinion  in 
regard  to  tbe  lamentable  condition  of 
the  poor  in  the  Schull  Uni4mj  upon  which 
many  representations  have  been  made, 
I tji  mediate  action  is  necessary  ;  the  state 
of  nffairs  does  not  admit  of  delay.  The 
district  is  not  within  my  own  con- 
stituency; its  Representative  is  absent 
through  ill  health.  Further — and  I  am 
putting  these  matters  briefly  as  thus 
being  more  likely  to  get  a  satisfactory 
reply — I  would  ask  that  attention  should 
be  jiaid  tu  the  repi*eseatations  of  Father 
O'Connor,  the  parisli  priest  of  AchiU,  as 


to  the  starving  condition  of  the  poor 
people  there»  and  that  the  Government 
should  provide  some  means  of  employ- 
mt:nt  and  assistance  for  this  popula- 
tion. 

(5.24.)  The  FIRST  LORD  op  thr 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  In  reference  to  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  haa 
just  spoken,  1  have  to  say  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  are  fully  cognisant  of  their  duty  and 
responsibilities  in  the  matters  the  hon. 
Member  has  alluded  to,  The  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Poplar  ^Mr,  Sydney  Buxton)  has 
asked  me  to  give  a  pledge  in  regard  to 
private  Members*  nights,  such  as  I  think 
it  would  be  scarcely  [irudent  for  me  now 
to  give.  It  is  a  very  serious  thing  to 
give  such  pledges.  We  have  the 
greatest  possible  regard  for  the  privileges 
of  private  Membei-s,  and  I  desire  that 
they  should  exercise  those  privileges  to 
the  fullest  extent,  Hon.  Members  have 
it  in  their  power  to  give  to  the  Govern- 
ment  all  the  time  that  is  considered 
necessary  by  facilitating  the  progress  of 
Government  measures,  and  by  aasisting 
the  Government  to  pass  those  measures 
into  law.  If  hoe.  Members  opposite  will 
assist  the  Government  to  the  same  extent 
as  no  doubt  they  have  done  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session,  there  will  be 
little  occasion  to  interfere  with  the  privi- 
leges of  private  Members  on  the  resump- 
tion of  the  Sittings  after  the  holidays, 
but  the  hon.  Member  cannot  expect 
me  to  make  any  engagement  which 
would  prevent  the  Government  from 
carrying  forward  their  own  measures 
with  reasonable  speed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ber- 
wickeliire  (Mr.  Marjoribanks)  objects 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Scotch  Legis- 
lation Bill  being  appointed  as  the  first 
business  when  we  renew  our  Sittings, 
and  I  am  alway.s  placed  in  a  position 
of  difficulty  when  these  objecfcions  are 
urged — one  portion  of  the  House  de- 
siring  progress  should  be  made  in  one 
direction,  other  Members  in  another. 
Unfortunately,  it  is  not  in  my  power, 
much  as  I  should  like  to  do  so,  to  meet 
the  desire  of  every  individual  Member, 
hut  I  may  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Government  are  only  going 
U>  advance  the  Scotch  Private  Legisla- 
tion Bill  to  the  stage  at  which  the  other 
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Bills  in  the  programme  of  the  Govern - 
me  tit  have  arrived.  We  want  to  get  the 
Bill  into  Committee,  and  it  will  then 
take  its  place  among  onr  other  Bills. 
The  right  hon.  GenfcK?man  says  he  and 
other  Members  concerned  have  no  ohjec- 
tion  on  principle  to  the  measure,  and  it 
IB  the  principle  that  has  to  be  considered 
on  the  Motion  for  Second  Reading.  It 
ia  not  a  meoBiire  of  the  first  importance, 
but  it  is  one  whose  ado^jtion  lias  bt^en 
urged  on  the  Honae  many  times  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Sept  land.  The  Govern- 
ment, therefort',  feel  bound  to  make  an 
effort  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
eion  to  pass  the  Bill;  and  I  think  that, 
on  the  whole,  I  am  consulting  the  con- 
venience of  hon.  Members  and  the 
interest  of  the  measure  by  asking  the 
House  to  proceed  with  its  consideration 
on  the  re-assembling  of  Parliament,  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approves  of 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  he  need 
not  he  put  to  the  inconvenience  of 
attending  on  that  day.  The  h«in.  Mem» 
ber  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Essle- 
m.ont)  has  referred  to  the  Sc*'»tch  Bui'gh 
and  Police  Bill,  and  the  Governmeut 
have  received  information  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  that  if  every 
clause  of  the  571  the  Bill  contains,  to 
which  he  takes  exception,  were  omitted, 
then  there  would  bo  no  objection  to  it, 

Sm  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  pai^on  ; 
that  is  not  what  I  said.  I  said  that  if 
the  Bill  were  made  permissive  like  the 
other  Bill  I  would  withdraw  my  oppo- 
sition, 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  1  lioi>e  that  the 
h<m.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  and  the  one 
or  two  other  Members  from  Scotland 
who  object  to  the  Bill  may  bo  in  line  need 
by  their  colleagues  not  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  power  of  o  bat  meting  this 
measure  of  great  domestic  interest  and 
importance,  so  that  it  may  pass 
into  law  during  the  present  Session. 
If  hon.  Members  from  iScotland  will 
come  to  an  understanding  with  one 
another  upon  the  subject,  the  Govern- 
ment will  certainly  afford  them  an 
opportunity  of  passing  the  measure, 
giving  them  that  benevolent  assistance 
which  is  asked  for.  The  Bill  lias  been 
before  the  House  several  times,  and  has 
been  received  on  a  previous  occasion 
almost  without  opposition.  It  ought 
not  to  be  met  by  obstruction,  which 
Mi\  W,  IL  Smith 


would  prevent  prfjgrees  being  made  not  I 
only  with  that,  bnt  with  other  important  | 
measures.       I      trust     that      now      tht 
House  may  be  able  to  adjnum,  and  that  1 
we     Khali   meet  again    in    January    de* 
termined  U^  do  our  business  as  well  and 
as  efheicntly  as  possible. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


LAND     DEPARTMENT      (IRELAND) 

[8ALARIE!^.  (fee. J 

Gommittee   to   consider  of  authorising  the 
payment,    out   of    the    Consolidiited    Fund,   of 
the    aalaries,    pensions,    and    aup^rannufttion  1 
allowances   of  the    Land   t-ommiasioners,   and 
thb   payment   out  of  monies   to    be    provided 
by    Parliament  of  the  Bulanea,  remuneration,  ' 
and   HuperannuatioD    allowances  of  the  officers  * 
of  the  Land  X>epartment,  and  of  the  eitpena6« 
of  carrying  into  effect  any  Act  of  the  preaeut 
SeBBion  to  constitute  a  Land  Department,  and 
to  amend  the  Laws  relating:  to  the  Purchase 
of      1-and     in     Ireland      (Queen's     Kecom- 
mendation    signified),    upon   Thorsday,   22iid 
January, 

Hou»e      adjourned      at      twenty  , 
minutea  b<?fore  Six  o* clock  till  | 
Thursday,  22nd  January. 


HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  15tfi  December,  1890. 


APPEAL  COMMITTEE. 
Moved,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  be 
appointed  to  take  the  Chair  in  the 
Appeal  Committee  this  dny  in  the 
absence  of  the  Earl  of  Morley. — ( 77j^ 
Lord  Wa^n,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasnre. 

Honse  resumed. 

APPEAL  COMMHTEE, 
First  Rt'jxjrt  from  ;  n-ad,  and  agi^ed 


to. 


House  adjourned  at  »i  quurter  past  FiT«  I 
o'clock,  to  Thursday  the  22nd  of 
January  nex^t,  a  quarter  paat 
Four  o'clock. 
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ciples  are  very  often  involved,  and  which 
might  be  otherwise  overlooked.  Bnt 
there  has  been  some  question  as  to  the 
precise  arrangement  of  these  Committees 
in  regard  to  the  examination  of  details 
which  it  is  desirable  should  be  inves- 
tigated, and  for  that  purpose  I  propose  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
to  examine  into  the  Standing  Orders, 
and  to  recommend  any  changes  that  may 
seem  desirable.  With  respect  to  the 
further  business  of  the  House,  I  would 
rather  wait  to  see  what  other  measures 
are  proposed  before  I  reply  more  par- 
ticularly to  the  noble  Earl. 


NEW  PEERS. 

The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Francis 
Ricliard  Sandford,  K.C.B.,  having  been 
created  Baron  Sandford,  of  Sandford  in 
the  county  of  Salop — Was  (in  the  usual 
maxmer)  introduced. 

Sir  ICdward  Cecil  Guinness,  Baronet, 
liaving^  been  created  Baron  Iveagh,  of 
iTCQgh.  in  the  county  of  Down — Was 
(in  the  nsual  manne^)  introduced. 

The  liord  Carrington — ^Took  the  oath. 

TBAMWATS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
UkKD)  (ATHENRV  AND  TUAM  RAIL- 
IRTAY)  BILL. 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 

and  to  be  printed.     (No.  19.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
JEUrl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
take  the  liberty  of  asking  the  noble 
MarqneBS  whether  he  can  give  us  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  coursa 
-which,  is  to  be  adopted  in  dealing  with 
the  business  which  is  likely  to  come 
before  ns. 

The   prime    MINISTER   and   SE 
CRETARY   or  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  imagine  that  the  course  of  business  in 
jonr  Lordships'  House  will  depend  very 
much,  as  in  former  years,  on  the  action 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  There 
axe  two  important  Bills  now  before  the 
other  House  which  are,  I  think,  likely  to 
be  here  bif  ore  long.  They  are  the  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  tithes — which  has  been  a 
good  deal  altered  since  it  was  before  your 
Lordships    last — and     a    Bill    affecting 
Scotch  Private   Business.      I  have   not 
looked  at  the  Notice  Paper,  and  I  do  not 
know  what  the  Notices  are ;  but  there 
is     one    subject     to    which     I     shall 
have    to     call      the     early     attention 
ol   your  Lordships,    and    that   is    the 
question  of    Standing   Committees.      I 
ttiink  it  is  admitted  that    these   Com- 
mittees have  done    great   good.     They 
have  iuBured  the  examination  not  only 
of  the  wording  and  the    machinery  of 
BiUs,  but  also  of  details  in  which  prin- 
VOIi.  CCCXLIX     ImiRD  series.] 


CHILDREN'S    LIFE   INSURANCE   BILL,. 
[h.l.]-(No.  16.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Bishop  op  PETERBOROUGH: 
In  asking  your  Lordships  to  be  good 
enough  to  give  a  Second  Reading  to  this 
Bill,  I  must  trouble  you  with  a  very  few 
words  of  explanation.  Your  Lordships 
will,  doubtless,  remember  that  last 
year  you  gave  a  Second  Reading  to  this 
Bill,  and  afterwards  referred  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  to  take  evidence  and 
report  thereon  to  the  House.  The  end 
of  the  Session  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee were  able  to  report,  and  it  of 
course  put  an  end  both  to  the  Bill  and  to 
the  Committee.  It  is,  therefore,  necessary 
that  the  Bill  should  be  re-introduced  as 
a  matter  of  form,  in  order  that  they 
may  complete  their  work.  This,  my 
Lords,  is  precisely  the  same  measurethat 
was  introduced  by  me  last  Session.  I  think 
it  right  to  state,  however,  that  it  con  tains 
^he  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last  Ses  sion, 
commonly  known  as  the  *' undertaker's 
clause,"  and  it  does  so  although  the 
Committee  resolved  that  the  Bill  should 
be  amended  by  omitting  that  clause. 
The  reason  for  its  inclusion  is  not  that 
I  desire  in  the  very  least  the  re-enact- 
ment of  this  clause — in  point  of  fact,  I 
was  the  first  in  the  Committee  to  move 
its  omission ;  but  having  moved  its 
omission,  I  had  no  right,  imtil  the  Com- 
mittee had  finally  reported  the  Bill  as 
amended  to  your  Lordships*  House,  on 
my  own  authority  to  amend  the  measure. 
I  therefore  feci  myself  bound  to  re-in- 
troluce  the  Bill  in  the  same  form  in 
which  it  was  pros  J n  ted  to  your  Lordships 
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last  year ;  but,  of  course,  the  Resolution 
to  which  the  Committee  came  to  omit 
the  2nd  clause  will  take  effect  when 
the  Bill  is  reported  with  Amendments  to 
the  House.  I  thought  it  necessary  to 
offer  this  explanation  in  order  to  prevent 
misapprehension  out  of  doors  as  to  the 
omission  of  this  particular  clause,  which 
excited  a  good  deal  of  opposition,  and  if 
it  had  appeared  now  without  this  ex- 
planation which  I  have  given  your  Lord- 
ships it  might  have  created  misappre- 
hension. I  venture,  after  this  explana- 
tion, to  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  this 
Bill  a  second  time,  and  that  it  may  then 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  to  receive  evidence  thereon,  and 
to  report  the  Bill  with  Amendments. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order)  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH: 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  to-morrow 
I  shall  move  the  names  recommended 
for  the  Select  Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^   22nd  January,  1891, 


J^OTICB   OF  MOTION, 


IRISH  ADMINISTRATION. 
Me.  PARNELL  (Cork)  :  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  on  an  early  day  I  shall 
call  attention  to  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act  in  Ireland,  and  move  a 
Resolntion.  I  maj  add  that  to-morrow 
I  shall  ask  the  leader  of  the  Honse  if 
he  will  afPord  early  facilities  for  dis- 
cussing the  Motion. 

QUESTIONS. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS    SESSIONAL 
PAPERS. 

Me.  KNOWLES  (Salford,  W.) :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if 

he  can  arrange  that  the  Annual  IcdgJ 

oi  the  Sessional  Papers  of  the  House  ols 

TAe  Bishop  of  Peterhorovrjh 


Commons  shall  be  so  compiled  as  to  in- 
clude year  by  year  references  to  all 
Papers  published  since  the  preceding 
Decennial  Index] 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
have  made  inquiry  of  the  officers  con- 
cerned, and  I  think  it  will  be  possible  to 
give  what  my  hon.  Friend  desires. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  EDUCATION. 
Me.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  the  two 
teachers  who  were  summoned  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Irish  National  Educa- 
tion to  the  July  Examination  of  1889, 
as  candidates  for  promotion,  and  who 
attended  and  passed  that  examination, 
and  whose  promotion  was  deferred,  or 
withheld,  kave  yet  been  promoted ; 
and,  if  not,  when  will  they  receive  the 
promotion  to  which  their  answering  at 
that  examination  entitled  them  ? 

•The  Attorney  general  for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  report  that  the  claims  of  both 
teachers  have  received  careful  considera- 
tion. One  of  the  teachers  has  been  pro- 
moted; the  other,  owing  to  want  of 
success  in  school  keeping,  could  not  be 
promoted. 

SAVINGS  BANK  CLERKS. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  two  Orders  in 
Council  relating  to  the  Civil  Service 
were  issued  on  the  15th  August  last, 
only  one  of  which  was  duly  published 
in  the  London  Gazette  ;  whether  the  un- 
published Order  gave  special  powers  to 
the  Postmaster  General  to  place  a  large 
number  of  clerks  of  the  second  class  in 
the  Savings  Bank  Department  in  the 
Second  Division  of  the  Service  without 
their  consent;  whether  the  Postmaster 
General  has  since  availed  himself  of  these 
powers,  notwithstanding  the  reported 
protests  of  the  majority  of  the  clerks  in 
question ;  whether  the  Treasury  was 
fully  inTormed  by  the  Postmaster 
General  of  the  objections  entertained 
by  these  officers  to  being  reduced  in 
rank ;  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
enable  them  to  regain  the  rank  of 
which   they  have   been  deprived  after 
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many  years'  service ;  and  whether  he 
will  give  an  assurance  that  all  future 
Orders  in  Council  relating  to  the  Civil 
Service  shall  be  published  in  the 
Gazette  in  accordance  witli  the  usual 
practice  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  Some  of  the  ques- 
tions relate  to  matters  not  strictly 
within  my  Department,  but  I  am  in- 
formed that  of  the  two  Orders  in 
Council  of  August*  15,  the  one  relating 
to  the  Civil  Servica  generally  only  was 
published.  In  answer  to  the  second 
question,  the  other  Order  in  Council 
did  authorise  the  Postmaster  General, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  to 
transfer  certain  clerks  to  the  Second 
Division,  but  secured  to  each  oflBcer 
that  he  should  not  sufEer  in  respect 
of  increment,  pension,  holidays,  or 
allowances.  The  Postmaster  General 
has  availed  himself  of  the  power  given. 
I  have  no  official  knowledge  as  regards 
the  protests  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alludes.  I  see  no  reason  for  further 
Treasury  interference,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  the  large  body  of  gentlemen 
who  form  the  great  Second  Division  of 
the  Civil  Service,  as  now  constituted, 
will  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
their  division  ranks  below  the  com- 
paratively small  and  expiring  class  to 
which  the  question  refers.  I  think  it 
unnecessary  to  give  an  assurance  under 
which  all  Orders  in  Council,  however 
unimportant,  would  be  published ;  but 
I  see  no  reason  why,  speaking  generally, 
all  Orders  of  importance  should  not  be 
published. 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  BEDFORD. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  a  ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
notice,  and  which  I  hope  he  will  be  able 
to  answer  at  oncp.  It  is,  whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  the  London  Press,  that 
a  Coroner's  inquiry  was  held  into  the 
circumstances  attending  the  death  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Bedford ;  whether  it  is  the 
custom  in  these  cases  to  give  notice  to 
the  police  of  the  holding  of  such  inquiry  ; 
if  it  was  done  in  this  case  ;  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  obtain  full 
information  of  the  Coroner  of  this  case 
being  treated  different  from  any  other 
case ;  and  as  to  the  secret  nature  of  the 
inquiry  ? 


Thb  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  desires  an  accurate 
answer,  to  be  good  -  enough  to  postpone 
this  question  until  to-morrow.  I  have 
only  just  reached  town. 

RAILWAY    SERVANTS-HOURS   OF 
LABOUR. 

Mr.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
accordance  with  private  notice,  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  according  to  the  latest 
Parliamentary  Returns,  there  are  16  rail- 
ways in  the  United  Kingdom  on  which 
in  March,  1890,  there  were  6,171  goods 
guards  and  22,332  engine-drivers  and 
firemen  on  duty  more  than  12  hours  at 
a  time,  the  average  percentage  of  the 
goods  guards  to  the  total  number  em- 
ployed being  74,  and  of  the  engine- 
drivers  and  firemen  84*61  ;  whether  in 
varying  percentages  on  those  railways 
guards,  firemen,  and  engine  -  drivers, 
after  being  on  duty  more  than  12  hours, 
were  allowed  to  resume  duty  with  less 
than  12  hours'  rest;  and  whether, under 
existing  legislation,  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  any  power  to  intervene  for  the 
safety  of  the  public  to  prevent  men  in 
charge  of  railway  trains  being  employed 
more  than  12  hours  at  a  time,  and  re- 
employed without  sufficient  intervals  of 
rest? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bidstol, 
W.) :  The  hon.  Member's  question  does 
not  appear  on  the  Paper,  but  I  shall  be 
happy  to  answer  it,  as  he  has  given  me 
private  notice  of  it.  The  figures  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  are  correctly  quoted  from  the 
Return,  but  are  calculated  to  give  a 
wrong  impression,  which  I  desire  to  pre- 
vent. The  number  of  guards,  engine- 
drivers,  and  firemen  set  out  in  the  Re- 
turn as  on  duty  for  more  than  12  hours 
at  a  time  refers  to  the  number  of  such 
men  on  duty  in  one  or  more  instances 
during  the  month.  The  question  might 
be  held  to  imply  that  they  were  on  duty 
habitually  or  regularly,  which  is  not  the 
case.  The  answer  to  the  second  para- 
graph is  "  Yes,"  but  the  percentages  vary 
down  to  nil.  With  regard  to  the  third 
paragraph,  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
power  tn  interfere  with  the  responsibility 
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of  the  Railway  Companies  for  the  work- 
ing of  their  lines  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  received  a  Memorial  from 
the  Town  Council  of  Edinburgh  bearing 
upon  this  subject  ? 
•Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  have 
received  no  notice  of  this  question,  and 
I  cannot  ofE-hand  say  whether  that  Me- 
morial has  been  received  or  not,  but 
similar  Memorials  have  been  received 
from  more  than  one  quarter.  I  think 
they  have  been  sent  in  ignorance  of  the 
fact  that  the  Board  of  Trade  has  abso- 
lutely no  power  to  interfere. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Mb.  LABOTJCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Tfeasury  whether  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  promise  which  he  gave  before 
the  adjournment  for  the  holidays  that 
any  Orders  of  the  Day  should  pre- 
cede that  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland) 
Bill? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  There  is  no  intention  of  taking 
the  Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested 
Districts  (Advances,<fec.)  Bill  and  the  Land 
Department,  Ireland  (Salaries,  &c.)  Bill 
to-night.  They  have  been  put  down 
simply  as  a  matter  of  form.  We  shall 
proceed  as  arranged  with  the  third  Order 
— the  Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland) 
Bill. 

THE  TITHES  BILL. 
Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (StafPordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  May  I  ask  what  is  the  earliest 
day  on  which  the  Tithes  Bill  will  be 
taken? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  It  will  be  taken 
next  after  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House. 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Account  of  the  Receipts  and  Payments 
of  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  in  respect  of 
the  Funds  of  Suitors  in  the  said  Court,  in  the 
year  to  the  30th  day  of  September,  1890;  to- 
gether with  a  Statement  of  Liabilities  and 
ABBeta,  and  particul&ra  of  Securities  in  Court 
Sir  M,  Jlicks  Beach 


on  the  80th  day  of  September,  1890."— (ifr. 

.  Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  Uie  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
38.] 

CIVIL  CONTINGENCIES   FUND,  1889-90. 
Copy  ordered — 
"  Of  Accounts  showing — 
'*  1.  The  Receipts  and  Pavments  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Fund   in  thu  year  ended 
the  3l8t  day  of  MA^h,  1890  ; 
"  2.  The  Distribution  of  the  Capital  of  th» 
Fund  at  the  commencement  and  dose  of 
the  year ; 
"  Tpgether  with  the  Correspondence  with  the 
Controller  and  Auditor  General  thereon.'* — 
{Mr,  Jaekton,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No. 
39.] 

WRIT  ISSUED  DURING  THE  ADJOURN- 
MENT. 
Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  issued,  during  the  Adjourn- 
ment, a  Warrant  for  a  New  Writ  for 
Hartlepool,  in  the  room  of  Thomas 
Bichardson,  esquire,  deceased. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Sir  John  Pope    Hennessy,    for    the 
County  of  Kilkenny  (North   Kilkenny 
Division). 

MO  TIOJ^. 


VAIL   SHIPS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Bill  to 
enable  Her  Majesty  in  Council  to  carry  into 
effect  Conventions  which  may  bo  made  with 
Foreign  Countries  respecting  Ships  engaged  in 
Postal  Service,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
James  Fergusson  and  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  153.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


PRIVAT       BILL    PROCEDURE     (SOOT- 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  114.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(3.45.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  beg 
to  move  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
The  subject  -with  which  it  deals  is  one 
which  has  been  before  the  House  for  a 
number  of  years,  and  three  years  ago  a 
Joint   Committee  of  both  Houses  was 
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appointed  to  examme  into  the  system  of 
Private  Bill  legislation.  The  Report  of 
the  Joint  Committee  was  in  favour  of 
the  devolution  npon  a  Commission  of 
the  duties  rekting  to  Private  Bill  si  that 
are  at  present  performed  bj  Committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  ;  and  that 
is  one  of  the  essential  features  of  the 
Bill  I  have  now  the  honour  to  move. 
The  Bill  now  Ixffore  the  House,  it  is  true, 
relates  to  Scotland  only,  but  the  sizbject 
haa  excited  more  interest  in  Scotland 
than  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
JSingdom,  and  probably  because  in  tlie 
main  the  inconvenience  of  the  present 
eystem  has  been  more  acutely  felt  in 
Scotland  than  in  any  other  pfirt  of  the 
Kingdom.  It  is  right  to  add  that  a 
certain  amount  of  national  sentiment  has 
been,  1  think  most  legitimately  and 
appropriately,  infused  into  the  considera- 
tion of  thist|ueBtion,  but  in  the  main  the 
question  has  been  treated  as  a  business  one, 
It  ia  a  most  remarkable  fact,  and  one 
quite  undeniable,  that  the  chief  support 
which  this  Bill  has  received  in  Scotland 
has  been  derived  from  those  Municipal 
and  Mercantile  Bodies  which  are  most 
largely  interested  in  the  efficient  work- 
ing of  Private  Bill  legislation.  I  may 
add  that  the  sincerity  of  the  sup|>ort  by 
which  the  Bill  has  been  backed  ia 
Scotland  is  to  a  certain  extent  tested  by 
the  ready  renunciation  that  has  been 
made  of  all  those  expeditions  to  London 
which  have  been  one  of  th©  least  dis- 
agreeable incidents  of  the  existing 
eystem.  I  believe  there  are  three  main 
reasons  on  which  the  objections  to  the 
present  system  are  founded,  and  in 
favour  of  such  a  change  as  is  embodied 
in  this  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  to 
quote  the  language  of  the  Reference  to 
the  Joint  Committee  upstairs — 

**TbG  mconvenience  to  the  euitors  hiiii 
pointed  strongly  towards  local  iDquiry  aii  being 
the  best  method  of  informiDg^  i  arliament  oa 
the  ftLcta  of  the&o  queBtiouii/* 

It  is  indisputable  that  there  is  an 
immense  amount  of  time  lost  by  those 
who  aro  compelled  to  come  to  West- 
minster for  the  prosecution  of,  or  resist- 
snco  to,  such  measures ;  time  which,  in 
the  case  of  many  of  the  Scotch  local 
public  men,  is  of  great  value,  not  only 
to  themselves,  but  to  those  whom  they 
represent.  It  is  also,  I  think,  demon- 
atrable  that  a  large  amount  of  unneces* 
fiary  expense  is  caosed  by  the  continu- 


ance of  the  present  system,  and  that  in  a 
material  sense  a  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture, and  more  particularly  of  that  kind 
of  expenditure  which  is  least  profitable^^ 
may  be  effected  by  the  proposed  change 
In  referring  to  the  chamcteristics  of  therl 
present  system,  I  think  it  right  to  sayJ 
one  word  of  due  tribute  to  those  who 
in  the  m^iin,  have  carried  it  on*     I  hope 
that  no  one  will  consider  that  any  reflec- 
tion is  passed  by  the  proposed  change,  or 
by  any  arguments  advanced  in  support  of 
it,  upon  those  Members  of  Parliament, and 
especially  npon  those  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees, who  have  done  most  valuable 
public  service  in  their  CH^nduct  of  Scotch 
Private  Bill    legislation.      If  I  cannot 
altogether  disarm  oppi>sition,  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  place  the  controversy  entirely 
free  from  any  matter  of  pejisonal  reflec- 
tion,   and  to    say    that    tlie   tjountry 
sensible   of  the   exceeding   ability  and^ 
skill  with    which  the   prcjfessional  men 
engaged  in  the  Parliamentary  Committee 
Roiinis  have  done  their  part ;  and  if  I  do 
not  dwell  upon   that   subject   mora  in 
detail  it  is  bec-ause  I  tind  that  I  have  been 
relieved  from  the  necessity  of  sounding 
their  praises,  because  I  observe  in  the 
public    Press  that   there    is   a   running*, 
comment    going   on   in   eulogy    of    th©' 
present  system,  and  of  the  way  in  which 
the  duties  liave  been  discharged.      But 
it  is  not  to  disparage  those  concerned  in 
the    present   arrangements  to   say  that 
there  are  inherent  defects  in  the  present 
system  of  investigation  at  Westminster 
of  what  are  purely  local  questions  which 
are  unavoidable,  and  which  do  not  atise 
froui   deficiencies   oii     the    part   of   the 
instruments    of    that    system.       These 
questions    are    local    questions,   and  an 
inquiry  at  Westminster  must  necessarily 
be  deficient  in  that  accui-ate  and  definite 
nnderstanding   of  such  local  questions, 
which  could  only  be  obttiined  upon  the 
spot.     There   is  another  feature  which 
cannot    escape     observation  —  namely, 
that  there  have  been  observable  in  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
and,   if   I   may    say   so,   perhaps   mor 
observable    in  those  which  this   House'' 
has  the   appointment  of — certain  inevi- 
tiible    weaknesses.     It  is    impossible  to 
avoid  recognising  that  the  enormously 
increasing   labours   which   are  imposed i 
upon  Members  of  this  House  diminish  1 
the  efficiency  of  the  work  which  is  con* 
ducted  ups^irs.     There  has  been  moatl 
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impressive  evidence  given  by  various 
diBtinguished  Members  of  tbe  Honse  of 
the  exceeding  difficulty  of  conBtitutiDg 
Committees  so  as  to  efficiently  cope  with 
practical  and  difficult  qaestions  of  det^iil. 
Side  by  side  with  that»  it  has  been  forced 
upon  the  attention  of  all  who  hare 
investigated  the  snbject  that  a  double 
inquiry  of  the  two  Houses  imposes  a 
great  burden  upon  applicants  for  Parliar 
mentary  powers,  and  it  introduces  an 
additional  element  of  uncertainty  and 
protracted  inquiry  which  ought,  if 
possible,  to  be  avoided.  In  addition  to 
the  expense,  the  double  inquiry  has  the 
effect  of  preventing  many  useful  but 
comparatively  small  schemes  from  being 
brought  forward.  There  is  a  third 
reason  in  favour  of  the  proposed  transfer 
of  jarisdiction  which  I  ought  to  mention 
and  which  probably  I  ought  to  have 
brought  forward  at  first,  because  it 
affects  the  primary  duties  of  this  House. 
It  16  that  unquestionably  the  long  hours 
of  sitting  here  and  the  close  attention 
required  of  Members  of  the  Committees 
renders  the  life  of  a  Member  of  this 
House  so  laborious  as  to  be  almost 
intolerable.  I  have  had  the  advantage 
of  speaking  to  several  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  conversant  with  the 
subject,  particularl}"  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  who  was  a  Alember  of  the 
Joint  Committee.  The  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man concurs  with  the  result  I  have 
arrived  at,  and  sympathises  with  the 
reasons  to  whicli  I  have  briefly  referred. 
When  I  turn  to  the  various  alternative 
remedies  which  have  been  suggested  for 
relieving  suitors  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament, I  find  tluitthere  are  insuperable 
objections  to  them.  In  the  first  place,  it 
has  been  suggested  that  the  Hystem  of 
Parliamentary  Committees  might  be  con- 
tinued as  a  means  of  inquiry  into  local 
facts  by  giving  such  Committees  power  to 
sit  locally.  It  is  further  naid  that  there 
might  also  be  a  system  of  Joint  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses,  which  would 
avoid  the  expense  and  delay  of  a  double 
inquiry,  and  that  such  Joint  Committees 
might  have  power  to  sit  locally.  But 
even  if  that  remedy  were  practicable — 
owing  to  Parliamentary  considerations — 
it  would  not  meet  all  the  objections  which 
have  been  raised  to  the  present  system. 
I  will  not  dwell  upon  that  proposal, 
however,  because  I  think  that  anyone 
Jfr.  J.  F,  B.  RohtrUon 


who  is  conversant  with  life  in  this  House 
and  with  the  proceedings  of  the  other 
House  will  say  that  it  is  hardly  conceivable 
that  a  Peripatetic  Committee,  consisting 
of  four  or  five  trained  Members  of  both 
Houses — inasmuch  as  the  whole  strength 
of  such  a  Committee  would  lie  in  its 
Parliamentary  qualities^^ — could  conduct 
such  inquiries  without  the  assistance  of 
some  permanent  element  in  the  tribunal, 
because  the  absence  of  one  or  more  of 
them  might  bring  the  local  inquiry  pre- 
maturely to  an  end.  Another  sugges- 
tion that  has  been  made  is  more 
ambitious,  but  has  even  more  fatal 
defects.  It  is  said  that  the  House  ought 
to  go  further  in  this  method  of  devolu- 
tion, and  should  confer  ujwn  Local  Bodies 
the  power  of  dealing  with  these  ques- 
tions. I  have  seen  that  suggestion 
described  as  being  a  mere  extension  of 
the  Provisional  Order  system^  but  I  should 
like  the  Honse  to  observe  that  these  very 
Local  Bodies  to  whom  the  power  of  deter- 
mining these  questions  is  to  be  given 
arc  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  them- 
selves the  promoters  of  the  measures 
which  they  would  be  called  upon  to 
approve  or  disapprove  of.  Take  the  case 
of  a  Town  Council  or  of  a  County 
Council  Wliat  is  the  reason  that  it 
has  to  come  to  Parliament  at  all  %  It  is 
because  a  Bill  is  necessarily  an  encroach- 
ment upon  private  rights,  and  Parlia- 
ment  has  to  determine  in  what  respect 
private  rights  are  to  yield  to  local  con- 
venience. It  may  be  said  that  you 
might  give  a  right  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  to  exercise  a  veto 
in  such  circumstances,  but  that  would  be 
a  strong  course,  which  has  never  yet 
been  adopted.  I  do  not  think,  therefore^ 
that  the  difficulty  in  such  cases  would  be 
overcome  by  giving  a  right  of  appeal  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland.  The 
Joint  Committee  reported  in  favour  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission,  and 
there  remains  the  most  interesting  and 
important  question  as  to  what  is  to  be 
the  relation  between  the  Commission  and 
Parliament  I  think  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  may  be  shortly  stated  as 
the  substitution  of  the  Commission  for 
the  Parliamentary  Committees  of  the  two 
Houses.  Each  House  would  retain  it« 
judgmenton  the  scheme,  and  deal  with  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  as  they  would 
have  dealt  with  the  Rep<^rt  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  HouBe.      The  CommjBsiom 
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would,  however,  have  this  virtue — that 
each  House  should  relyon  the  same  Report 
of  the  Commission.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested by  some  of  those  who  have  con- 
sidered the  question,  and  by  some  whose 
suggestions  on  any  subject  of  that  kind 
are  entitled  to  respect,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  go  even  further,  and  that 
the  House  should  not  merely  part  with 
the  control  of  the  Committee  upstairs, 
but  with  the  Second  and  Third  Readings 
of  Private  Bills  as  well,  and  that  all  the 
control  vested  in  the  two  Houses  should 
be  the  right  of  vetoing  any  scheme  ap- 
proved by  the  Commission.  On  that 
subject  I  will  only  say  that  it  would  be 
a  very  strong  measure  in  the  way  of 
divesting  Parliament  of  its  control,  and 
would  be  a  most  important  interference 
with  the  ordinary  law.  The  suggestion 
has  by  no  means  escaped  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  but  our  view  is  that 
the  better  plan  would  be  to  substitute 
the  Commission  for  the  Committees  as 
an  instrument  for  investigating  facts  for 
each  House.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  Commission  should  sit  in 
the  locality  affected  by  the  scheme,  and 
for  that  purpose  they  would  have  the 
fullest  powers  of  determining  the  place 
of  sitting,  which  should  be  as  near  the 
locality  as  convenience  would  allow,  in 
order  that  the  Commission  might  see 
the  state  of  matters  which  is  to 
be  the  subject  of  the  inquiry.  In 
the  second  place,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Commission  should  sit  out  of  as  well 
as  during  tho  Parliamentary  Session. 
Thirdly,  it  would  sit  de  die  in  diem. 
The  Government  have  had  the  strongest 
representations  as  to  the  exceeding  in- 
convenience of  the  state  of  congestion 
in  the  Committee  Rooms  upstairs.  This 
falls  most  hardly  on  the  Scotch  people, 
because  they  are  furthest  from  their 
homes,  and  therefore  less  able  to  go 
away  and  come  back  again  as  business 
is  taken  up.  I  come  next  to  a  very 
difficult  question,  namely,  what  should 
be  the  constitution  of  the  Commission  ? 
If  we  had  an  absolutely  free  hand,  if 
money  were  no  consideration,  and  if  the 
House  were  prepared  to  establish  an 
exceedingly  strong  Commission  to  do 
this  work,  we  ought  to  have  four  or  five 
very  highly-paid  Commissioners.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  amount 
of  such  work  to  bo  done  in  Scotland  is 
not  so  great  as  to  justify  or  require  such 


an  expensive  Commission,  although  it  is 
important  and  complex  enough  to  make 
that  a  question  of  high  importance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  has  moved  for  a  Return 
of  the  number  of  Bills,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  number  of  Bills  is 
sufficiently  large  and  the  subjects  of 
such  high  importance  as  to  supply  con- 
tinuous work  for  such  a  Commission  as  I 
have  described.  I  desire  to  disclaim  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  and  on  my 
own  part,  any  intention  to  make  it  a  legal 
tribunal.  I  think  it  ought  not  to  be  a 
legal  tribunal,  and  I  will  go  further,  and 
say  that  I  think  the  lay  element  ought 
to  preponderate  in  such  a  tribunal.  I 
think  there  are  qualities  not  always  in 
favour  among  lawyers  which  are  in- 
valuable in  the  conduct  of  this  kind  of 
business,  but  that  doctrine  must  not  be 
overstated.  For  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission some  legal  qualities  are  certainly 
desirable,  and  I  can  express  what  1 
niean  by  very  authoritative  words.  Sir 
Erskine  May  says  that  Parliament  in 
passing  Private  Bills  has  always  retained 
the  mixed  judicial  and  legislative  func- 
tions of  ancient  times.  That  is  a  correct 
and  felicitous  mode  of  stating  the  case. 
The  legal  element  is  useful  in  dealing 
with  evidence  and  marshalling  facts, 
and  ascertaining  their  net  result.  I  do 
not  suppose  any  layman  will  deny  that 
a  trained  lawyer,  other  things  being 
equal,  is  better  equipped  for  this  depart- 
ment of  the  subject  than  anyone  else 
who  has  not  had  that  training.  But  there 
are  other  qualities  quite  as  indispensable. 
There  must  be  business  capacity,  a  know- 
ledge of  the  great  business  concerns 
which  are  the  subject-matter  of  these 
inquiries,  and  I  may  add  that  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  knowledge  of  and 
sympathy  with  the  common-sense  view 
which  the  public  take  on  such  matters.  It 
is  also  exceedingly  desirable  that  the  poli- 
tical and  Parliamentary  view  of  such  ques- 
tions should  be  represented  on  the  Com- 
mission. It  is  well  that  the  inquiry  itself 
should  be  carried  on  in  accordance  with 
the  judgment  which  would  ultimately 
be  pronounced  upon  the  result.  I  have 
stated  these  considerations  somewhat 
abstractly.  The  proposals  of  the 
Government  are — first,  that  a  Scotch 
Judge  should  be  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  in  order  that  he  may  be  a 
Judge  acquainted  with  this  kind  of  affidn 
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we  propose  the  J^dge  who  at  present 
sits  on  the  Railway  Commission  for 
Scotland.  The  second  member  should 
be  one  of  the  lay  Railway  Commis- 
sioners. The  third  should  be  a  Member 
of  Parliament  selected  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  and  the  fourth  should  be 
some  able,  capable,  and  experienced 
Scotchman,  to  be  selected  by  some  im- 
partial authority  on  account  of  his  fit- 
ness for  this  kind  of  work.  The  ques- 
tion is,  who  is  to  find  that  man  out  ?  It 
has  been  said  he  ought  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  ;  but  I  can 
conjecture  what  would  have  been  said 
on  the  other  side  if  that  suggestion  had 
come  from  the  Government.  The 
Government  think  the  Scotch  Judges 
are  removed  from  all  suspicions  of  in- 
terest or  partiality,  and  that  their  ex- 
perience and  position  fit  them  for  finding 
out  who  is  the  best  qualified  for  that 
kind  of  work.  I  have  already  said  it 
never  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  that  member  should  be  a 
lawyer.  This  proposal  has  been  much 
criticised,  but  I  do  not  think  the  grounds 
of  the  criticism  are  sound,  and  I  would 
not  be  at  all  surprised  if,  when  the  rival 
schemes  come  to  be  examined,  that  of 
the  Gtjvemment  is  found  to  be  the  best 
after  all.  Various  alternative  sugges- 
tions have  been  made.  One  which  de- 
serves attention  is  that,  considering 
there  is  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  Commission,  there  should 
be  also  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Lords 
appointed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection 
of  that  House.  That  is  a  proposal  which 
I  know  finds  favour  in  many  of  the  com- 
mercial centres  of  Scotland,  probably 
because  the  House  of  Lords'  Committees 
have  been  distinguished  by  the  exceed- 
ingly able  and  impartial  carrying  out  of 
their  duties.  Upon  that,  as  upon  all 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  I  desire  to  say 
that  in  the  Select  Committee  we  shall 
approach  with  an  open  mind  the  con- 
sideration of  all  this  group  of  questions 
upon  which  there  ought  to  be  no  pre- 
judices on  one  side  or  the  other,  and 
upon  which  the  right  selection  should 
be  made  upon  business  grounds  alone. 
There  remains  the  question,  what  Bills 
are  to  go  before  the  Commission?  The  ex- 
pression used  in  the  Bill  is, "  Private  Bills 
relating  to  Scotland,"  but  the  Chairman 
would  have  to  consider  whether  the  Bill 
relates  exclusively  to  Scotland,  and  if  it 
J/r,  J.  P.  B.  Bobertson 


does  not,  it  would  have  to  go  through 
the  Committees  of  both  Houses.  What 
should  be  done  with  Bills  which  relate 
to  Scotland,  but  also  relate  primarily  to 
England,  is  one  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
situation.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it 
merely  creates  a  certain  diminution  from 
the  amount  of  work  which  the  more 
ardent  partisans  of  local  inquiry  might 
desire  to  see  brought  into  Scotland.  I 
think  that  this  is  one  of  the  inherent 
difficulties  of  the  question,  and  not  an 
objection  to  be  urged  against  the  Bill 
itself.  Many  may  desire  to  carry  this 
principle  further,  but  as  long  as  we  have 
the  separation  of  the  two  countries  in 
this  respect  we  cannot  expect  that 
Scotland  should  sweep  in  English  con- 
cerns any  more  than  an  English  tri- 
bunal could  sweep  in  Scottish  concerns. 
That,  however,  is  a  subject  to  which  I 
have  no  doubt  ingenuity  will  be  applied. 
With  regard  to  the  future  stages  of  the 
Bill,  I  have  given  notice  that  I  will 
move  that  the  Bill,  after  Second  Read- 
ing, should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, which  I  hope  will,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, be  composed  of  Scottish  Members. 
It  is  a  subject  primarily  relating  to 
Scottish  matters  exclusively,  and  one  on 
which  I  hope  to  have  the  frank  opinion 
and  also,  I  hope,  the  strong  support  of 
Scottish  Members.  When,  in  1889,  the 
Government  took  up  this  subject,  they 
did  so  in  response  to  what  I  believe 
was  a  genuine  Scottish  demand,  and 
I  now  propose  this  Bill  in  the 
same  spirit  and  on  the  same  grounds. 
We  rely  on  the  reiterated  and 
strongly-expressed  opinion  of  Scotland 
on  this  subject.  I  and  my  colleagues 
have  received  deputations  on  the  subject, 
which  showed  by  their  composition  that 
this  is  not  a  measure  confined  to  any 
section  of  the  community,  either  in  a 
political,  social,  or  professional  sense. 
It  is  a  subject  upon  which  convictions 
have  matured  during  the  discussions  of 
the  last  few  years,  and  the  future  of  this 
Bill  must  necessarily  depend  on  the 
cordiality  with  which  Scottish  Members 
respond  to  the  strongly-expressed  opinion 
of  Scotland.  If  the  Government  receive 
the  same  amount  of  support  in  this 
House  as  has  been  expressed  in  Scotland, 
I  believe  that  the  Bill  will  rapidly  be 
placed  upon  the  Statute  Book,  and  will 
constitute  agreat  improvement  in  Private 
Bill  procedure  with  regard  to  Scotland. 
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1  beg  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {T^ie  Lord  Advocate,) 

•(4.20.)  Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNER. 
MAN  (Stirling,  &c.):  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  expressed  with  his  usual 
clearness  the  motives  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  bringing  in  this  Bill,  and, 
for  my  own  part,  I  think  I  shall  best 
explain  the  position  which  I  assume  on 
this  matter  by  saying  at  once  that  I 
will  conclude  my  observations  by 
moving  as  an  Amendment — 

*<That  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  Private 
Bill  legislation  ought  not  to  be  remitted  for 
inquiry  to  a  Commission  until  it  has  been 
shown  to  be  impracticable  to  remedy  the  evils 
now  complained  of  by  amending  the  present 
system  of  inquiry  by  Parliament,  and  by 
extending  the  powers  of  Municipal  Aathorities 
in  counties  and  burghs." 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  beg  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  is  not  exclusively  a 
Scotch  question.  In  its  Scotch  bearings 
alone  it  is  a  very  large  and  important 
question,  but,  besides  that,  it  embodies  a 
totally  new  departure  from  old  lines  on 
the  part  of  Parliament,  and  it  may  also 
in  future  years  be  applied  to  the  branch 
of  public  business  as  well  as  that  of 
private  business.  I  hope,  therefore,  that 
other  Members  besides  Scotch  Members, 
who  may  take  a  difEerent  view  of  the 
matter,  will  join  in  the  discussion.  I 
may  at  once  say  that,  at  first  sight,  the 
Bill  would  seem  to  appeal  to  the 
sympathies  of  many  of  those  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  It  is  a 
decentralising  measure ;  it  recognises 
the  principle  of  nationality  ;  it  proposes 
that  certain  Scotch  business  should  be 
disposed  of  at  home  in  Scotland  by 
Scotchmen,  and  it  professes  to  be  a 
devolution  of  the  powers  of  Parliament. 
Those  of  us  who  are  of  opinion  that  a 
movement  in  the  direction  of  what  is 
known  as  Home  Rule  would  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  proper  government  of 
these  countries  may  be  expected  to  jump 
at  these  proposals,  bat  I  am  afraid  we  shall 
find  that  there  is  only  a  false  flavour  of 
Home  Rule  about  this  measure.  The 
first  question  which  we  must  consider  is, 
What  is  the  nature  of  the  business  dealt 
with  in  this  BilH  Private  business 
which  comes  before  Parliament  may  be 
roughly  divided  into  two  classes.     First 


of  all,  there  are  all  the  schemes  put 
forward  by  Municipal  Authorities  in  the 
various  localities  in  connection  with 
water  supply,  gasworks,  the  extension  of 
harbours,  the  widening  of  streets,  the 
disposal  of  sewage,  or  any  other 
municipal  purpose  for  the  health  and 
convenience  of  the  citizens.  Such  pro- 
posals constitute,  I  believe,  about  one- 
fourth  of  the  mass  of  the  private  busi- 
ness coming  before  Parliament ;  the 
other  three-fourths  are  made  up  of  the 
more  ambitious  proposals  of  the  great 
Railway  and  Canal  Companies  for  the 
extension  of  works  and  lines.  It  is  a 
remarkable  feet  that  all  the  parties 
concerned  in  this  second  division  have 
expressed  themselves  in  the  main  as 
being  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  tribunal 
which  at  present  has  the  disposal  of 
these  matters.  A  great  amount  of 
evidence  from  Scotland  was  taken  before 
the  Committee  of  1888,  especially  from 
those  representing  Corporations  and 
Local  Bodies  in  that  country,  but  the 
evidence  was  almost  entirely  devoted  to 
the  first  of  these  two  classes  of  private 
business.  The  witnesses  complained 
with  earnestness,  and,  I  admit,  with  a 
great  amount  of  justice,  of  the  serious  im- 
pediments put  in  the  way  of  local  improve- 
ments owing  to  the  cumbrous  and  costly 
system  of  having  to  appeal  to  Parliament 
for  approval  of  every  little  proposal  of  this 
kind — impediments  which  in  many  cases 
absolutely  prohibited  Corporations  from 
taking  steps.  That  is,  no  doubt,  a  very 
substantial  complaint ;  but  I  would  ven- 
ture to  point  out  that  all  that  class  of 
business  might  be,  if  not  entirely  dis- 
posed of,  at  all  events  greatly  reduced,  if 
we  had  the  courage  to  give  Local  Autho- 
rities full  powers  in  this  matter.  What- 
ever may  be  said  on  the  subject  of  such 
a  proposal,  it  cannot  be  said  that  it  has 
any  Party  flavour,  because  the  Party 
opposite  are  proud — and  justly  proud — 
of  having  extended  municipal  govern- 
ment to  counties  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. As  we  have  granted  power  to 
them,  let  us  make  use  of  those  autho- 
rities and  trust  them,  and  give  them 
powers  to  take  land  for  these  purposes.* 
This  would  dispose  of  a  large  part  of  the 
grievances  urged  before  the  Committee 
of  1888,  and  local  schemes  which  are  of 
such  magnitude  that  they  could  not  be  so 
dealt  with  could  still  come  before  Parlia- 
ment.    I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
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expense.  With  regard  to  expense,  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee  of 
1888  was  very  strong,  especially  with 
regard  to  the  great  expense  involved  in 
the  inquiry  being  conducted  in  London^ 
and  witnesses  having,  therefore,  to  be 
brought  there.  I  think,  indeed,  that 
witnesses  are  brought  up  to  London  in 
excessive  numbers  for  any  useful  pur- 
pose ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe 
that  the  expense  of  witnesses  before 
Committees  of  the  two  Houses  only 
amounts  to  one-tenth  of  the  whole  cost 
of  the  procedure.  The  real  source  of 
unnecessary  expenditure  is,  ia  my 
opinion,  in  the  high  fees  charged,  and 
in  the  somewhat  pedantic  rules  laid 
down  with  regard  to  the  preliminary 
proceedings — with  regard  to  originat- 
ing notices,  advertisement,  &c.  It  is 
in  that  direction,  and  not  in  the 
mere  carrying  backwards  and  forwards 
of  witnesses  and  their  maintenance  in 
London,  that  the  real  source  of  ex- 
cessive expenditure  is  to  be  found. 
I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
what  my  opinion  is  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  these  municipal  questions  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.  I  quite  admit  that 
when  you  come  to  itailway  Bills  you 
enter  upon  a  totally  different  field.  The 
promotion  of  great  railway  schemes  is 
necessarily  very  costly,  and  although 
the  cost  primarily  concerns  the  com- 
panies themselves  and  their  share- 
holders, the  public  are  no  doubt  more 
or  less  indirectly  concerned  in  such 
schemes.  But  I  believe  the  Railway 
Companies  at  least  are  satisfied  that 
the  expenses  of  a  local  inquiry  would 
be  greater  than  those  of  an  inquiry  in 
London — that  the  cost  of  taking  expert 
witnesses  to  Scotland  would  be  greater 
than  that  of  bringing  local  witnesses  up 
from  Scotland.  As  to  the  proposed 
Commission,  notwithstanding  the  some- 
what open  mind  which  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate has  indicated  on  the  subject,  a  good 
many  of  us  on  this  side  are  directly 
opposed  to  that  Commission  as  it  is  now 
proposed  to  be  constituted.  I  wish  to 
speak  with  every  possible  respect  of  the 
.Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  and  of 
the  Faculty  of  Advocates,  and  the  other 
learned  gentlemen  who  carry  on  so  much 
of  the  business  of  Scotland  in  Edinburgh, 
but  I  would  say  that  there  is  not 
throughout  Scotland  such  universal  con- 
fidence in  their  judgment  and  their 
Jfr.  Campbell' Banruninan 


capsicity  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  public 
as  would  justify  us  in  entrusting  to  them 
the  appointment  of  members  of  such  a 
Commission  as  this.  The  Lord  Advocate 
said  naturally  enough  that  if  it  had  been 
proposed  that  the  appointed  members  of 
the  Commission  should  be  nominated 
by  the  Crown,  there  would  have  been 
some  fear  among  us  respecting  the 
exercise  of  the  Crown  patronage.  Bat 
whilst  we  do  not  wish  to  give  more 
power  to  the  CrowD,  we  desire  that,  if 
this  appointment  is  to  be  made  at 
all,  a  Minister  should  be  directly 
responsible  for  it  to  Parliament.  This 
is  the  course  followed  in  the  Boil- 
way  Traffic  Act  of  two  years  ago, 
and  it  was  the  course  followed  in  the 
rival  scheme  put  before  Parliament  last 
year  by  some  of  my  hon.  Friends. 
What  sort  of  man,  I  would  ask,  is  the 
fourth  Commissioner  to  be  under  the 
scheme  of  the  Government  ?  The  Lord 
Advocate  says  he  is  not  to  be  a  lawyer. 
Is  he  to  be  a  railway  expert  or  an  engi- 
neer, or  is  he  to  be  merely  a  man  in  the 
street  ?  I  should  have  no  confidence  in 
a  man  appointed  haphazard  to  snch  a 
position,  and  especially  if  he  was  chosen 
by  Juds^es  of  the  Court  of  Session.  Dis- 
guise the  fact  as  you  may,  the  new 
Commission  now  suggested  will  be  re- 
garded in  Scotland  as  nothing  more  than 
a  new  **  Edinburgh  Board  " — as  one  of 
those  bodies  of  which  we  have  had  too 
many  already,  in  which  are  placed 
pov/ers  which  ought  rather  to  belong  to 
the  Representatives  of  the  people,  and 
which  certainly  do  not  enjoy  that  com- 
plete confidence  in  Scotland  which  is 
desirable  in  view  of  the  impoitant  duties 
they  have  to  perform.  It  is  said  the 
Board  is  to  be  peripatetic,  and  is  not 
necessarily  to  meet  in  Edinburgh,  but 
its  head-quarters  will  be  in  Edinburgh, 
and  I  suspect  it  will  be  gradually  stereo- 
typed and  crystallised  into  the  forms 
which  such  Boards  are  wont  to  assume 
in  Scotland.  Why,  after  all,  should  we 
have  any  such  tribunal  ?  Why  is  Par- 
liament 4x>  be  called  upon  to  part  with 
its  powers  in  these  respects  ?  Even  a 
great  Railway  Bill  involves  public  in- 
terests, and  therefore  it  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  unless  it  is  found 
absolutely  impracticable  so  to  deal 
with  it.  But*  in  the  first  place, 
it  must  be  proved  to  us  that  Parliament 
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is  incapable  of  discharging  ibis  duty. 
This  is  spoken  of  as  a  devolution  of  duty 
on  tbe  part  of  tbe  House  of  Commons. 
My  idea  of  devolution  is  tbat  it  means 
tbe  parting  witb  some  of  our  powers  to 
a  body  forming  part  of  ourselves,  or  to  a 
representative  body  subordinate  to  us. 
But  the  present  proposal  is  not  devolu- 
tion, but  dereliction — it  is  not  delegation, 
but  abnegation.  Supposing  tbe  tribunal 
rejects  the  Preamble  of  a  Bill  of  which 
the  House  has  passed  the  Second  Reading. 
In  that  case,  it  supersedes  by  its  action 
the  judgment  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  a  very  serious  matter,  therefore, 
that  we  are  considering.  I  believe  that 
while  there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  facilitating  Private  Bill 
legislation,  and  in  favour  of  having  it 
as  much  as  possible  transacted  and  con- 
ducted there,  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
be  any  great  disappointment  to  Scottish 
feeling  if  the  railway  inquiries  were  still 
conducted  in  London,  even  if  the  costs 
are  excessive.  Then  there  are  two  things 
that  may  be  done — there  may  be  a 
sim plication  of  forms,  and  we  may  have 
recourse  to  a  method  which  has  already 
been  suggested,  and  that  is  of  having  a 
Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  which  would  at  once  con- 
siderably reduce  the  total  expenses. 
Many  Members  may  not  be  aware  that  a 
Committee  considered  this  question  m«ny 
years  ago,  and  that  then  it  was  settled 
against  the  proposal  of  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee only  by  the  casting  vote 
of  the  Chairman.  It  adds  to  the 
significance  of  that  fact  when  I  say 
that  amongst  those  who  supported  the 
appointment  of  a  Joint  Committee  at 
that  time  were  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and  the 
present  Prime  Minister.  As  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  tribunal,  we  must  remember 
this,  that  the  present  tribunal — the 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— is  paid  for  and  already  exists. 
It  is,  in  fact,  in  itself,  if  we  leave  out  of 
sight  the  question  of  the  fees  exacted 
and  the  expenses  of  witnesses,  and  so 
forth,  more  economical  to  the  public  than 
any  tribunal  that  could  be  created.  If 
necessary,  an  inquiry  might  be  held  locally. 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  should 
not  enlarge  our  ideas  on  that  matter. 
It  was  pointed  out  to  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  this  subject  that  the  whole 
of  this  business  is  greatly  disturbed  by 


the  particular  Rules  of  Parliament  as  to 
the  business  of  each  Session  being 
dealt  with  in  that  individual  Session, 
and  also  by  the  consideration  of  the 
days  and  hours  upon  which  and  at 
which  the  House  of  Commons  sits.  But 
surely  we  might  extend  onr  ideas  in 
that  respect,  and  I  do  not  see  why  a 
Joint  Committee  should  not  conduct  an 
inquiry  locally  if  that  course  wa& 
thought  desirable.  Now  I  come  to  the 
last  argument  in  favour  of  the  Bill  I 
shall  deal  with.  If  it  could  be  sup- 
ported, it  would  be  a  very  strong  argu- 
ment— it  is  the  relief  that  this  proposal 
would  give  to  the  House  of  Common » 
and  its  Members.  Every  Member  who 
hears  me  will  admit  that,  so  far  as  its 
Sittings  for  the  disposal  of  Private  Busi- 
ness are  concerned,  they  occupy  very 
little  time.  There  is  a  considerable 
period  of  time  at  the  beginning  of  each 
Sitting  which  is  left  unoccupied,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  devoted  to  Private  Busi- 
ness ;  but  the  actual  business  done  only 
occupies  a  few  minutes,  and  it  is  only 
two  or  three  times  a  Session  that  we 
have  any  discussion  in  the  House  on 
Private  Business.  I  bow  to  the  high 
authority  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  says  he  finds  great  difficulty  in 
getting  Members  to  sit  on  these  Com- 
mittees. I  do  not  understand  why  that 
should  be.  There  are  always  a  large 
number  of  Members  who  are  not  em- 
ployed on  Select  Committees,  who  are 
free  to  sit  on  Railway  Committees,  and 
who,  as  Members  of  Parliament,  will 
have  nothing  to  do  except  to  come  here 
and  occasionally  vote  if  this  business 
is  relegated  to  a  Commission.  I  cannot 
imagine  a  more  useful  way  of  employing 
the  time  of  these  Members  than  by 
giving  them  this  duty  to  perform,  and 
they  are  chiefly  men  who  are  accus- 
tomed to  semi- judicial  duties  elsewhere, 
and  who  might  therefore  be  trusted  to 
perform  the  duties  pretty  well.  At 
any  rate,  we  might  reduce  the  number 
of  Members  on  the'  Select  Com- 
mittees ;  and  if  the  proposal  for  a 
Joir.o  Committee  of  the  two  Houses  was 
adopted,  of  course  there  would  at  once  be 
considerable  relief  given.  There  is 
another  point  I  wish  to  urge  which  is  a 
formidable  matter.  At  present  a  Bill  is 
brought  into  this  House  and  is  referred 
to    a    Committee    of  Members    of  the 
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House.  When  they  have  come  to  their 
decision,  the  matter  is  sometimes 
brought  up  again  in  this  House,  but  the 
House  which  trusts  its  Members  is  very 
anwilling  to  upset  the  deliberate  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee.  But  now  the 
House  will  part  with  the  power  of 
deciding  an  inquiry  into  the  particular 
merits  of  the  scheme.  Does  any  hon. 
Gentleman  suppose  that,  in  the  case  of  a 
great  contested  scheme,  it  will  not 
be  brought  up  again  and  again  in  the 
further  course  of  the  Bill  through  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  And  as  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  will  not  be  here, 
except  one  unfortunate  member,  to  give 
the  reasons  or  state  any  of  the  facts 
which  led  to  the  determination  of  the 
matter,  the  House  will  be  left  to  be 
guided  in  these  questions  either  by  Party 
considerations  or  random  considerations 
of  one  kind  or  another  not  perhaps 
directly  aifacting  the  merits  of  the 
scheme.  Any  proposal  of  this  kind,  bo 
far  from  saving  the  time  of  the  House, 
will  largely  encroach  upon  the  time  of 
the  House,  and  questions  of  that  kind 
will  be  made  more  and  more  political, 
which  is  extremely  inadvisable.  On  all 
these  grounds  I  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed with  extreme  caution  in  this 
matter.  I  began  by  reminding  the 
House  that  this  is  not  a  Scotch  question 
— it  affects  England  and  Ireland  as  well 
as  Scotland.  Whatever  principle  we 
assent  to  in  this  Bill  must  be  applied  to 
England  and  Ireland  afterwards.  I  go 
further,  and  I  ask  the  Government  why 
they  deal  with  Scotland  alone  1  be- 
cause if  you  are  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure,  if  you  are  to 
part  with  your  powers  in  the  way  that 
is  suggested,  it  can  be  much  better 
done,  and  you  will  have  a  much  better 
measure  and  a  stronger  Commission,  if 
you  deal  with  it  as  my  hon.  t'riend 
the  Member  for  Roxburghshire  (Mr.  A. 
Elliot)  suggests.  What  is  the  annual 
average  number  of  opposed  Bills  coming 
from  Scotland  ?  It  does  not  exceed  the 
figure  10,  and  even  some  of  these  could 
not  be  classed  as  exclusively  Scot-ch  Bills. 
Therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  these'  few 
Bills,  we  are  to  set  up  a  very  costlj^ 
piece  of  machinery.  I  believe  you 
would  get  a  much  more  efEective 
measure  by  dealing  with  the  threa 
countries  at  once,  and  appointing  a 
strong  Commission,  recognising,  if  you 
Jfr.  Campbell'Bannei'man 


think  it  necessary  to  recognise  it,  that 
Parliament  must  yield  its  functions  in 
favour  of  some  body  or  other.  If  the 
modification  of  our  Bules  in  the  two 
Houses  is  not  sufficient,  then  I  think  we 
might  fall  back  upon  the  idea  of  making 
the  inquiry  local  by  the  Members  of  the 
House,  thus  maintaining  the  principle 
of  decision  by  the  House'  itself.  But  if 
this  is  impracticable,  and  the  duty  of 
inquiry  is  to  be  handed  over  to  a  Com- 
mission, then  I  prefer  such  a  Commission 
as  has  been  suggested  by  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roxburghshire.  The  present  pro- 
posal appears  to  sin  against  Parliamen- 
tary precedent,  and  as  I  speak  of  Par- 
mentary  precedent,  perhaps  I  should  saj 
I  am  obliged  to  discard  altogether  one 
precedent  which  has  been  set  up, 
namely,  the  Election  Petition  Judges. 
That  is  a  totally  different  matter.  The 
question  whether  a  certain  election  is 
void,  or  whether  it  has  been  carried  out 
according  to  law,  is  eminently  a  matter 
for  a  Judge,  and  is  eminently  a  matter 
to  keep  out  of  the  very  possibility  of 
Party  feeling.  We  are  now  proposing  to 
part  with  our  powers  affecting  questions 
involving  public  policy,  upon  which  I  do 
not  know  any  body  more  entitled  or 
more  capable  of  deciding  than  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  said  this  pro- 
posal sins  against  Parliamentary  pre- 
cedent. It  ignores  constitutional  rights, 
and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  dangerous 
abandonment  of  the  true  duty  of  Par- 
liament. Therefore,  I  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  notice, 
which  indicates  the  alternatives  to  which 
1  have  referred,  and  ask  the  House  to 
declare  that  these  alternatives  should, 
at  least,  be  considered  fully  and  decided 
upon  before  the  extreme  course  now 
proposed  to  us  is  adopted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*That"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**the  subjects  dealt  with  in  Private  Bill  Leg^- 
lation  oug^ht  not  to  be  remitted  for  inquiry  to  a 
Commission,  until  it  has  been  shown  to  be  im- 
practicable to  remedy  the  evils  now  com- 
plained of,  by  amending  the  present  system  of 
inquiry  by  Parliament,  and  by  extenaing  the 
powers  of  Municipal  Authorities  in  Counties 
and  Burghs,"— (ifr.  Campbill-Banntrman,) 

V-instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
pr(^f)osed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*' 
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(4.55.)  Mr.  a.  R  D.  ELLIOT  (Rox- 
burgh) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
thought  it  right  to  advise  us  to  proceed 
with  caution,  and  the  action  he  invites 
us  to  take  in  carrying  out  his  cautious 
notions  is  to  reject  altogether  a  Bill 
which  has  been  practically  before  the 
country  for  several  years,  and  the  sub- 
ject of  which  has  been  inquired  into  by 
a  very  strong  Committee  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  the  principle  of 
which  has  been  distinctly  approved  by 
several  of  the  most  distinguished  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  near  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  If  we  are  to  have  a  dis- 
cussion upon  a  Bill  of  this  kind  it  is 
satisfactory  that  we  should  meet  with  a 
frank  opposition.  I  have  no  fault  to 
find  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  matter  of  frankness.  He  asks  us  to 
reject  the  Bill  in  favour  of  an  Amend- 
ment which,  construed  by  the  light  of  his 
speech,  means  that  we  are  to  reject  the 
Bill  in  order  to  maintain  practically  the 
existing  state  of  things.  We  may  be 
asked  to  modify  the  constitution  of 
Committees,  to  combine  Committees  of 
this  House  with  Committees  of  the 
other  House,  but  we  are  really  asked 
to  continue  the  present  tribunal 
of  amateurs  sitting  upstairs,  and 
to  fly  in  the  face  of  every  opinion  in 
Scotland  at  which  it  is  possible  to  get  at. 
I  was  asked  a  year  or  two  ago  to  take 
upon  myself  the  burden  of  looking  after 
the  measure  which  had  hitherto  been 
entrusted  to  and  most  ably  supported  by 
my  friend  the  late  Mr.  Craig  Sellar.  I 
had  always  supported  the  project  and  had 
my  name  on  the  back  of  the  Bill ;  but  I 
was  hardly  prepared  to  discover  the 
unanimity  of  opinion  in  Scotland  on  the 
part  of  those  entitled  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  a  matter  so  important  to 
their  country.  Some  hon.  Members,  no 
doubt,  have  read  tha  letter  in  to-day's 
Timea  upon  this  subject.  That  letter 
represents  the  strong  feeling  of  a  leading 
member  of  the  Parliamentafy  Bar  in 
Ijondon.  We  are  told  that  no  one  is  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  except,  forsooth,  a  few 
busy  bodies  in  Edinburgh.  Looking 
through  the  Memorial  which  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Prime  Minister  last  Session, 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  proposals  of 
the  Government,  I  find  that  all  the  great 
municipalities  in  Scotland — Glasgow, 
Edinburgh,  Dundee,  Aberdeen,  and  all 
the  other  great  towns — are  unanimously 


in  favour  of  the  proposals  which  are  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons  to-day. 
I  also  find  that  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce one  after  another  take  the  same 
view ;  and  looking  through  the  names  of 
individuals,  I  notice  the  names  of  gentle- 
men of  great  eminence^  principals  of 
Universities,  men  of  standing,  men  of 
liberal  and  educated  opinion,  to  whom 
in  Scotland  some  deference  would 
naturally  be  paid  in  respect  of  a  matter 
which  mainly  affects  the  interests  of 
Scotland.  Now  it  is  proposed  that 
there  should  be  inquiries  on  the 
spot,  and  I  fiod  it  is  suggested 
that  inquiries  should  take  place  at 
such  centres  as  Edinburgh,  Glasgow, 
Dundee,  Aberdeen,  and  Inverness.  It 
is  said  that  inquiries  can  be  more  econo- 
mically and  better  made  in  London. 
How  far  are  we  to  go  in  this  principle  1 
Would  it  be  cheaper,  would  it  effect 
upon  the  whole  any  economy  in  public 
time  that  great  commercial  causes  tried  in 
Edinburgh,  or  in  Dublin,  or  at  Assizes, 
should  all  be  brought  to  Westminster 
because  there  will  be  found  witnesses 
who  can  give  evidence  as  experts,  and 
where  there  are  to  be  found  counsel  of 
great  ability  ?  If  these  matters  are 
inquired  into  in  Scotland,  instead  of 
being  submitted  to  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, there  will  not,  I  imagine,  be  an 
universal  bringing  up  to  Scotland  of 
eminent  counsel  and  engineers,  but  men 
of  ability  in  Scotland  will  be  availed  of — 
there  are  eminent  advocates  in  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow,  and  civil  engineers 
will  be  found  there  whose  opinions  will 
have  weight.  It  is  futile  to  urge  that  a 
cause  cannot  be  properly  tried  unless  it 
is  taken  to  where  eminent  counsel  can  be 
most  conveniently  found.  The  great 
feature  of  this  Bill,  no  doubt,  is  the 
fact  that  it  institutes  a  local  inquiry 
and  a  single  inquiry  instead  of  a 
double  inquiry.  Mr.  Littler,  in  his 
letter  to  the  Times  to-day,  insists 
upon  this  double  inquiry,  and  he  says 
the  second  inquiry  is  necessary,  because 
it  takes  a  first  inquiry  to  enable  op- 
ponents to  find  out  the  weakness  of  the 
promoters'  case.  Well,  it  is  a  strong 
thing  to  say  that  it  is  desirable  to  keep 
up  this  tribunal,  and  that  thousands  of 
pounds  are  to  be  spent  almost  recklessly, 
with  the  net  result  that  there  is  to  be 
a  second  inquiry  before  another  tribu- 
nal, before  the  strength  of  the  opposition 
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case  can  be  made  ont.  Surely  it  would 
be  more  reasonable  to  set  up  a  stron{^ 
tribunal  in  the  first  instance  ;  a  tribunal 
fully  competent  to  examine  into  the 
rights  and  wrongs,  the  policy  or  impolicy 
of  a  proposal.  Do  not  let  us  insist  upon 
maintaining  a  second  inquiry  when  we 
can  make  the  first  sufficient.  It  is,  no 
doubt,  a  great  change  setting  up  a  mixed 
tribunal.  I  do  not  pretend  to  any  special 
knowledge,  but  as  taking  part  in  the 
proceedings  and  as  an  ordinary  member  of 
the  public  I  have  witnessed  the  work  of 
Committees  upstairs.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that,  as  a  rule,  these  Committees  do 
not  have  Chairmen  of  singular  ability ; 
and  there  are  often  most  capable  and 
experienced  members  on  the  Committee  ; 
but,  still,  I  must  say  that  I  have  been 
struck  with  the  fact  that  the  Bench  is 
not  quite  strong  enough  in  comparison 
with  the  Bar.  At  the  Parliamentary 
Bar  there  are  men  of  very  great  ability, 
every  one  of  them  a  specialist,  and 
devoted  to  his  work.  But  the  causes 
are  tried  before  a  tribunal,  the  personnel 
of  which  is  continually  changing,  and  the 
members  of  which  are  not  professionally 
devoted  to  the  work,  and  hence  the 
natural  result,  the  Bench  is  not  strong 
enough  for  the  Bar.  Naturally  the 
Parliamentary  Bar  has  attracted  men  of 
first-class  ability ;  the  position  ofEers  the 
inducements  of  short  hours,  high  pay, 
aad  long  holidays.  But  we  want 
a  stronger  tribunal.  In  ordinary 
legal  procedure  the  most  successful 
advocates  in  time  find  themselves 
on  the  Bench,  and  are  specially 
qualified  to  deal  with  the  arguments 
advanced  before  them ;  but,  remember 
«uch  gentlemen  as  Mr.  Pops  or  Mr. 
Littler  never  cease  to  become  advocates 
by  becoming  Judges.  I  cannot  help  a 
smile  as  I  read  the  views  of  those  who 
have  taken  up  a  defence  of  the  position 
of  Parliamentary  Counsel,  the  positive 
contempt,  for  instance,  at  the  mention  of 
a  Scottish  Judge  unacquainted  with  the 
proceedings  at  the  Parliamentary  Bar, 
and  who  perhaps,  as  Mr.  Littler  says, 
never  put  his  nose  inside  the  gallery  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  I  would 
ask  how  often  is  a  Member  just  re- 
turned to  sit  in  Parliament  appointed 
a  member  of  a  Committee,  without 
having  had  any  experience  of  barristers 
at  all  r*  What  is  required  on  these  Com- 
mittees is  the  presence  of  men  who 
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understand  the  ways  of  advocates  and 
witnesses  ;  and  I  maintain  that  a  Scotch 
Judge   would  be  an   extremely   useful 
addition  to  such  a  tribunal,  and  certainly 
would  bring  a  trained  experience  to  bear 
upon  the  matter  in  hand,  which  would 
not  be  the  case  with  a  Member  elected 
for  a  constituency  upon  the  Home  Rule 
or  any  other  political  cry.     I  am  afraid 
those     who    advocate     the     successive 
system     of    inquiry — the    one    inquiry 
succeeding  the  other  on  the  same  Bill — 
forget  the  burden  this  entails  upon  the 
poorer  class  of  promoters.     To  the  great 
Railway  Companies  this  is  a  matter  of 
little  consequence,  this  expense  is  but  a 
drop  in  the    ocean  compared  to   their 
enormous   expenditure   on   works;   but 
there   are   promoters    of    useful  public 
works  who  are  deterred  by  the  expense 
from    submitting   their   proposals   to   a 
Committee   at   all.     But   I   think    that 
they    should    have   the  opportunity  of 
submitting  their  plans  for  examinatum, 
and    of    showing  that  their    proposals 
while    being    profitable    to    themselves 
are    of     public      advantage     and     do 
not   offend   against    general   principles. 
It  has  been  remarked  that  we  now  get 
the  services  of  a  Committee  for  nothing  ; 
but   the    right    lion.    Gentleman    (Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman)  must  be    aware 
that  at  present  the  fees  paid  by  snitors 
who  bring  their  schemes  before  Parlia- 
ment are  largely  in  excess  of  the  amount 
required,  and  are  amply  sufficient  to  pay 
for  a  tribunal  of  this  kind.     It  is  per- 
fectly true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says,  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ex- 
tends beyond  Scotland,  and  for  my  part 
I  greatly  regret  that  the   Government 
have  not   seen  their  way  to  introduce 
and  press  forward  that  larger  measure 
drawn  by  the  late  Mr.  Craig  Sellar.   Bat 
if  the  Government  had  done  this,  I  do 
not  suppose   the  hostility  of  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  been  any* 
thing     but     strongly    intensified.     We 
should    have    had  resistance  tooth  and 
nail,  and    judging    from  Mr.   Littler's 
letter,  I  tremble  to  think  of  the  opposi- 
tion that  would  be  evoked  by  a  proposal 
that  not  only  Scotch  Bills,  but  all  Bills, 
should  be   so  treated  by  a  Commission. 
The  principle,  I  fully  admit,  goes  beyond 
Scotland.     According  to  the   Bill,  only 
those  Bills  which  relate  exclusively  to 
Scotland  are  to  be  referred  to  this  Com- 
mission, and  the  Lord  Advocate  thinks 
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that  this  is  fair  and  reasonable.  But  I 
do  not  quite  see  that.  Fair  and  reason- 
able it  would  be  in  regard  to  a  Bill  ex- 
clusively relating  to  Scotland ;  but  take 
the  case  of  a  Bill  promoted  by  the  Cale- 
donian or  the  North  British  "Railway 
Company,  nine-tenths  of  the  value  of 
the  interests  afEected  might  be  in  Scot- 
land ;  but  there  might  be  some  little 
question  afEecting  a  station  at  Berwick 
or  Carlisle  which  would  take  the  Bill 
out  of  the  category  of  those  exclusively 
Scottish  and  require  its  relegation  to  a 
Committee  at  Westminster.  That  would 
not,  I  think,  be  reasonable,  and  1  should 
like  to  see  a  provision  introduced  giving 
to  the  Chairmen  of  Committees  of  both 
Houses  authority  to  determine  the  ques- 
tion of  venue,  after  considering  whether 
a  Bill  mainly  or  substantially  related  to 
Scottish  afEairs,  and  if  the  inquiry  would 
be  more  cheaply  and  more  thoroughly 
conducted  in  Scotland  than  at  West- 
minster. I  should  like  to  see  Bills  of 
this  nature,  though  not  exclusively  re- 
lating to  Scotland,  tried  before  a  Scottish 
tribunal.  Of  course,  this  Bill  must  be 
looked  upon  as  being,  to  a  very  large 
extent,  experimental  in  character,  and  it 
will  depend  upon  the  result  how  far 
Parliament  will  extend  the  principle. 
We  have  been  told  that  the  whole 
inquiry  will  be  raised  again  in  this 
House,  but  I  do  not  see  why  this  should 
be  so.  If  the  inquiry  before  a  local 
tribunal  is  a  more  complete  inquiry,  if 
those  who  try  these  causes  are  more 
competent  and  experienced,  I  certainly 
do  not  think  the  House  of  Commons  will 
be  so  foolish  as  to  rake  up  the  details 
again  in  a  full  House.  The  House  of 
Commons  dislikes  to  discuss  the  details 
of  a  Private  Bill,  and  I  share  that  dislike. 
Nothing  is  more  incongruous  than  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  decide  upon 
the  merits  of  a  Private  Bill  except  under 
such  exceptional  circumstances  as  the 
promotion  of  a  Channel  Tunnel  Bill  or  of 
a  Bill  affecting  a  question  of  general 
interest.  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten  it  is 
most  unfitting  that  the  House,  im- 
perfectly  acquainted  with  the  facts, 
should  re-hear  a  case  decided  by  Com- 
mittee, and  I  cannot  see  why  these  re- 
hearings  should  be  more  frequent  after 
the  inquiry  has  been  entrusted  to  a 
more  competent  tribunal  than  the  Com- 
mittee now  is.  It  has  been  said  with 
truth   that   these    inquiries    which   are 


treated  as  judicial  are  not  altogether 
judicial  in  character,  for  they  relate  to 
matters  of  policy  and  public  ex- 
pediency, requiring  the  judgment  of 
business  men  of  common  sense  and 
not  merely  trained  lawyers.  But 
then  it  is  said  it  is  desirable  that 
these  men  should  hold  a  representative 
position.  I,  for  my  part,  do  not  alto- 
gether hold  that  view.  A  question  of  a 
purely  local  character  has  to  be  deter- 
mined, and  I  do  not  see  that  a  gentleman 
is  specially  qualified  to  try  that  question 
because  the  expression  of  his  opinions  for 
or  against  Home  Rule  may  have  led  to 
his  election  to  a  representative  position. 
The  merits  and  demerits  of  a  particular 
Private  Bill  proposal  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  representative  qualifica- 
tions. This  tribunal  will  have  to  inquire 
into  facts,  rfnd  I  must  say  I  look  with 
considerable  approval  on  Clause  18, 
which  contains  a  provision  which  will 
enable  the  Local  Authority  to  be  con- 
sulted, not  by  the  representation  of  coun- 
sel, but  by  a  written  statement  of  their 
views.  Thus,  County  Councils  and  Town 
Councils  will  put  their  views  before  the 
Commission,  and  I  should  be  perfectly 
willing  to  see  this  provision  extended 
to  include  other  representative  Local 
Authorities.  But  I  must  resist  any  pro- 
posal such  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell),  that  we 
should  delegate  legislative  powers  to 
County  Councils  and  Town  Councils. 
Why,  it  constantly  happens  that  Local 
Authorities  are  the  promoters  of  schemes 
under  which  they  seek  powers  to  compul- 
sorily  acquire  property  and  give  compen- 
sation, and  to  give  these  authorities  the 
right  to  exercise  such  powers  without 
further  Parliamentary  sanction  is  a  con- 
clusion I  am  sure  the  House  will  never 
arrive  at.  However  competent  a  man 
may  be,  it  is  asking  him  to  undertake  a 
task  for  which  no  man  is  competent  to 
be  advocate  and  judge  in  his  own  cause. 
I  am  sure  such  a  proposal  will  be  at 
once  rejected.  We  have  heard  much  of 
the  constitution  of  the  Commission,  and 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  to  this  extent,  that 
when  an  appointment  to  a  public  office 
is  made,  I  should  like  it  to  be  made  by 
some  responsible  individual  whom  we 
may  control  in  this  House ;  and  I  infer 
from  what  has  been  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  determined  to 
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force  this  patronage  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, he  will  not  be  resisted  with  any 
great  vigour.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
is  this  :  a  local  Scotch  inquiry  into  sub- 
jects exclusively  affecting  Scotland,  an 
inquiry  before  men  specially  qualified  to 
conduct  it,  a  single  inquiry  which  will 
take  theplaceof  the  present  double  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry ;  but  the  right  of  abso- 
lute legislation,  the  power  to  take  away 
altogether  from  A  or  B  property  in 
furtherance  of  some  scheme  for  the 
public  benefit,  is  reserved,  and  should  be 
reserved,  to  the  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  do  not  think,  as  the 
Bill  is  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, that  I  need  elaborate  this  point 
any  further.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxford  University 
(Sir  J.  R.  Mowbray)  pointed  out  before 
the  Committee,  where  he  was  both 
member  and  witness,  the  increasing 
difficulty  of  getting  Members  to  do  this 
work  which  some  of  them  consider 
drudgery,  and  this  was  referred  to  in  the 
Report  of  the  Joint  Committee  in  very 
strong  language  indeed.  They  had  in 
their  minds,  no  doubt,  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Eossendale,  suggesting  a  large  increase 
in  the  system  of  Standing  Committees. 
Well,  the  result  of  careful  inquiry  by 
men  of  all  parties  is  that  the  present 
system  is  acknowledged  to  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  it  looks  as  if  these 
duties  must,  of  necessity,  devolve  upon 
another  tribunal.  The  more  the  matter 
is  opened,  the  more  Members  apply  their 
minds  to  the  consideration  of  the 
question  and  look  into  the  evidence,  the 
more  they  will  find  themselves  urged 
to  the  conclusion  that  a  remedy  is  to  be 
found  in  the  institution  of  a  tribanal 
such  as  this  now  proposed.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  proposal  is  supported  by 
nine-tenths  of  the  intelligent  opinion  of 
Scotland.  I  can  hardly  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  a 
Division  against  the  Bill.  That  is  for  him 
to  consider,  but  it  surprises  me  that  any 
Scottish  Member  should  come  forward  and 
deny  that  there  is  an  opinion  in  Scotland 
approaching  unanimity  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  That  I  believe  to  be  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
much  go  into  the  question  of  public 
opinion ;  he  put  that  aside ;  but  I 
challenge  any  hon.  Member  to  bring  for- 
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ward  anything  like  evidence  of  Scottish 
opinion  against  the  Bill  to  be  compared 
with  Memorials  and  Petitions,  and  every 
legitimate  expression  of  opinion  in  ite 
favour.  Since  1872  the  Boyal  burghs 
have  every  year  declared  in  favour  of  a 
fixed  tribunal  and  a  local  inquiry.  Do 
not  let  us  have  under  the  guise  of 
caution  and  inquiry  attacks  made  upon 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  It  is  now  the 
question  of  a  Second  Beading.  Are  we 
to  defeat  the  Bill  and  protract  the  pre- 
sent system,  or  act  in  accordance  with 
Scottish  opinion,  and  adopt  a  system 
which  after  trial  in  Scotland  will,  I  am 
convinced,  be  followed  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom? 

•(5.27.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E)  :  I  shall  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  into  the 
question  of  what  is  the  intelligent 
opinion  among  the  people  of  Scotland ; 
but  it  may  not  be  out  of  place  to  remind 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  House  that 
the  Town  Council  of  Edinburgh — and 
they  may  be  accepted  as  representing 
intelligent  opinion  at  least,  in  the 
Scottish  capital,  on  Tuesday  last — 
came  to  the  resolution  not  to  support 
the  Bill.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eoxburgh  will  not  accept  this  as  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland ;  he 
soars  above  this,  and  picks  out  the  in- 
telligent opinion  for  himself.  I  will, 
however,  make  him  a  large  concession. 
For  several  years  my  name  has  been 
associated  with  a  Committee  which  has 
sought  an  alteration  in  the  present  pro- 
cess of  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  I  am 
quite  at  one  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
saying  that  the  system  of  double  Com- 
mittee is  unnecessary,  expensive,  in- 
expedient, and  ought  to  be  done  awaj 
with.  Bat  although  committed  for  years 
to  a  change  in  regard  to  Private  Bill 
legislation,  what  I  humbly  submit  to  the 
House  is  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
have  not  been  looking  for,  nor  do  they 
wish  for,  a  Bill  drawn  on  these  lines.  I 
admit  the  Lord  Advocate  has  indicated  a 
large  concession.  He  says  he  is  not  going 
to  stand  by  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mission as  a  vital  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
and  more  than  that,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  willing,  if  the  Bill  passes 
Second  Beading,  that  it  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  sifting  and  examination  of 
a  Committee  upstairs,  and  inferentially 
any    Report  from    such    a    Committee 
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will  be  acce[)ted  by  the  Goreinment. 
Bat  let  me  bring  to  the  recollertioo  of 
the  House  and  the  Government  this  im- 
portant fact,  that  Binee  we  began  in 
Scotland  to  agitate  in  favour  of  reform 
in  Private  Bill  legislntion  very  great 
changes  have  taken  place.  Parliament 
has  lately  given  a  large  number  of 
additional  powers  to  local  govern ment^ 
and  tile  whole  i»olicy  of  legislation  on 
such  subjects  is  to  increase  the  powers 
given  to  local  governing  bodies.  Let  ine 
ask,  with  all  serionsneas,  what  is  tlie 
power  conceded  to  Town  Councils  and 
County  CouncilB  but  the  right  of  bodies 
repreeenting  the  public  to  deal  with  pri- 
vate interests  ?  Wbat  we  want  in  iScot- 
land  is  not  a  syst^sm  of  appeal  to  Jndges, 
but  the  phieing  in  the  hands  of  admini- 
atrative  bodies  of  certain  powers,  in  the 
belief  that  the  electors  can  alwnys  be 
depended  upon  to  exact  fi-oni  them  such 
an  execution  of  those  powers  as  will  be 
in  accordance  with  the  sense  of  fair  play 
to  individuals.  If  we  do  not  act  upon 
that  principle  we  cannot  grant  devolu- 
tion or  delegation  in  any  respect  what- 
ever. It  is  idle  for  the  right  boo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  that  under 
such  a  system  as  we  advocate  local 
bodies  would  be  jndges  in  their  own 
case.  We  have  in  Scotland  towns  that 
are  counties  in  themselves,  bavinjj 
Councils  representing  at  least  50,000 
inhfibitants  ;  and  we  have  County 
Councils  representing  each  from 
100^000  to  200,000  inhabitants.  These 
are  responsible  tribunals  created  by 
Parliament,  and  of  such  a  character 
that  we  cannot  despise  them.  If  we  are 
to  admit  the  principle  of  devolution  at 
all,  certainly  much  larger  j)Qwers  ought 
to  be  conferred  upon  these  bodies. 
During  the  discussions  on  the  Local 
Government  (Scotland)  Bill  we  on  this 
side  of  the  House  pressed  on  the  Govern- 
ment the  advisability  and  necessity  of 
conferring  much  more  extensive  powers 
upon  them  than  were  conceded  by  the 
Government.  We  are  entitled  to  assume 
that  if  any  success  attends  the  system  of 
local  government  at  all,  these  large 
representative  bodies  will  very  soon 
qualify  themselves  to  be  the  adminis* 
trators  of  much  larger  powers  than 
we  have  yet  conferred  upon  them.  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  not  delegate  to 
County  Councils  in  Scotland  thep>wer 
of  authorising  very  smalt  communities 
VOIi.  CGCXLIX.   [thihd  series.] 


to  t4\ke  steps  which  mnj  bj  necessary  for 
the  administration  of  their  local  affairs. 
I  belie%'e  that  between  75  and  90  per 
cent,  of  our  Private  Bill  legislation 
relates  to  our  large  Railway  Corporations; 
and  I  challenge  any  bon.  Member  repre- 
senting those  corporations  to  stand  up 
and  say  they  desire  to  have  any  local 
body  or  Commission  sitting  in  Scotland, 
All  railway  schemes  are  so  bound  up  in 
the  ramifications  of  great  lines  of  traffic 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient,  if  it  were 
possible,  to  remit  them  for  consideration 
to  any  body  in  Scotland.  A  proposal 
resiiecting  the  gas,  or  the  water,  or  the 
sanitation  of  a  little  town,  which  is  still 
in  its  infancy  and  is  just  forming  a 
corporation  of  its  own,  would  be  dealt 
with  impartially  and  fairly  by  a  large 
Coanty  Council,  I  say  that  County 
Councils  ought  to  have  powers  of  this 
kind,  and  that  small  corporation* 
ought  not  to  be  put  to  the  ex- 
pense and  trouble  of  coming  to  West- 
minster paying  Parliamentary  fees» 
employing  counsel,  and  so  forth.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Meml>er  for  Roxburgh 
(Mr,  A.  R.  D.  Elliot)  has  spoken  about 
the  necessity  of  having  a  Judge  on  a 
tribunal  of  this  kind.  I  am  not  going  to 
follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
in  his  observations  respecting  the 
inferiority  he  feels  to  the  learned 
counsel  who  come  before  Select  Com- 
mittees, nor  am  I  going  to  reply  to  bis 
sneering  remark  about  **  poor  Mr. 
Littler.'*  Poor  Mr.  Littler  wnll  hold  his 
own  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
MemWr  for  Roxburgh.  What  we  say 
is  that  tiicse  experienced  and  learned  and 
able  counsel  are  not  necessary  instru- 
ments in  regard  to  the  little  local  affitirs 
in  oui*  constituencies  which  it  is  sought 
to  make  the  subject  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation. Then,  with  regard  to  the  consti- 
tution of  the  proposed  tribunal,  Judgea 
ought,  in  our  opinion,  to  be  confined  to 
the  administration  and  interpretation  of 
the  law  ;  and  we  deprecate  strongly  any 
proposal  to  set  up  the  politically 
appointed  Judges  of  Scotland — whom  we 
believe  to  be  perfectly  impartial,  honest 
and  honourable — as  exponents  of  local 
public  opinion,  and  as  Judges  of  the  local 
mtcrests  of  communities.  We  are  intro- 
ducing here  a  most  im]M:*rtant,  and,  in 
my  opinion,  a  most  pernicious  principle. 
We  are  saying  that  the  learned  Judges 
of  the  Court  of  Session  and  their 
2  K 
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nominees  are  to  be  the  judges  in  the 
future  in  Scotland  in  regard  to  the 
carrying  out  of  public  works.  The 
Amendment  which  has  been  moved  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Stirling  Burghs,  in  effect,  says 
that  we  are  not  to  make  this  radical  and 
somewhat  dangerous  change  until  we 
have  seen  to  what  extent  we  can  remedy 
the  existing  evils,  and  until  we  have 
seen  how  far  we  can  safely  delegate  the 
powers  to  the  new  County  Councils.  This 
seems  to  me  a  most  reasonable  proposal. 
I  think  we  should  give  the  matter  the 
most  careful  consideration  before  wo 
enter  upon  what  is  really  a  reversal  of 
the  whole  policy  of  legislation  through- 
out the  country,  taking  the  initiative  in 
regard  to  authorising  public  works  from 
the  popular  representatives  and  Parlia- 
ment, and  giving  it  up  to  Legal 
Judges.  Unless  the  Government  see  fit 
to  give  an  indication  that  they  are  ready 
to  afford  the  House  some  opportunity  of 
considering  the  most  important  subject 
of  further  delegation  of  powers  fco  Local 
Councils  in  Scotland,  Members  from 
Scotland  will  certainly  not  be  justified 
in  voting  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill.  To  my  mind  the  new  Local 
Authorities  should  have  a  fair  trial 
with  enlarged  powers.  I  do  not,  to 
a  large  extent,  sympathise  with  the 
idea  of  having  an  Imperial  Commis- 
sion going  over  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  think  the  people  of  Scot- 
land would  be  more  likely  to  set  up  a 
good  tribunal  for  themselves  than  would 
be  the  people  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland  combined,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  it  would  reconcile  me  to  the 
Bill  if  it  were  to  be  a  universal  measure 
for  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I 
do  not  sympathise  with  the  idea  that  a 
Scotch  Committee  must  be  a  very  expen- 
sive affair ;  but  I  think  that  the  body 
should  be  maintained  in  both  Houses 
combined,  consisting  of  Members  or 
persons  nominated  by  the  twof /Houses. 
This  Bill  by  no  means  meets  the 
desire  of  the  Scotch  people,  who 
would  much  prefer  the  present 
system  to  that  now  proposed.  They 
object  to  be  placed  under  the  control 
of  the  Court  of  Session,  and  would  much 
rather  come  to  London  and  have  Private 
Bills  considered  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  than  be  at  the  mercy 
J/r.  j^sslemont 


of  a  Parliament  House  clique.  When 
the  Scotch  people  really  understand  this 
measure  they  will  rather  bear  .the  ills 
they  have  than  fly  to  others  they  know 
not  of. 

(5.48.)  Me.  HUNTER  fAberdeen, 
N.) :  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roxburgh  told  the  House, 
in  his  usual  fashion,  that  all  Scotch 
opinion — or,  at  all  events,  all  intelligent, 
by  which  I  presume  he  means  anti- 
Home  Rule  opinion — was  in  &Yoar 
of  this  Bill.  When  he  made  that  state- 
ment he  might  have  reminded  the 
House  that  at  all  events  one  Scotchman 
who  is  not  in  favour  of  Home  Rule  is 
opposed  to  the  Bill.  He  might  have 
referred  to  the  fact  that  a  very  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  a  Scotchman,  who,  unlike 
most  of  those  who  clamour  against  the 
present  system,  has  had  considerable 
experience  of  that  system — I  mean  Lord 
Balfour  of  Burleigh — has  not  only  ex- 
pressed opinion  against  the  Bill,  but  by 
facts  and  arguments  has  demolished  the 
whole  case  in  favour  of  it.  Whatever 
popularity  this  measure  has  secured  has 
been  due  to  the  belief  that  it  is  some 
instalment  of  Scotch  Home  Rule.  If  it 
were  even  a  small  step  in  the  direction  of 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland  I  should  sup- 
port it,  but  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
This  Bill  has  no  more  in  common  with 
Home  Rule  than  a  painted  sparrow  has 
with  a  canary.  Home  Rule  for  Scot- 
land means  giving  the  Scotch  people 
control  of  their  own  business  ;  but  this 
Bill  will  take  away  such  control  as  the 
Scotch  people  at  present  have  over 
Scotch  Private  Bill  legislation.  The 
Bill  sins  against  all  principle  and 
satisfies  nobody.  It  does  not  satisfy  the 
Member  for  Roxburgh.  It  substitutes 
for  the  control  of  Parliament,  in  which 
the  Scotch  people  are  at  least  repre- 
sented, a  body  of  gentlemen  who,  what- 
ever may  be  their  merits,  will  be  in  no 
sense  representative  of  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  over  whom  the  Scotch 
people  will  hare  no  control.  A  good 
deal  has  been  said  with  reference  to 
expenses,  and  so  on,  of  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation ;  but  let  me  remind  the  House  of 
one  fact  that  ought  not  for  one  moment 
to  be  forgotten  throughout  the  whole 
discussion.  Before  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  1888  there  was  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  &r  and  away 
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the  best  tribunal  for  the  consideration 
of  Private  Bills  is  a  Committee  of  this 
Honse.  The  people  of  Scotland  have 
the  ntmost  confidence  in  these  Com- 
mittees, and  it  is  only  those  who  have 
little  or  no  experience  of  them  who 
object  to  them.  It  is  important  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  only  complaint  against 
the  present  system  made  before  the 
Committee  of  1888  came  from  certain 
municipalities  in  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  that  the  entire  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion in  which  municipalities  are  con- 
cerned is  about  5  per  cent.  Those 
who  are  concerned  in  about  95  per  cent, 
of  the  whole  Private  Bill  legislation  are 
not  only  satisfied  with  the  present 
system,  but  are  entirely  opposed  to  any 
alteration.  What  are  the  grievances 
alleged?  They  were  stated  by  one 
witness.     He  was  asked — 

"  You  do  not  feel  any  want  of  confidence  in 
a  Parliamentary  Committee  ? 

No ;  certainly  the  reverse.  The  only  ground 
upon  which  complaint  is  made  is  the  ground  of 
expense." 

Now,  taking  not  the  larger  question  of 
the  Empire  as  a  whole,  but  dealing 
with  Scotland  alone,  the  total  amount 
expended  on  Private  Bill  legislation  by 
the  Local  Authorities  in  14  years  has 
amounted  to  £300,000,  whereas  the 
expenditure  of  other  interests  in  the 
same  period  amounted  to  £1,000,000. 
The  interest  represented  by  the  Muni- 
cipalities is  only  one-fourth  of  the  whole, 
and  what  is  the  amount  of  the  saving 
which  it  is  expected  will  be  brought 
about  by  this  Bill  ?  Not  a  single  word 
has  been  said  about  that,  although  it 
is  a  matter  of  great  importance.  The 
most  exaggerated  view  put  forward  by 
any  witness  before  the  Committee  of 
1888  puts  the  saving  to  the  people 
of  Scotland  at  £7,000  a  year.  The 
total  local  expenditure  of  Scotland 
is  £6,000,000  a  year,  and  on  this 
£6,000,000  the  utmost  amount  which 
anybody  in  his  wildest  moments  could 
imagine  it  possible  to  save  is  £1  in  a 
thousand.  All  the  preliminary  and  other 
expenses  of  the  present  system  will  be 
continued,  save  that  of  having  the  wit- 
nesses examined  in  London  instead  of 
in  Scotland.  It  has  been  said  that  this 
Bill  carries  the  object  which  the  Scotch 
Corporations  desire.  It  does  nothing  of 
the  kind .     What  the  Scotch  Corporations 


desire  was  well  expressed  by  a  witness 
from  Aberdeen,     He  said — 

«  We  are  quite  of  opinion  in  Ab3rdeen,  that 
if  you  were  to  hold  an  inquiry  in  Edinburgh  it 
,  might  cost  as  much  as   if   it  were  held  in 
I  London." 

But     this    Bill     does     not     give     an 
absolute    right    of    local    inquiry ;     it 
makes  the   local  inquiry  dependent  on 
the  discretion  of  the  Court  itself.     This 
will  not  do,  if  you  desire  to  meet  the 
wants  of  the  Scotch  people,  and  they  will 
not  be  satisfied  unless  you  give  them  a 
I  Statutory  and    Parliamentary  right  to 
!  have  inquiry  made  in  the  locality.    With 
regard  to  the  question  of  expense,  there 
are  one  or  two  facts  of  which  the  House 
ought  to  be  made  aware.   A  shareholder 
of  the  Caledonian  Railway  was  so  im- 
pressed with  the  cost  incurred  by  the 
present   system,   and   the    saving    that 
might  be   effected  if   the  inquiry  were 
local,  tbat  at  a  meeting  of  the  promoters 
of  that  company,  he  made  a  motion  in 
support  of  some  such  proposal  as  is  now 
before  us.     But  there  happened  to  be  at 
that  meeting,  as  there  was  not  present  at 
the  Convention  of  Royal  Burghs  nor  in 
the  Town  Councils,   a  gentleman  who 
knew  something  of  the  subject,  who  had 
had     large    experience     in    connection 
with  it,  and  who  was  able  to  put  the 
true  state  of  the  facts  before  those  pre- 
sent.    He  pointed  out  the  fallacies  of  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  supposed  that 
money  would  be  saved  by  means  of  local 
inquiries,  and  the  result  was  that  of  tbe 
total   number  of    shareholders    present 
there  were  not  ten  who  supported  the 
motion.     I  venture  to  say  that  the  same 
result  would  follow  all  over  Scotland  If 
at   meetings  which  might   be   held  on 
this  subject  some  one  were  present  who 
could  present  the  real  state  of  the  case. 
It  is  remarkable  that  this  idea  of  savings 
money  by  means  of  local  inquiries  should 
not  have  extended  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies,   all    of   whom     are    found    im- 
pressed with  the  conviction  that,  instead 
of  saving  money,  the  adoption  of  suoh  a 
system  would  materially  increase   their 
expenditure.     If   we   take  the  case  of 
N'ewcastle,   that   is  a  city  which  is  in 
every     respect     as     disadvantageously 
situated   as  Edinburgh  with   regard  to 
inquiries    before    Parliamentary    Com- 
mittees, and  yet  no  member  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Newcastle  has  complained  of 
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the  expense  of  the  existing  syatetn,  or 
enlarged  on  the  advanfctiges  of  local  in- 
quirios.  The  same  remark  may  be  made 
with  regard  to  Liverpool,  The  idea  is 
one  that  is  peculiar  to  Scotland  and  cer- 
tain parts  of  Ireland,  Whence  did  tlmt 
idea  originate  ?  For  some  years  past 
there  has  been  a  very  sniallf  but  \erj 
active,  committee  of  It^wyers  in  Edin- 
burgh -who  have  been  labourinsr  under 
the  delusion  that  there  are  enormous 
fortunes  to  he  made  out  of  the  Private 
Bill  business  if  it  can  only  be  brought  to 
their  locality.  This  body  is  a  most 
active  and  energetic  one.  Now,  it  hap- 
pens that  the  Convention  of  Royal 
Burghs  contains  between  20  and  30  pro- 
fessional men,  some  of  whom  are  ex- 
ceedingly active,  and  thesv  persons  not 
only  prep'ired  a  string  of  resolutions  on 
this  subject^  but  have  also  put  forward  a 
very  plausible  story  which  sounds 
very  well  until  we  have  heard  the 
other  side — the  story  being  that  there 
is  enormous  expense  incurred  in  taking 
witnesses  to  London.  Now^  let  us  see 
what  is  the  evidence  that  has  been 
given  on  this  Bubject,  Among  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Committee  was  Mr. 
Vary  Campbt^ll,  who  is  an  advocate 
practising  in  Kdin burgh  and  the  leader 
of  a  somewhat  small  party  who  have  been 
agitating  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Mr 
Vary  Campbell  was  aaked  by  Lord  Monk 
Bret  ton,  **Have  you  attended  much 
before  Committees?*'  His  answer  to  that 
question  was,  **  I  have  only  personally 
attended  before  tbo  Referees  on  loeua 
standi*'  He  was  further  asked,  *^You 
have  not  followed  the  Bills  from  the 
Referees  to  the  House  T*  and  his  reply 
was,  **  No,  I  have  not.'*  Here*  then»  is 
a  gentleman  who  never  could  Lave  had 
the  responsibility  connected  with  the 
passing  of  a  single  Private  Bill  through 
Parliament ;  who»  in  fact^  never  held  a 
single  brief  upstairs,  and  who,  therefore, 
csan  be  no  high  authority  as  to  what  is  an 
extravagant  system.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Comiuittee  have  had  the  evidence  of 
Sir  James  Marwick,  who  has  been  Towu 
Cleric  both  of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
for  a  number  of  years,  and  who  haa  had 
more  experience  and  better  opportunities 
of  forming  a  judgment  on  this  question 
than  all  the  Town  Clerks  in  Scotland  put 
together,  and  certainly  more  than  all  the 
Town  Councillors  in  that  country.  Welh 
what  is  iiis  experience?  Sir  James 
Mr.  Hunter 


Marwick  is  just  as  good  a  witness  as  Mr 
Vary  Campbell  is  a  bad  one,  and  his 
opinion  must  necessarily  cany  great 
weight  where  the  opposite  opinion  ex- 
pressed l>y  Mr.  Vary  Campbell  carries 
x^v^  little.  Sir  James  Marwick  ex- 
pressed in  the  strongest  terms  his 
opinion  that  the  present  system  was  by 
far  the  best  he  had  ever  heard  proposed, 
as  ho  knew  by  experience  that  more 
money  would  be  exjiended  by  taking 
experts  and  scientific  witnesses  to  the 
locality  than  by  taking  the  ordinary 
witnesses  from  the  locality  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  Now,  this  argument 
about  expense  is  just  one  of  those  half 
truths  that  are  in  reality  more  dangerous 
tlian  falsi fication  ;  because,  of  course,  if 
instead  of  taking  witnesses  to  the  Courl 
you  take  the  Court  to  the  witnesses,  you 
thereby  save  tho  expense  of  taking  the 
witnesses  to  the  Court,  but,  on  the 
other  hniid,  you  incur  the  additional 
expense  w^iich  necessarily  arises  from 
taking  the  Court  to  the  witnesses. 
Those  who  use  the  economical  argument 
entirely  overlook  the  fact  that  there  is 
another  side  to  this  question,  and  that 
the  taking  of  the  Court  and  counsel^ 
together  with  experts  and  scientific 
witnesses,  to  the  locality  would  be  » 
source  of  increased  expense.  With 
regard  to  the  cost  of  witnesses,  Sir 
James  Marwick  gave  figures  covering  a 
number  of  y ears,  Th e  to tal  ex pe n di tu re 
at  Glasgow  over  11  years  smonnts 
to  a  sum  which  is  a  very  con- 
venient one  to  make  use  of,  because 
the  total  is  exactly  XI 00,000,  and  there- 
fore you  can  easily  arrive  at  the  various 
percentages.  He  puts  the  cost  of  general 
witnesses  at  j£o,400,  and  of  deputations 
at  X6,000,  So  that  on  those  two  items 
the  amount  of  saving  that  could  be 
effected  out  of  the  total  would  be 
U  per  cent.  On  the  other  baud, 
he  puts  it  that  the  cost  of  taking 
counsel  to  the  locality  would  be 
veiy  serious.  But  I  assume  that  tb© 
Government  in  their  draft  have  made  it 
optional  on  the  part  of  the  tribunal  as  to 
whether  it  shall  hold  local  inquiries  or 
not.  There  has  been  a  cflse  in  point  in 
connection  with  the  Corporation  of 
Gksijow,  An  inquiry  was  made  in  that 
city  by  a  Royal  Commission  as  to  the 
boundaries  of  Glasgow,  and  that  inquiry 
cost  £5,000.  But  the  fees  (»f  a  single 
Junior  couns:?!  from  Edinburgh  amoun! 
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to  £1,000  out  of  the  total  8uniofX5,000. 
Speaking  before  the  Committee,  Mr. 
Pope  stated — 

**  I  bave  the  honour  to  hold  a  geaeral  re- 
tfliner  from  th©  Oorporation  of  Okagow,  and  I 
haTe  never  received  such  a  fee  from  th^m. 
Indeed,  in  the  whole  cour&e  of  my  experience 
the  whole  of  my  feei  from  the  Corpomtion  of 
Glasgow  in  any  one  year  have  never  amounted 
to  eucha  sum.** 


(Scotland)  BUL 


8M 


It  is  obvious  if  counsel  are  taken  away 
from  Edinburgh  to  localities  some  dis- 
tance away  much  larger  fees  will 
be  required  than  if  couusel  were  a€ting 
io  the  course  of  their  regular  practice  in 
Edinburgh.  Counsel  always  runs  the 
risk  of  disappointing  clients  when  lie 
goes  away,  and  sometimes  incnra  the 
risk  of  losing  them  altogether.  There- 
fore, do  what  you  will  the  cost  of 
connsel  must  bo  very  high  if  you  have 
inquiries  made  in  the  localities.  More- 
over, we  have  ample  experience  that 
when  people  have  a  choice  between  a 
Central  Court  and  an  inquiry  in  a  par- 
ticular locality  they  find  it  to  their 
interest  to  go  to  the  Central  Court;  The 
Londrmderry  case  was  referred  to  before 
the  Joint  Committee,  As  I  was  engaged 
in  that  ease,  I  may  state  what  happened. 
It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  Railway 
Commissioners  to  hold  their  inquiries  on 
Irish  questions  in  Ireland.  The  London- 
derry case  was  one  of  undue  preference, 
in  which  a  large  number  of  local  wit- 
»esses  would  have  to  bo  examined.  The 
advocates  in  the  case  thought  a  saving 
might  be  effected  if  it  were  heard  in 
Londonderry,  and,  according  to  the  usual 
practice,  the  case  was  heard  there.  I 
may  tell  the  right  lion,  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  that  the  result  was  not 
at  all  satisfatji^ory,  and  that  those  who 
were  concerned  in  the  case  aimo  to  the 
conclusion  that  they  would  have  saved 
money  if  it  had  been  heard  in  London, 
as  in  the  end  it  had  to  be  heard  in  order 
to  receive  the  evidence  of  certain 
experts.  That  is  only  one  case,  but 
there  are  many  others  which  illustrate 
the  same  point.  During  the  Inst  15 
years  the  Railway  Commission  has  exer- 
cised jurisdiction  over  railway  rates  in 
Scotland,  and  the  Commissioners  have 
always  been  ready  to  go  to  the  locality 
where  the  parties  might  desire  it. 
Nevcrthelesfl,  it  is  a  fact  that 
during  the  wliole  of  those  15  years, 
although  the  Scotch  j^eople  have 
J  the   choics    of    liaving   their     inquiries 


made    in    the    locality    instead     of    in 

London,  in  no  single  instance  have  the 
parties  in  Scotland  desired  to  have 
the  Commission  sitting  in  the  locality. 
We  have  found  the  same  feeling 
in  Scotland  with  regard  to  arbitrations 
relative  to  purely  local  matters.  Take* 
for  instance,  the  arbitration  in  the  case 
of  Lord  B]antyre*s  Trust,  having  re- 
ference to  the  foreshores  of  the  Clyde. 
That  was  a  purely  local  matter,  but  the 
parties  conceraed  preferred  to  have  the 
investigation  made  in  London,  doubtless 
because  it  was  more  convenient,  and 
also  cheaper  in  the  case  of  the  experts  and 
counsel  necessarily  engaged  in  the  case. 
Then,  again,  take  the  case  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dundee,  who,  having  entered 
into  an  arbitration  in  a  matter  affecting 
the  burgh,  had  the  arbitration  heard 
in  London  instead  of  in  Dundee.  But 
with  regard  to  the  relative  expenses  of 
local  and  central  inquiries,  those  persons 
who  have  had  little  experience  entertain 
the  opinion  that  a  great  saving  would  be 
eilfcted,  while  those  with  lai'ge  ex- 
perience are  altogether  of  a  different 
opinion.  But  either  on  the  ground  of 
exjiense  or  the  unfitnesa  of  the  tri- 
bunal, these  arguments  are  thrown 
entirely  into  the  air.  We  shall  be  con- 
fronted with  the  Report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  of  1 881^,  appointed  to  inquire 
how  far  the  system  of  Parliamentary 
Committees  might  be  modified.  For  10 
days  that  Committee  sat  hearing  evidence 
on  the  merits  of  Pari  iamentary  Committees 
without  a  single  whisper  being  heard  of 
views  which  were  afterwards  put  before 
them.  On  the  last  day  but  one  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
gave  evidence  (►f  a  totally  different 
character.  His  evidence  amounted  to 
this  :  that,  whether  the  system  was  good 
or  bad,  the  House  of  Commons  had 
practically  resolved  to  get  rid  of  Private 
Bill  business,  and  that  some  alternative 
must  be  proposed.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that 
that  evidence  was  not  given  in  the  first 
instance,  bo  that  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  might  have  been  directed  to 
the  question  of  what  would  be  the  best 
STibstitnte.  The  only  views  put  before 
this  Joint  Committee  were,  on  the  one 
hand,  those  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and,  on  the  other,  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.     I  do  say  that,  considering 
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the  enormons  interests  involved,  the 
question  of  the  proper  substitute  for  the 
Private  Bill  Committees  is  one  which 
deserves  the  fullest  consideration  and 
inquiry.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can 
say  that  there  was  inquiry  as  to  that, 
though,  no  doubt,  great  consideration 
was  given  by  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  subject.  The  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  War 
was  in  its  main  features  that  which  has 
been  adopted  in  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  this  important  and  vital 
distinction  :  that  the  Committee  recom- 
mended a  general  tribunal  and  not  one 
for  Scotland  separately.  Upon  the 
question  of  a  separate  tribunal  for 
Scotland,  the  Committee  gave  no  autho- 
rity to  the  Government.  With  reference 
to  the  scheme,  the  only  evidence  given 
in  the  way  of  criticism  was  tendered  by 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  who 


«Any  scheme  which  contemplates  that  Bills 
should  be  read  a  second  time  and  then  sent  for 
examination  to  some  separate  trihunal,  in  my 
opinion,  is  subject  to  sach  objections  that  it 
would  be  scarcely  worth  serious  consideration." 

In  the  face  of  that  opinion,  emanating 
from  so  high  an  authority,  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  justified,  without  further 
careful  inquiry  and  much  more  pro- 
longed investigation  than  they  have  yet 
given  to  the  subject,  in  attempting  by  a 
side  wind  to  subvert  the  system  of 
Private  Bill  legislation  by  introducing 
a  measure  which  applies  only  to  Scotland, 
and  the  main  principle  of  which  has 
never  yet  been  adequately  considered. 
The  difficulty  of  finding  a  substitute 
will  prove  to  be  very  serious,  because 
we  have  no  analogy  to  guide  us.  In 
the  case  of  divorce,  the  House  merely 
restored  to  the  legal  tribunal  powers 
which  should  never  have  been  taken 
away  from  it.  In  regard  to  corrupt 
practices  at  elections,  the  only  reason 
why  the  House  stuck  so  tenaciously  to 
its  right  to  decide  elections  was  that  in 
former  days  the  Judges  held  office  by 
the  goodwill  of  the  Crown,  and  Parlia- 
ment would  not  sacrifice  its  indepaned- 
ence  by  referring  disputed  elections  to 
the  nominees  of  the  Crown.  It  is  true 
the  practice  continued  long  after  the 
reason  for  it  ceased  to  exist,  as 
very  frequently  happens.  But  that  was 
the  true  reason  why  the  House  main- 
tained BO  stoutly  its  jurisdiction  over 
Jfr.  Hunter 


election  petitions.  Of  course,  in  later 
times,  they  were  very  properly  referred 
to  a  legal  tribunal.  But  the  questiona 
raised  by  the  present  system  of  Private 
Bill  legislation  are  of  an  entirely  different 
character.  What  is  the  question  which 
is  at  the  root  of  all  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion ?  It  is  the  question  of  taking  land 
by  compulsion.  The  important  distinc- 
tion between  land  taken  for  purposes  of 
private  gain  and  for  the  purposes  of  the 
public  good  was  never  considered  by  the 
Joint  Committee,  though  it  is  the 
governing  element  in  the  decision  of  a 
case.  The  distinction  is  already  recog- 
nised by  the  practice  of  the  House.  Mr. 
Warner  stated  in  his  evidence  that  the 
power  to  take  land  compulsorily  for 
private  purposes — that  is,  for  purposes, 
of  private  gain— had  never  been  per- 
mitted by  Provisional  Order;  whereaa 
we  know  that  Corporations  and  Public 
Bodies  have  over  and  over  again  been 
allowed  to  take  land  compulsorily  by 
Provisional  Order.  That  distinction 
rests  upon  sound  principle.  When  it  is 
the  case  of  a  private  interest,  it  rest» 
upon  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  prove 
that  it  is  for  the  good  of  the  public 
that  the  land  should  be  taken  compul- 
sorily. But  when  we  come  to  a. 
Corporation  it  is  clearly  a  different 
matter,  for  the  Municipal  Corporation  is 
clearly  the  proper  authority  to  decide 
whether  or  not  land  should  be  taken 
compulsorily.  It  alone  can  decide  when 
the^public  interest  is  involved,while  it  has 
every  motive  to  abstain  from  indulging 
too  much  in  the  practice  of  taking  land 
compulsorily.  We  know  that  the  Lands 
Clauses  Act  not  only  gives  compensation 
to  the  man  whose  land  is  taken  compul- 
sorily, but  it  gives  him  a  certain  bonus 
in  addition.  The  Amendment  points  out 
the  true  solution  of  this  question.  I 
submit  that  the  worst  mode  of  dealing 
with  Municipal  Authorities  is  to  appoint 
a  tribunal  of  any  sort  which  would  con- 
sist of  persons  not  removable,  who  did 
not  represent  <he  public,  and  who  were 
not  controlled  by  the  public.  I  have  a 
word  of  complaint  to  make  against  the 
Government  in  respect  of  tlus  transac- 
tion. When  the  Local  Government  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  made  strong  efforts  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  County  Councils  and 
Town  Councils.  We  brought  forward 
this  Motion : — 
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**  That  County  Goancils  should  have  power 
to  take  land  by  agreement  or  compulsion,  for 
permanent  purposes,  or  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  the  locality." 

Forty-nino  of  the  Scotch  Members  voted 
infavonrof  that  Motion,  and  only  1 1  voted 
against  it.  .  Of  Scotch  Members  sup- 
porting the  Government  there  are  26, 
and  you  will  find  that  the  Government 
were  not  able  to  get  half  of  their  Scotch 
supporters  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  principle  of  that  Resolution — a  prin- 
ciple which  is  the  true  key  to  the  whole 
question  of  Private  Bill  legislation.  The 
grievance  of  Local  Authorities  is  that 
they  have  to  come  to  Parliament  at  all 
for  the  majority  of  purposes,  for  which 
there  is  no  need  to  come  to  Parliament. 
What  are  the  grievances  of  Corpora- 
tions? A  gentleman  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Glasgow  pointed  out  that  it  was 
a  great  grievance  that  they  could  not 
enlarge  the  west  end  of  Sauohiehall 
Street  without  paying  a  ridiculous  price 
for  a  small  piece  of  land  held  by  one 
man,  who  knew  that  they  could  not  pro- 
ceed without  getting  a  Private  Bill, 
which  would  cost  £400  or  £500.  I  put 
it  to  the  Government  whether  it  is  not 
preposterous  that  the  Corporation  of  a 
city  like  Glasgow  should  be  compelled 
to  incur  that  expense  before  being  able 
to  take  a  small  piece  of  land  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  a  public  improvement  ? 
Another  grievance  relates  to  the  running 
of  tramways  through  the  streets.  Surely 
the  Local  Authority  is  competent  to 
decide  the  question,  and  it  certainly  does 
not  need  a  permanent  tribunal  of  Judges. 
What  are  the  other  matters  ?  One  is  the 
removal  of  buildings.  Surely  that 
should  be  within  the  control  of  the  Local 
Authority.  Let  me  refer  very  briefly  to 
one  or  two  of  the  objects  for  which 
Scotch  Corporations  have  had  to  apply 
for  Parliamentary  sanction.  A  very 
benevolent  citizen  of  Glasgow  presented 
a  large  piece  of  valuable  land  to  the 
Corporation  on  the  condition  that  it  was 
laid  out  and  maintained  as  a  park.  The 
Corporation  had  to  come  to  Parliament 
for  power  to  fulfil  that  condition.  Surely 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  admit  that  that  was  a  matter 
which  the  Glasgow  Corporation  might 
well  have  determined  without  Parlia- 
mentary interference.  Again,  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow  spent  £3,084  in 
obtaining  the  authority  of  Parliament  to 


widen  one  of  their  bridges  by  30  feet. 
Surely  that  was  a  power  a  Local  Cor- 
poration ought  to  have.  Edinburgh 
had  to  come  to  Parliament  for  power 
to  build  a  bridge;  the  burgh  of  Ayr 
spent  thousands  of  pounds  to  get  power 
to  execute  street  improvements;  and 
the  little  burgh  of  Airdrie  came  to 
Parliament,  at  considerable  expense,  to 
obtain  powers  to  provide  model  lodgings 
houses.  Is  it  not  possible  by  a  General 
Act  to  give  certain  limited  powers  to 
Local  Bodies  to  take  land  compulsorily 
for  public  purposes,  with  or  without,  it 
may  be,  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland?  Cannot  some  provision  be 
drafted  whereby  a  large  proportion  of 
the  Private  Bill  legislation  would  be 
rendered  unnecessary?  That  is  where 
real  economy  would  come  in.  The 
majority  of  the  Bills  now  brought  for- 
ward are  not  opposed ;  yet  you  enforce 
the  provisions  which  entail  so  much 
expense.  This  is  a  grievance  affecting 
municipalities  which  your  Bill  does  not 
touch,  and  upon  that  ground  I  shall  not 
have  the  slightest  hesitation  in  offering 
the  greatest  possible  resistance  to  the 
present  measure.  It  is  not  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  or 
popular  control,  but  it  is  a  step  in  the 
direction  of  substituting  for  the  proper 
representatives  of  the  people  persons 
who,  whatever  their  excellence,  will 
very  soon  be  out  of  tune  with  public 
sympathy.  I  venture  to  say,  with 
equal  firmness  of  conviction,  that  the 
only  way  in  which  you  can  satisfac- 
torily deal  with  Scotch  business  is  this. 
The  number  of  Bills  proceeded  with 
is  very  small,  for  in  ten  years  there 
have  only  been  95  opposed  Bills.  With 
respect  to  Municipsd  Bills,  the  remedy 
could  be  secured  by  enlarging  the  powers 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  while  as  to  rail- 
way business,  you  ought  to  have  one 
railway  tribunal  for  the  whole  of  England 
and  Scotland.  Ever  since  the  year  1873 
one  of  the  primary  objects  of  Parliament 
has  been  to  secure  the  treatment  on  one 
system  of  all  the  railways  in  Great 
Britain.  It  is  impossible  to  deal  satis- 
factorily with  the  question  of  running 
powers  if  you  have  one  tribunal  in  Scot- 
land and  another  in  England.  On  an 
average  there  are  40  Railway  Bills  a 
year,  and  if  they  were  all  dealt  with  by 
one  properly  constituted  tribunal  the 
whole  difficulty  would  be  overcome.    I 
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can  only  saj  timt  either  in  the  Select 

Committes,  or  whea  the  Bill  comes  back 
to  this  House,  I  shall  move  that  it  be  in 
the  option  of  promoters  of  Bills  to  saj 
whether  the  scbenie  sliall  be  considered 
before  a  Committee  here  or  locally.  My 
contention  is  that  on  the  grounds  of 
economy  promoters  are  not  likely  to 
prefer  the  local  inquiry.  As  to  the  coa- 
atitution  of  the  proposed  tribunal  I  need 
say  little  in  addition  to  wliat  has  fallen 
from  other  Members-  But  I  do  hold 
with  the  opinion  of  Sir  J.  Mar  wick,  that 
a  legal  training  ia  the  last  qualitication 
necessary  for  the  post,  I  object  strongly 
to  the  notion  that  only  a  Judge  could 
properly  preside  over  the  tribunal,  for 
Buch  an  appointment  would  be  incom- 
patible with  the  independence  and 
impartiality  of  the  Board.  Again, 
the  appointment  of  the  members  of  the 
tribunal  ought  not  to  be  for  one  year 
only.  How  can  a  man  be  expected  to 
give  up  a  luonitivre  practice  for  an 
appointment  for  one  year  only  ?  And  if 
the  appointments  are  thus  limited  may 
we  not  see  a  spectacle  such  lus  has  been 
presented  in  Ireland,  whei'e  Engineer 
A  has  reported  favourably  on  Engineer 
B's  scheme  in  one  county,  and 
Engineer  B  hiis  done  a  like  turn 
for  Engineer  A  in  another  county  \ 
To  prevent  the  members  of  the  tribunal 
being  placed  in  positions  calculated  to 
create  embarrassment  and  suspicion 
their  appointments  must  be  permanent. 
Have  the  Government  jisked  the  Rait- 
way  Commissionerjj  if  they  are  willing 
to  undertake  these  duties  I  I  presume 
they  hare.  I  venture,  however,  to  think 
that  if  they  do  undertake  them  they  will 
be  placed  in  an  invidious  and  difficult 
position,  especially  when  called  upon  to 
deal  with  questions  of  law.  Now,  one 
of  the  last  proposals  of  the  Bill  is  to 
place  a  Member  of  Parliament  on  this 
tribunal,  and  a  more  unconstitutional 
and  monstrous  proposition  I  never  heard. 
In  the  tirst  place,  he  is  to  be  the  only 
unpaid  member  of  the  Commission,  I 
doubt  whether  any  constituency  would 
tolerate  the  absence  of  its  Member  from 
Parliament  in  order  to  act  tis  an 
arbitrator  in  private  disputes;  while  I 
cannot  imagine  any  Member  being 
willing  to  give  up  all  interest  in  the 
public  affairs  of  the  country  in  order  to 
occupy  tlie  position  proposed  by  this  Bill 
to  be  assigned  to  a  Member  of  this 
Jfr.  I/unter 


House.     I  apologise   to  the  House  for 

detaining  it  at  such  length  ;  but  this  is 
a  subject  of  wide  ramifications,  and  I 
feel  that  it  has  not  yet  been  adequately 
discussed.  The  proposals  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  have  not  yet  been  subjected 
to  the  test  of  cross-examination.  It  is 
said  the  Bill  will  enable  the  House  to 
retain  control  over  its  Private  Bill  busi- 
ness, But  it  will  not  do  so,  for  if  the 
Commission  do  not  pass  the  preamble  of 
the  Bill  the  House  will  have  no  voice 
whatever  in  the  matter.  Although  the 
Government  have  advanced  their  views 
in  a  terapei*ate  and  reasonable  manner,  I 
do  hope  they  will  see  there  is  nothing  to 
be  gained  by  pushing  forwarl  the  BOl 
during  the  present  Session. 

(6.4D.)  Mu.  R,  W.  DUFF  (Banffshire) ; 
My  main  objection  to  this  measure  is 
this  :  that  it  does  not  lessen  in  any  degree 
the  expense  of  carrying  unopposed  Bills 
through  Parliament.  Now,  most  of  the 
Bills  from  my  constituency  are  un- 
opposed. A  small  harbour  was  recently 
projected  at  a  cost  of  X  12,000  ;  yet  the 
expense  of  getting  the  necessary  Act  of 
Parliament,  although  it  was  unopftosed, 
amounted  to  no  less  a  sum  than  £  1,200- 
Th  ese  are  the  grievances  we  want  to 
get  rid  of,  and  these  are  the  matters 
which  stand  foremost  in  the  minds  of 
the  Scottish  people  when  they  talk  on 
the  subject  of  Private  Bill  legislation. 
Surely  in  small  matters  of  public  works 
— such  as  the  harbour  to  which  I  liave 
already  referred^it  i*'  very  hard  that 
the  community  should  have  these  enor- 
mous expenses  put  upon  them.  The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  asks  how  it  is  to 
b3  obviated  ?  Why  should  not  Harbour 
Authorities  have  power  to  acquire  land 
in  the  same  way  Jis  Scliool  Boards  possess 
it  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act  ?  Surely  it  would  be  easy  to  draft 
a  Bill  under  which  a  Harbour  Authority 
could  go  bttfore  the  Sheriff  and  obtain 
the  land,  any  dispute  as  to  terms  to  bo 
governed  by  the  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act.  I  say  that  this  Bill  does 
not  t<iuch  the  grievances  under  whieli 
we  suffer  ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  apply  his  mind  to  the  matter 
he  will  find  it  possible  tct  relieve  the 
smaller  communities  of  these  burdens, 
A  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  just 
now  seemed  to  think  it  was  an  agreeable 
task  to  preside  over  a  Railway  Committee 
upstairs.     Well  I  have  had  some  years' 
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experience,  and  I  must  8aj  I  have  not 
found  it  veiy  pleasant  to  have  to  come 
down  at  Imlf  past  11  to  sit  on  a  Com- 
mittee  till  4-^  and  then  to  proceed  with 
the  business  or  the  House.  Still,  I  do 
believe  that  the  decisions  of  these  Com- 
mittees have  been,  on  the  whole,  satis- 
factory to  the  conn  try,  and  I  fear  it  will 
be  very  difficult  to  lind  a  tribunal  which 
will  givu  oqual  or  greater  satisfaction. 
I  rostJ  more  particularly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  what 
I  conceived  to  be  the  chief  grievance  in 
regard  to  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  to 
explain  the  reasons  which  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  snpport  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend. 

(6.55.)  Mr.  PARKER  SMITH 
(Lanark,  Partick)  :  As  I  believe  that  a 
strong  desire  exists  in  Scotland  for  thia 
Bill,  I  am  glad  that  it  has  lieeu  intro^ 
duced  80  early  in  the  Session  ;  but  I 
hope  that  evidence  will  he  called  before 
the  Select  Committee  which  w^ill  give 
expression  to  Scottish  opinion,  and 
that  before  any  action  is  taken  on  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  time  will 
be  aftWded  for  Scotland  to  declare  itself 
on  the  evidence.  I  fear  that  much  of 
the  opinion  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
comes  from  those  who  are  least 
acquainted  with  the  matter.  There  are 
many  strong  practical  difficulties  in  our 
path,  but  I  do  not  think  that  they  are 
insuperable,  I  was  very  glad  to  hear 
the  Lord  Advticate  say  that  the  (lovern- 
ment  would  keep  an  open  mind  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bill,  which  I  trust  will  be 
carried  through  with  the  same  success, 
and  in  the  same  manner,  as  the  Police 
Superannuation  Bill  of  last  Session, 
There  are  two  point^s  of  view  from  which 
the  Bill  muKt  be  examined,  the  Scottish 
point  of  view,  and  that  of  the  Honse 
of  Commons.  The  first  argument  which 
has  been  advanced  is  that  of  expense, 
and  I  think  that  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen has  made  out  a  very  strong  case 
in  that  connection  ;  for  it  seems  ex- 
tremely douhtful  whether  anything  in 
the  shape  of  economy  will  be  gained  by 
this  change  of  procedure.  T?he  Bill  does 
not  affect  nnoppctsed  Bills  in  any  way, 
although  at  present  an  expense  of  X300 
or  £400  has  to  be  incurred  in  gettiiig 
the  smallest  unopposed  scheme  through 
Parliument.  Again,  in  regard  to  opposed 
Bills,  I  do  not  see   w  lie  re  there  will  be 


any  substantial  diminution  of  cost.     The 
solicitors'  work  will  remain  pretty  much 
about  the  same  under  the  new  system 
as  it  is  under  the  present ;  counsels*  fees 
will  remain  about  the  same  ;  and  if  ex- 
pense is  saved  in  not  having  to  take  the 
witnesses  t»>  London,  there  will  be  afresh 
expense  in  calling  expert  evidence  from 
London,  and  it  may  be  that  counsel  will 
have  to  be  taken  from  London  to  Scot- 
land. Of  course  the  real  saving  will  be  in 
changing  the  system,  which  enables  tfc 
opponents  of  a  Bill  to  contest  it  before 
two    Committees  in    succession  :  before 
Committees     of     both     Houses.       But 
another  Scottish  reiison  in  favour  of  this 
Bill  is  one  altogether  outside  the  ques- 
tion of  expense,  for  it  is  t*5  be  found  in 
the  desire  that  in  these    matters  Scot- 
land   shall    be    made    altogether   inde- 
pendent of  the  Imperial  Parliament.     If 
people  clearly  understand  what  it  is  they 
are  going  to  get,  and  what  it  is  going  to 
cost,  and  they  still  have  a  strong  desire 
for  a  local  hearijig,  by  all  means  let  them 
have  their  Bill.     The  change  will  benefit 
certain  classes  with  regard  to  whom  one 
thinks    more  ab>ut  exjxmse   than    with 
regard  to  rich  companies  or  Corporations. 
At  present,  opposition   to  a  Bill  that  is 
going    to    aff«:^cfc    a   person    to    a    very 
slight    extent   \s   an   extremely   seriouB 
matter.     A  man  does  not  care  to  incur 
a   considerable    certain    expense    for    a 
problematical    chance    of    getting   some 
good  out  of  it.     If  there  were   a    local 
inquirj',  one's  own  agent  would  be  able 
to    conduct    one's     case    at    extremely 
smnll  expense.     Thei'e  is  one  provision 
in   I  he   Bill  in   favour  of    LocaJ    Bodies 
that  fcicems  to  me  a  very  dangerous  one. 
By  the  iSth  section  any  County  Council 
or  Town  Council  may  make  a  report  iu 
writiuij  to  the  Commissioners  respecting 
the  Preamble  of  a  Bill,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners are  to  have  due  regard   to  the 
request  contained  in  such  report.     I  do 
not  see  why  County  or  Town  Councils 
should  have  privileges  given  them  that 
arc  great L^r  than   those   given    to    indi- 
viduals.    I  think  it  is  very  dangerous  to 
give  more  weight  to  their  opinions  thau 
to    the  opinions  of  any   other   class   of 
opponents,     Towu  and  County  Councils 
are  elected  to  champion  the  interests  of 
the    ratepayers.      That  you   may   trust 
them   to   do   with    perfect   success,  but 
they  are  not  likely  to  look   at  matters 
from    the    larger    point     of    view     of 
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rally. What  they  seek  is  to  get  the 
best  terms  for  their  own  ratepayers. 
This  has  been  the  experience  of  those 
who  have  had  to  deal  with  the  largest 
Corporations  in  Scotland.  It  is  clear 
that  Bills  of  certain  kinds — such  as  Gas 
Bills,  Boundary  Bills,  Harbour  Bills, 
Tramway  Bills,  and  Water  Bills — are  of 
a  local  character,  and  might  bo  fitly  dealt 
with  locally.  But  it  is  differentin  regard  to 
railways,  audit  is  very  hard  to  lay  down 
any  hard  and  fast  line  of  discrimination 
between  those  railways  which  ara  com- 
pletely local  and  those  which  affect  the 
general  interests  of  the  Kingdom.  I 
was  once  interested  in  a  little  i*ailway 
wliich  appeared  to  be  one  of  the  most 
innocent  pieces  of  local  extravagance 
that  could  bo  imagined.  It  was  about 
four  miles  long,  and  ran  from  one  village 
to  another.  But  when  one  got  below 
the  surface  and  came  to  know  the 
meaning  of  it,  one  found  that  it  was  a 
step  in  the  great  campaign  of  railway 
strategy  which  is  going  on.  continually 
between  the  Caledonian  and  North 
British  Companies  over  the  whole  of 
Scotland,  and  it  would  have  been  very 
difficult  indeed  to  say  that  a  measure 
dealing  with  that  little  scheme  was  ex- 
clusively Scotch.  The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  with  regard  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Court  need  amending  in  my  opinion, 
and  I  hope  we  shall  find  the  Government 
not  unwilling  to  receive  amendments  of 
them.  If  a  sufficiently  strong  Court  can 
be  obtained  to  command  public  con- 
fidence, and  we  can  set  it  free  from  the 
trammels  which,  under  the  present 
scheme  surround  it,  and  save  it  from 
the  rush  on  counsel  or  experts 
which  is  the  greatest  difficulty  of 
the  present  system  of  Parliamentary 
procedure  upstairs,  I  believe  we 
may  obtain  satisfactory  results.  Bnt 
there  is  another  point  of  view  from 
which  one  has  to  look  at  the  matter,  and 
that  is  the  point  of  view  of  the  devolu- 
tion of  the  powers  of  Parliament.  The 
strongest  argument  urged  in  favour  of 
a  scheme  of  this  sort  in  1888  was  that 
of  the  difficulty  of  finding  Members  of 
this  House  to  do  the  work.  That 
does  not  apply  to  the  present  Bill, 
however.  The  amount  of  Sootch 
Mr.  Parker  Smith 


private     business     is     so    small    that 
it  would  really  be  an  entirely  inappre- 
ciable relief  to  take  away  from  English 
Members  the  duty  of  sitting  on  S(X)tch 
Bills.     If  there  was  any  probability  of 
the  bringing  forward  of  a  scheme  like 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boxburgh 
(Mr.  A.  Elliot),  applying  to  the  whole  of 
the  country,  I  should  much  prefer  to  let 
Scotland    wait^    because    I   believe  the 
establishment  of  such  a  general  Court 
would  be  a  much  more  satisfactory  way 
of  dealing  with  the  railway  schemes,   at 
any    rate,     than    setting    up    a  small 
Court  with  very  little  practice  like  that 
proposed  by  the  Government.     One  has  ' 
to  look  at  two  points  with  regard  to 
devolution — one  having  reference  to  the 
saving  of  the  time  of  Members,  and  the 
other  to  the  saving  of  the  time  of  the 
House.     The    House  almost  invariably 
accepts  the  decisions  of  its  Committees, 
and  it  does  not  think  it  necessary,  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  a  Bill,  to  go  into  the 
question  of  merits.      Bat  I   am  afraid 
that  if  you  hand  over  the  discussion  of  a 
Bill  to  a  body  outside  this  House  you  will 
not  have   the   same   confijience   in   the 
decision,    whether  it  be  in  favour  of  op 
against  the  Bill.     I  should  be  afraid  of 
Third    Reading   Debates  upon   Pnvate 
Bills   in   this    House,    or    of    attempts 
to  re-commit  Bills.     I  should  even  be 
more  afraid  of  Second  Reading.  Debates. 
At    present,    on    Second  Reading,  the 
House  of  Commons  does  not  really  com- 
mit itself  upon  the  merits  of  the  Bill  in 
any  way,  but  merely  says  a  primd  facte 
case  has  been  made  out  to  be  inquired 
into  upstairs ;  but  if  a  Bill,  after  the  Second 
Reading,  is  to  be  sent  to  a  Commission 
for   investigation,  things    will  be   very 
different.      Then  the   House   must    be 
taken,  on  the  Second  Reading,  really  to 
affirm  the  principle  in  a  way  it  does  not 
now,  and,  in  fact,  this  is  the  main  argu* 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Member,  who  is 
really  the  father  of   this  scheme.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.   Stanhope),  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Committee,  said — 

«•  I  think  it  very  desirable  that  before  the 
parties  are  ptt  to  the  expense  of  a  contested 
inquiry  Parliament  should  have  pronounced  to 
a  certain  extent  an  opinion  upon  the  principle 
of  the  measure  submitted  to  rarliament." 

That  seems  to  mo  to  be  putting  the  cart 
before  the  horse.  You  could  not  have  a 
Debate  on  the  principle  of  a  Private  Bill 
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before  the    iuqniry,    because    the   real 
principle   at   stake   does  not  come  out 
clearly  till  after  the  full  discussion  in 
the  Committee.     Whenever  you  want  to 
oppose  a  Private  Bill  you  can  find  some 
fine  big  principle  on  which  to  oppose  it. 
I  was  concerned  in  a  Bill  for  making  a 
tunnel  under  the   Clyde  at    Glasgow. 
That  was  opposed  by  the  Corporation  on 
the  ground  that  the  harbour  of  Glasgow 
was  essential  for  the  prosperity  of  Glas- 
gow,   and  that    to  interfere   with   the 
harbour  in  any  way  would  be  absolutely 
fatal,    and    therefore    it    must  not    be 
allowed.     The  real  diflBculty  lay  in  the 
question  whether  the  scheme  did  in  any 
way  affect  the  harbour  of  Glasgow,  and 
it  took  a   fortnight   upstairs  to  make  it 
clear  to  the  Committee  that  the  harbour 
of  Glasgow   was   in   no  way  interfered 
with.      In  proposing  a  scheme  of   this 
kind,  why  make  two  bites  at  a  cherry  ? 
Why  do  you  have  these  preliminaries — 
the   expense    of    the   House   fees,    the 
chance  of  delay  on  the  Second  Reading, 
the  chance  of  delay  on  the  Third  Reading 
— when  your  intention  is  to  put  the  deci- 
sion practically  into  the  hands  of  an  out- 
side Commission  ?    Why  do  not  you  go  a 
bit  farther  ?  Why  not  let  the  whole  thing 
come    before    the    outside    Commipsion 
from  the  first,  and  without  restrictions 
as  to  Parliamentary  time  and  notices  ? 
Why  not  let  the   matter  be  brought  up 
at  such  time  of  the  year  as  will  suit  the 
parties  interested  ?    Why  not  let  a  Bill 
be  discussed  before  the  outside  Commis- 
sion, and  then  have  it  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House — the  course  adopted  in  the  case 
of  an  educational  scheme  ?    The  House 
could  then  express  its  opinion  upon  the 
measure.     That  was  the  scheme  put  for- 
ward by  the  Chairman  of  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  before  the  Committee 
of  the  two  Houses,  and  that  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  far  more  satisfactory  scheme  than 
the  present.     I  believe  that  if  the  pre- 
sent scheme  be  not  amended  it  will  lead 
before  long  to  the  adoption  of  such  a 
scheme  as  that  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  because  of 
the   extent  to  which  it  will  be  found  to 
hamper  the  House  of  (  ommons. 

(7.17.)  Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,-  (kc.) :  I  do  not  think  that  anyone 
who  intends  to  support  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man)   will   be  disposed  to  dispute   the 


statement  that  there  exists  in  Scotland 
a  very  strong  demand  for  reform  of  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  legislation ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  am  inclined  to 
demur  to  the  assumption  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  (Mr.  A. 
Elliot)  that  public  opinion  in  Scotland  is 
decidedly  in  favour  of  the  particular 
measure  which  is  now  before  the  House. 
I  believe  it  will  be  found  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  are*  by  no  means  desirous  of 
having  another  Commission  or  Board 
added  to  the  numerous  Boards  which 
already  exist  and  which  hamper  many 
of  our  local  institutions  and  authorities. 
This  Bill  proposes  to  withdraw  from  this 
House  the  function  of  supervising 
Private  Bill  legislation.  I  do  not  think 
that  public  opinion  in  Scotland  will  be 
satisfied  until  they  have  all  Bills  relating 
to  Scottish  private  affairs  inquired  into 
locally,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible, 
as  has  been  urged  by  some  Members,  to 
differentiate  between  Railway  Bills  and 
other  Bills,  so  far  as  local  inquiry  or 
local  administration  is  concerned.  It 
is  obvious  that  wider  powers  might  be 
given  to  Local  Authorities  in  the  sense 
of  them  being  enabled  to  carry  out 
operations  in  the  public  interest,  without 
reference  to  any  legislative  body  what- 
ever. It  is  absurd  to  say  that  in  a  case 
of  this  kind  a  Local  Authority  would  be 
acting  as  the  promoter  of  its  own  Bill, 
because  a  Local  Authority  would,  by  a 
suggestion  of  this  kind,  have  the  power 
to  deal  with  the  questions  which  came 
before  it,  of  course  being  obliged  to  give 
fair  compensation  wherever  private 
rights  were  interfered  with.  With 
regard  to  railway  legislation,  if  it  be 
possible  to  send  one  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  Scotland  to 
inquiries  of  this  kind,  it  would  surely  be 
possible  to  find  two  to  go,  and  it  might 
reasonably  be  expected  that  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords  might  be 
found  to  go  there  also.  A  Committee 
composed  of  Members  of  Parliament 
sitting  in  Scotland  would  be  in  no  way 
different  from  the  Committees  who  con- 
sider the  railway  and  other  Bills 
upstairs.  I  can  quite  imagine  that  the 
great  railway  companies  may  be  able  to 
conduct  their  business  as  cheaply  in 
London  as  in  Edinburgh  or  any  other 
locality  in  Scotland,  but  that  is  not  so  in 
the  case  of  the  smaller  railway  com- 
panies, or  in  the  case  of  those  people  who 
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oppose  the  Bills  of  the  great  companies. 
I    have     personal    experience    in    this 
matter  beyond  serving  on  Committees  of 
this   Honse.      I   have   had    to  slightly 
oppose  a  railway  Bill,  and  hive  fonnd  it 
an  extremely  extravagant  undertaking. 
I  have  also  been  engaged  in  the  promo- 
tion of  a  Bill,  and  I  have  found  that  in 
consequence   of   another   Bill   engaging 
the   attention   of   the  Committee   for  a 
longer  period  than   was   expected,   the 
cost  of  promoting  the  Bill  was  trebled. 
That  trebling  of  the  cost  arose  through 
the   necessi^  of  keeping  hosts  of  wit- 
nesses hanging  about  London   so  long. 
No  words  can  express  too  strongly  the 
feeling  in  Scotland  in  favour  of  a  change 
in  the  present  system.     That  feeling  has 
been  considerably  strengthened  of  late 
by  Home  Rule  sentiments.     No  doubt  a 
considerable    number  of    municipalities 
and     Chambers    of      Commerce     have 
petitioned  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  but  the 
Town    Council   of  Edinburgh   has   not 
petitioned  in  favour  of  the  Bill.      The 
Town    Council    of   Leith,    the   port  of 
Edinburgh,  has  petitioned  in  favour  of  a 
local  inquiry,  but  objects  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  Commission.  It  is  realised  in 
Scotland      that     by     this     system     of 
a    Commission    you    are   taking    away 
from   representative    bodies  the   power 
of     deciding    questions     of    local    con- 
<5ern.      You     are     embarking     in     the 
direction     of     a      bureaucracy.       You 
are  embarking  on  a  course  that  will  lead 
to  the  bitterest  opposition  in  Scotland. 
This  is  a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  opposed 
tooth  and  nail,  because  of  the  principle 
that  this  CommissioD,  which  is  practically 
a.  judicial  body,  will  supersede  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.     We  do  not  de- 
nounce the  Bill  without  having  an  alter- 
native course  to  propose.  That  alternative 
course  is  that  the  local  authority  should 
have   the    power    to    deal    with    such 
matters  as  gas,  sewage,  the  acquirement 
of  land,  and  so  forth,  by  virtue  of  their 
own  Acts— of  course  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidated 
Act — and  that  any  matters  of  graver  im- 
port  should    still    remain    within    the 
category  of  private  Bill  legislation.   We 
also  suggest  there   should  be  either  a 
Committee  of  Members  of  Parliament,  or 
if  it  should  be  necessary,  some  general 
Commission,  which  should  deal  with  the 
whole  Private  Bill  legislation  of  the  three 
oonntries.     I  think  there  might  well  be 
J/r.  Munro  Ferguson 


a  mixed  Committee  of  Lords  and  Corn- 
mons. 

(7.25.)  Mr.  R.T.REID (Dumfries, &c.): 
I  only  wish  to  say  a  very  few  words. 
Although  I  agree  with  many  of  the 
criticisms  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson),  I  am  not  able 
to  arrive  at  hi3  conclusions.  I  think 
that  the  Bill  is  by  no  means  an 
exhaustive  Bill ;  that  in  many  re- 
spects it  is  defective,  and  ought  to 
be  greatly  improved  in  Committee, 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill,  the  purpose 
and  efEect  of  which  is  to  give  to  localities 
facilities  for  bringing  their  Bills  before  a 
local  tribunal  and  at  a  far  lessexpense  than 
is  at  present  incurred.  I  think  there  i6 
considerable  weight  of  opinion  in  favourof 
the  Second  Reading,  at  all  events,  of  this 
Bill.  We  have  the  recommendations  of 
a  Committee  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and 
we  have  received  Petitions  from  a  large 
number  of  Public  Bodies  in  Scotland  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  any  substantial  opposition. 
Then  it  has  been  stated  most  em- 
phatically that  no  words  are  too  strong 
to  express  the  disgust  and  discontent  of 
the  people  at  the  delay  and  expense  and 
inconvenience  and  worry  which  is  caused 
by  the  present  Private  Bill  system  of 
Scotland.  We  must  remember  that  the 
House  is  overcrowded  with  business,  and 
that  the  present  system  is  extremely  ex- 
pensive. No  one  will  persuade  me  that  it 
would  cost  as  much  money  to  inquire 
into  a  Scotch  Bill  in  Paisley  or  Perth 
or  Dumfries,  or  anywhere  you  like  to 
name,  with  local  counsel  and  local 
solicitors  atid  witnesses  at  hand,  as  it 
would  cost  to  inquire  into  it  before  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  here.  The 
feeling  against  the  present  system  is 
certainly  increased  by  the  tendency  of 
what  we  may  call  Home  Rule  sentiment, 
*which  is  greatly  increasing  in  Scotland- 
Therefore,  it  is  obvious  that  some 
change  must  take  place,  and  the  ques- 
tion is,  what  change  should  it  be  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stirling  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman), 
with  whose  speech  I  agree,  though  I  do 
not  agree  with  his  conclusions,  would 
have  us  extend  to  municipalities  power 
to  acquire  land  for  public  purposes. 
Now,  upon  this  we  had  a  discussion  last 
year  and  a  Division  in  which  the 
Government     could     only     secure     a 
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majority  of  16,  a  majority  which,  I 
think,  under  more  favourable  eircum- 
etances  we  might  convert  into  a  minoritj. 
I  am  certain  it  will  be  necessary  to 
confer  this  power,  that  it  can  be  done 
with  secnrity,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
done  as  soon  as  }>ossible.  Bnt  l>ccause  I 
cannot  get  this  now  am  I  to  v^ote  against 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  which 
confers  certiin  present  advanta|;^es  to 
Kail  way  Companies  and  Municipalities 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  their  Bills 
through  ?  1  do  not  think  I  am  juHtilied 
in  voting  against  the  Second  Reading, 
I  also  think  that  the  cjnticisms  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  and  of  the  hoiu  Member 
for  Aberdeen  upon  the  composition  of 
the  Commission  were  powerful  and  un* 
answerable.  1  noticed  that  the  Lord 
Advocate  said  it  was  not  intended  that 
this  should  be  a  CommiBsion  composed 
of  lawyers,  bnt  he  proposes  there  should 
be  a  Judge  upon  it,  Jand  I  assume  that 
the  other  Member  to  bj  named  by  the 
Preside  at  of  the  Court  of  Session  will  h^ 
of  the  legal  profossion.  Now,  1  must 
express  my  strong  dissent  from  the 
proposition  that  lawyers  or  Judges  should 
take  part  in  practical  legislation.  Tiie 
business  of  a  Judge  io  to  decide  between 
man  and  man  according  to  hiw,  of  whiclj 
he  is  an  honest  and  capable  interpreter, 
hut  be  is  not  necessarily  the  wiser  in 
deciding  legislation.  Indeed,  for  my 
own  part,  I  do  not  entertain  auy  great 
oonfidence  io  the  political  judgment  of 
Her  Majesty's  Judges  here  or  in  Scot- 
land. These  are  the  views  I  entertain  ^ 
and  largely  agreeing,  as  1  do,  with  the 
observations  of  my  right  hon»  Friend 
(Mr.  Campbell' Bannerman),  I  look  upon 
his  Amendment  as  a  non  sequilur. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  throw  out  this  Bill 
instead  of  amending  it,  because  we  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  ilunicipalitiL's 
ought  to  be  entrusted  witli  increased 
powci's.  Under  the  circnm stances,  I 
hope  the  Grovernment  will,  in  Committee, 
enable  us  to  improve  the  Bill  in  accord- 
ance with  suggestions  mjide  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  certtiinly  I  am 
not  prepared  to  oppose  the  Second  Read- 
ing. 

(7.35.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  •. 
The  House  is  listening  to  a  rather 
singular  Debate  this  evening.  The  dis- 
cussioo  is  entirely  conducted  from  this 
side,   no  Member    of   the    Government 


rising  to  answer  the  arguments  advanced, 
and  there  is  a  very  scanty  attendance  of 
English  Members.  This  is  a  matter  of 
same  importance,  because,  after  all, 
though  the  Bill  relates  primarily  to 
Scotlajid  this  is  not  by  any  means  a 
purely  Scottish  question.  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  admitted  it  is  a  sort  of 
trial  trip  -  an  attempt  t)  apply  an  experi- 
ment to  Scotland  which  afterwards  may 
be  used  over  a  larger  tie  Id  in  England. 
Therefore,  it  is  a  question  which  ought 
to  command  a  good  attendance  of 
English  Members,  and  upon  which 
English  Members  having  large  experi- 
ence of  the  proceedings  of  Private  BiO 
Committees  might  give  us  their  views. 
Hardly  anything  has  been  said  except  in 
dispraise  of  the  Bilh  No  doubt,  several 
Members  luive  announced  their  intention 
of  voting  for  it ;  but  all  have  indulged 
in  very  drastic  criticisms.  There  is 
scarcely  any  part  of  the  rigging  through 
which  shots  have  not  passed.  Under  the 
circumstances,  it  Vjecomes  worth  while 
to  consider  whether  the  Bill  onght  to 
be  proceeded  with,  and  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  wait  for  some  more 
adequate  measure  to  be  presented.  One 
hon.  Member  has  Fuggested  that  the 
inquiry  by  Select  Committee  should  in- 
clude the  whole  question  w^hether  ornot 
the  Bill  should  be  extended  by  carrying 
out,  not  the  plan  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
but  the  plan  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, which  was  to  refer  the  whole  of  i 
the  proceedings  on  a  Private  Bill  to  a 
Commission  which  should  deal  with  all  its 
stages  —  the  First,  Second,  and  Third 
Readings.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
Partick  (Mr.  J.  P.  Smith)  suggests  that 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  should  be  so  largely 
altered,  hie  speech  cannot  be  regarded  as 
one  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  1  should  like  to  recapitulate  our 
objections  to  the  Bill.  In  the  first  place, 
we  object  in  toio  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Commission,  and  it  is  worthy  of 
notice  that  no  single  Member  who  has 
supported  the  Bill  has  said  a  word 
in  favour  of  this  point,  and,  in  fact^ 
the  Lonl  Advocate  has  given  np  this 
point,  and  says  the  Government  are 
willing  to  agree  to  a  complete  alteration 
in  the  composition  of  the  Commission, 
This  is  one  of  the  points  upon  which 
public  opinion  in  Scotland  is  unanimous. 
I  have  tried  t-o  ascertiin  what  is  the 
feeling  iu  Scotland,  and  I   have  made 
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inquiries    from    my  colleagues,  and,   I 
think,  they  all  agree  that  while  there  is 
a  strong  desire   in  Scotland  that  there 
should  be  a  change  by  the  cheapening  of 
the  present  process,  and  if  possible  pro- 
*yision  made  for  local  hearing,  ther«  is  an 
equally  strong  objection  to  throwing  the 
whole  matter  into  the  hands  of  what  is 
known  in  Scotland  as  Parliament  House. 
When  the  present  occupant  of   the  posi- 
tion, now  of  advanced  age,  of  President 
of  the  Court  of  Session  vacates  his  oflBce, 
and  we  hope  it  may  be  at  a  distant  date, 
whoever  succeeds  him  will  probably  be 
a  much  younger  man,  and  he  may  have 
uncontrolled  possession  of  the  valuable 
piece  of  patronage  this  Bill  would  confer 
for  perhaps  35  years  to  come.     The  next 
point  I  should  like  to  submit  is,  there  is 
no  provision  in  the  Bill  for  dealing  with 
the  question  of  instructions  to  be  given 
to  a  Committee  or  Commission.     This  is 
of  more  importance    than  at  first  sight 
appears.      It    is  not  at  all  uncommon 
when  a  Bill  is  going  to  a  Committee,  for 
the  House   to   give   instructions   to  the 
Committee     to     deal     with     particular 
matters  which,  according  to  the  ordinary 
rules   of  procedure,  it  would  not  have 
been  competent  for  it  to  entertain.     I 
remember  such  instances  as  the  preser- 
vation    of    buildings     and     antiquities 
within  an  area  to  be  dealt  with  by  a 
Railway  Company,  and  even  the  question 
of  how  the  scenery  of  a  district  might 
be  effected  by  a  railway  has  been  made 
the  subject  of   an   Instruction  by   the 
House,  and  has  been  dealt  with  by   a 
Committee.     A   Commission    sitting   at 
Glasgow  or  Edinburgh  would  be  a  very 
different  body  to  a  Committee  sitting  up- 
stairs, and  it  would  be  more  diflficult  to 
make   an   Iastruct>on  applicable  to  the 
Commission.     This   is    important,    par- 
ticularly  in    regard     to   Railway    Bills 
where  a  Railway  Company  is  empowered 
to  take  land  ;  it  is  a  point  which  has  often 
been    fought   out  here,  and  companies 
have  often   been   defeated.     As  a  safe- 
guard it    is   very    important  that   the 
House  should  have  .the  power  of  giving 
these  Instructions,  and  of  seeing   that 
the  body  appointed  to  deal  with  a  Bill  is, 
so  to  speak,  attuned  to  the  temper  and 
feeling  of  the  House,  not  looking  at  a 
question  as  a  purely  legal  tribunal,  but 
understanding  the  sentiment  the  House 
entertains  on  the  matter.     But  this  is  a 
point  that  seems  to  be  entirely  ignored 
Jfr,  £ri/ce 


in  the  Bill.     Then  I  come  to  the  distinc- 
tion my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)    has    drawn    between   the 
classes  of  Bill  to  which  the  Bill  shall 
apply.     Speaking  broadly,  there  are  two 
claisses  of  Bills — those  promoted  by  Rail- 
way Companies  and  Bills  promoted  by 
municipal  and  similar  bodies.     Now,  as 
regards  railway  Bills,  there  is  no  general 
complaint  from  Scotchmen ;  it  is  a  ques- 
tion for  Railway  Companies.     It  is   n© 
public  grievance  that  Scottish  witnesses 
are  brought  up  here  to  give  evidence  j 
but,  on  the  contrary,  I  think  it  is  re- 
garded as  rather  a  pleasant  opportunity 
for  a   sojourn   in    London    during    the 
season.     But    I  should  like  very  much 
to  have  information  from  the  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate  as  to  his  view  of  the  distinction 
to   be   taken   between  Bills  exclusively 
relating  to    Scotland   and    Bills   which 
might    also     affect     English     interests. 
Several  Members  have  given  instances 
of  Bills  which  at  first  sight  might  appear 
to  be  of  an  exclusively  Scottish  charac- 
ter, Bills  involving  some  local  extension 
in  the  very  centre  of   Scotland,  which 
yet  may  be  found  to  involve  the  interests 
of  English  companies  in  relation  to  run- 
ning powers,  so  that  these  English  com- 
panies   could    establish  a  locus  standi 
before  a  Committee.     It  is  material   to 
know  what  is  in  the  mind  of  those  who 
prepared  this  Bill  as  to  the  distinction  to 
be  drawn  between  Bills  which  are  exclu- 
sively Scottish  and  Bills  partly  Scottish, 
partly  English.     It  might  turn  out  that 
Bills  exclusively  Scottish  would  be  com- 
paratively small   in    number,   and  the 
value  of  this  measure,  so  far  as  Railway 
Bills    are    concerned,    would    be    very 
largely  lost.     With  regard  to  Municipal 
Bills,   there  is  almost  a  universal  con- 
sensus of  opinion  on  this  side   of   the 
House  that  the  proper  way  of  dealing 
with  these  matters  is  by  enlarging  the 
powers  of  Local  Bodies.     The  Lord  Advo- 
cate seemed  to  think  it  was  a  sufficient 
answer   to    say    that  Local  Bodies  are 
themselves  promoters  of  Bills,  but  surely 
that  is  not  a  sufficient  answer.     Railway 
Companies  have  their  private  interests  to 
serve,  but  Municipalities   represent   the 
interest  of  the  community.     Our  Scot- 
tish Local  Authorities  are  honest  bodies. 
It   is  not  personal  interest  that  is  sought 
by  Town  Councils,  but  the  interest  of  the 
ratepayers.   Why,  therefore,  should  they 
not  have  the  power,  under  proper  safe- 
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guards  under  general  Statutes  which  lay 
down  principles,  to  take  land  themselves 
after  conducting  an  inquiry,  instead  of 
coming  here  for  the  purpose?  Nobody- 
will  allege  there  is  any  likelihood  of  any 
peculiar  abuse  of  such  power  by  Scottish 
representative  bodies.  Of  course  this 
opens  a  large  question,  but  it  is  a 
question  which  should  be  dealt  with,  and 
the  Government  should  have  reasons 
to  show  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  have  general  legislation  imposing 
proper  safeguards,  which  would  suffi- 
ciently define  the  powers  Local  Bodies 
might  exercise  without  continued 
recurrence  to  Parliament.  There  are 
countries  —  for  instance,  the  United 
States — where  such  powers  are  exercised; 
and  surely  it  does  not  pass  the  skill  of 
Parliament  to  provide  an  Act,  which, 
while  guarding  from  all  dangers,  would 
remove  the  difficulties  and  expense  of 
promoting  a  Bill  for  local  purposes  in 
this  House.  The  question  does  not  rest 
entirely  on  the  ground  of  expense.  There 
are  many  small  improvements,  but  yet 
of  some  importance  to  the  inhabitants  of 
localities,  which  would  be  carried  out  if 
it  were  not  for  the  formidable  aspect 
which  an  application  to  Parliament 
presents,  not  only  in  the  prospect  of 
opposition  to  be  encountered,  but  in  the 
fees  which  have  to  be  paid.  Altogether, 
therefore,  I  think  that  I  may  fairly  say 
that  this  is  a  point  as  to  which  Scottish 
opinion  is  most  agreed,  and  for  which  a 
remedy  is  most  wanted.  I  will  not 
repeat  arguments  which  have  been 
addressed  to  this  point,  but  I  think  T  am 
not  going  too  far  when  I  say  that  the 
result  of  the  Debate  seems  to  show  that 
although  there  is  a  strong  wish  in  the 
minds  of  the  Scottish  Members  that  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with,  there  is 
at  the  same  time  a  general  conviction 
that  this  Bill  will  not  substantially 
advance  the  question,  and  that  it  ought 
to  make  way  for  a  more  complete 
scheme 

(7.46.)  Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk, 
&c.)  :  My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  the 
character  of  the  Debate,  but  I  think  we 
may  congratulate  ourselves  that  the 
Government  have  brought  forward  this 
Bill  rather  as  a  useful  than  a  popular 
measure,  and  the  criticisms  have  been  in- 
tended rather  as  of  a  useful  than  as  of  a 
disputative  character.  This  question  of 
Private  Bill   legislation  was  originally 


taken  up  by  the  late  Mr.  Craig  Sellar 
when  no  difference  had  arisen  in 
the  Liberal  camp,  when  it  was 
not  then,  and  need  not  now  be, 
discussed  in  a  Party  spirit.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  referred,  as  other  speakers 
have  referred,  to  an  alternative  measure 
to  give  further  powers  to  Municipahties 
by  which  they  would  be  able  to  do 
these  things  which  they  now  have  to 
come  to  Parliament  to  obtain  powers 
for.  The  arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend 
would  be  true  with  regard  to  a  certain 
set  of  subjects,  but  not  with  regard  to 
all.  We  have  been  told  about  the 
necessity  of  powers  for  acquiring  land, 
and  it  would  be  perfectly  possible  to 
enable  Municipalities  to  obtain  such 
powers  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Con 
solidation  Act ;  but  take  such  a  class  of 
cases  as  is  involved  in  the  desire  of  a 
Municipality  to  obtain  an  additional 
water  supply.  In  such  a  case  a  Muni 
cipality  would  require  to  go  outside  the 
boundary  of  the  locality,  and  it  is  im 
possible  to  imagine  that  power  should 
be  granted  to  any  Municipality  to  deal 
with  such  a  question  as  that.  There 
must  be  another  and  extraneous  power 
to  look  into  the  whole  question,  and  to 
see  that  the  rights,  not  only  of  private 
individuals^  but  of  other  Public  Bodies 
are  respected.  I  believe  that  there  is  a 
general  consensus  of  opinion  in  Scot- 
land in  favour  of  a  measure  of  this 
kind.  I  do  not  say  that  there  is  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  all  the  details  of 
this  measure,  because  they  have  not  yet 
been  laid  before  the  country  as  they 
will  be  by  this  Debate ;  but  practically 
I  think  that,  so  far  as  they  have  been 
discussed,  the  details  are  only  opposed 
by  Glasgow,  while  the  larger  towns  and 
cities  of  Scotland  are  hesitating  and 
doubtful ;  but  all  the  smaller  Municipal 
burghs  are  very  favourable  to  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Bill.  Speaking 
on  behalf  of  my  own  constituency,  I  can 
say  that  I  have  already  presented  from 
two  burghs  I  represent  petitions  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  at  one  period  or 
another  I  have  presiented  Petitions  in 
favour  of  the  former  measure  of  the 
Government  dealing  with  this  subject. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  which  the 
House  is  now  asked  to  affirm  is  this, 
that  there  shall  be  a  local  inquiry  into 
local  wants.  All  else  is  matter  of 
detail — important  detail,  I  admit,   and 
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the  manner  in  which  the  Goyernment 
have  approached  the  subject,  expressing 
their  willingness  to  consider  these 
details,  is,  I  trast,  an  earnest  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Committee  to  be 
appointed  will  look  at  the  measnre,  and 
that  we  shall  have  it  enacted  into  law 
in  a  shapj  to  advance  the  interests 
of  localities  and  of  the  country 
generally.  There  undoubtedly  may 
be  cases  where  it  would  be  desirable  to 
have  inquiries  at  Westminster  rather 
than  in  localities,  and  I  think  it  would 
not  be  difficult,  foreseeing  such  cases,  to 
provide  for  them  as  they  arise,  and  I 
would  propose  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  seriously  consider  whether 
an  Amendment  should  not  be  introduced 
whereby,  if  the  promoters  and  opponents 
of  any  scheme  unite  in  desiring  that  the 
inquiry  should  be  held  not  in  the 
locality,  but  at  Westminster,  the  option 
should  be  allowed.  I  believe  an  Amend- 
ment of  that  kind  would  commend 
itself  to  the  country ;  it  would  not  often 
be  required,  but  occasionally  it  might 
be  useful.  Undoubtedly,  the  people  of 
Scotland  do  desire  that  the  expenses  of 
obtaining  Local  Bills  should  be  greatly 
reduced,  and  the  fact,  I  think,  was  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stirling  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  that  the  average  number  of 
Local  Bills  presented  is  only  10  annually. 
In  the  case  of  Ireland,  if  we  except 
railway  projects  and  Bills  promoted  by 
the  Municipality  of  Belfast,  we  scarcely 
have  an  Irish  Private  Bill  brought 
under  our  consideration.  It  is  most  un- 
fortunate that  the  expenses  of  unopposed 
Bills  should  be  so  great ;  and  if  it  were 
possible  for  the  Government  to  draft 
some  proposals  by  which  those  expenses 
should  be  reduced,  a  great  advantage 
would  be  conferred  on  the  community. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Bryce)  has  referred  to  the  advantage 
there  is  on  the  Second  Beading  stage  of 
giving  an  Instruction  to  a  Committee, 
and,  so  far  as  1  understand,  it  will  still  be 
possible  under  the  Bill  to  issue  such  an 
Instruction.  I  believe  that  with  Amend- 
ments suggested  from  various  quarters, 
and  those  I  have  alluded  to,  a  measure 
may  be  passed  into  law  which  will  be 
received  with  great  gratification  in  Scot- 
land, and  that  it  will  ultimately  work 
for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  communifcv. 
(7.55.) 

J/r.  Sinclair 


(8.30.)  Mr.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Mont- 
rose, &c.) :  It  occurs  to  me  that  there 
are  three  fundamental  mistakes  which 
lie  at  the  root  of  the  measure  we 
are  now  discussing.  It  is  agreed  that 
there  is  a  strong  opinion  in  Scotland  in 
favour  of  cheapening  the  expense  of 
Private  Bill  legislation,  and  I  also  gather 
that  there  is  a  considerable  feeling 
in  favour  of  local  inquiries,  although 
that  feeling  is  not  for  local  inquiries 
entirely  as  such,  but  rather  as  a  means 
to  an  end,  that  end  being  the  lessening 
of  the  cost  of  Private  Bill  legislation.. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  first  funda- 
mental roist:ike  that  has  been  made  is  the 
entire  disregard  of  the  first  and  foremost 
item  in  the  cost  of  that  legislation, 
namely,  the  question  of  the  fees 
exacted  by  this  House,  which,  as  the 
House  must  have  seen,  are  very 
heavy.  The  second  mistake  made  by  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  is  that  they  have 
omitted  to  consider  the  propriety  of  cur- 
tailing the  initial  expenses  attending  the 
issue  of  the  various  notices  which  are 
requisite  before  a  Bill  can  be  proceeded 
with.  The  third  mistake  is  that,  assum- 
ing a  Commission  to  be  necessary,  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  have  chosen  the  most 
cumbrous  and  most  costly  form  of  Com- 
mission that  could  be  devised.  In 
regard  to  the  first  point,  we  have  had 
some  figures  put  before  us  in  the  Return 
moved  for  by  Lord  Monk  Bretton  three 
years  ago,  a  Return  showing  the  amount  of 
fees  exacted  by  this  House  over  a  period  of 
11  years,  the  total  cost  during  those  11 
years  having  been  £380,000,  while  with 
the  cost  of  the  fees  charged  by  the  other 
House,  the  annual  amount  of  fees 
exacted  by  Parliament  amounted  to 
between  £50,000  and  £60,000.  Well, 
what  is  the  result  ?  Is  all  this  necessary 
for  the  purposes  of  the  work  of 
Private  Bill  legislation,  or  does  it  act 
as  a  tax  on  public  enterprise?  It  has 
been  so  described,  and  I  submit  that  it 
is  such  a  tax.  Attention  was  inciden- 
tally  called  to  this  point  by  the  Commis- 
sion of  1888,  and  I  take  it  from  their 
Report  that  the  annual  surplus  of  the 
fees  received  by  the  two  Houses  is 
£40,000.  Now,  I  feel  quite  sure  that 
the  House  will  see  that  it  is  neither 
dignified  nor  just,  nor  do  they  mean  it 
in  that  sense,  to  exact  so  large  a  tax 
from  those  engaged  in  public  enterprise 
as     to    produce    an   annual  surplus  of 


849       Privaie  BUI  Procedure     {JxHVkm  22,  1891[         (ScoUand)  ML 


850- 


£40,000,  after  all  expenses  are  paid* 
The  right  bon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
the  Lord  Advocate  has  told  us  he  has  a 
free  mind  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill 
gene  rail  J,  and  I  will  ask  him  whether  he 
has  a  free  mind  cm  this  particular  ques- 
tion of  the  House  fees  ?  I  know  that  it 
will  be  said  that,  so  far  as  regards  the 
House  fees  for  daily  attendance  before 
Committees^  they  will  be  saved; 
but  it  must  be  kept  in  view  that  there 
will  be  a  counterbalancing  expense 
placed  uj)on  the  promoters  in  the  coat  of 
carrying  the  Court  down  to  the  locality 
where  the  inquiry  will  have  to  be  made. 
My  next  point  is  that  the  expensive 
notices  which  have  now  to  be  published 
by  the  promoters  of  Private  Bills  are 
entirely  unnoticed  in  this  measure.  There 
is  no  provision  for  dealing  with  these 
notices,  and  1  doubt  whether  it  would  be 
competent  for  us  to  go  into  that  matter 
in  Committee,  seeing  that  it  is  not  within 
the  general  scope  of  the  Bill  We  are,  I 
think,  pretty  generally  figreed  that  the 
notitses  which  have  to  be  published  in 
October  or  Noveml^er  arc  of  unnecessary 
length.  Granted  that  they  are  neces- 
sary, as  no  doubt  they  are,  I  think  that 
experience  has  shown  that  other  means 
might  be  adopted  instead  of  those 
lengthy  notices  of  calling  attention  to 
the  provisions  of  Private  Bills.  Notice, 
of  course,  must  be  given ;  but  what 
I  especially  desire  to  point  out  is  the 
Undue  length  of  the  notices  as  at 
present  published.  They  are  so  long 
that  nobody  reads  them,  and  they  have 
to  be  inserted  over  and  over  again  in  a 
manner  that  adds  immensely  to  their  cost. 
Indeed,  we  have  beard  of  one  case 
in  which  the  coat  of  those  notices, 
prior  to  the  deposit  of  a  Billj  amounted 
to  upwards  of  X200,  I  think  that 
the  omission  of  this  matter  ia 
a  very  grave  defect  in  this  Bill, 
With  regard  to  the  Commission 
which  ia  proposed  by  the  measure, 
let  us  see  what  it  is  that  the  Bill  pro- 
posea.  Towards  the  end  of  the  inquiry 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  1888,  a 
scheme  was  shadowed  forth  by  the 
Minister  for  War,  which  is  in  reality 
the  scheme  upon  which  this  Bill  has 
been  framed.  That  scheme,  however, 
is  one  which  was  not  considered  by 
any  of  the  witnesses,  and  it  has  lieen 
imported  into  thia  Bill  en  bl4Xi  without 
due  oonsi deration.  I  will  not  repeat 
VOL.  UOOXUX     liMiiiu  4i£La«8.] 


the  arguments  that  have  been  brought 
against  the  proposed  Commission,  many 
of  them  with  great  justice  j  but  I  will 
say  that  having  had  some  experience 
in  regard  to  Private  Bill  legislation, 
I  think  that  the  tribunal  here  proposed 
is  not  likely  to  be  found  satisfactory. 
However  fair  and  just  the  Scotch  Judges 
raay  be,  I  tliink  the  principle  of  putting  a 
Judge  to  preside  over  such  a  Comniission  • 
is  most  objectionable,  because  you  put  him 
in  the  position  of  dealing  with  matters 
of  policy,  whereas  he  has  }iitherfco  been 
accustomed  to  deal  only  with  matters  of 
law  such  as,  for  example^  the  conatmction 
of  deeds  and  Acts  of  Parliament.  It  is 
Biiid,  however,  that  a  Riiilway  Commis- 
sioner is  to  be  associated  with  the  other 
Commissioners.  The  Railway  Com- 
missioners are  chosen  for  a  very  different 
purpose.  They  are  selected  because  of 
their  great  knowledge  of  questions 
affecting  railway  traffic  and  railway 
rates,  and  I  ask  the  House  how  can  this 
knowledge  possibly  render  them  specially 
adapted  for  dealing  with  the  thousand 
and  one  questions  of  policy  which  affect 
matters  of  railway  enterprise,  gas, 
harbours,  sewage  farms,  and  things  of 
that  kind  ?  They  are  no  more  specially 
fitted  for  dealing  with  such  questions- 
and  I  am  sure  thuy  do  not  claim  tt)  be — « 
than  their  neighbours.  It  is  also  stated 
that  a  Member  of  Parliament  is  to  be 
associated  with  the  Commission;  but 
although  the  House  may  approve  of  this 
appointment,  what,  I  ask,  is  one  amongst 
so  many  ?  The  most  objectionable  ap- 
p<:>intment  of  all  is  that  of  the  fourth 
Commissioner,  and  it  is  this  appointment 
which  creates  so  much  suspicion  in 
Scotland,  Even  now  we  do  not  know 
the  special  class  from  which  he  will  be 
taken,  and  we  have  no  suggestion  as  to 
who  that  Commissioner  is  likely  to  be. 
As  regards  the  res|X)nsibility  for  his  ap- 
pointment, it  is  an  objectionable  feature 
that  it  is  placed  in  the  bands  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  the  consequence  of] 
which  will  be  that  no  one  in  this  House  I 
can  be  held  to  be  responsible  for  hiflJ 
appointment.  Beyond  tliis,  the  Commia^  [ 
sion  ia  to  he  a  migratory  one,  the  great  ^ 
fault  of  which  is  that,  instead  of  di- 
minishing the  cost  of  those  inquiries, 
it  will  in  reality  add  to  that  cost 
very  largely.  Let  me  ask  the  House 
what  will  happen  wheu  notice  has 
b«en  given  of  the  Bill  for  &  particular 
2  L 
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locality,  say  Aberdeen  ?  The  Poet  Office 
and  Telegraph  Office  will  at  once  be  put 
in  motion  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
dovm  the  Railway  Commissioner  from 
London ;  then  the  same  process  will  be 
resorted  to  for  bringing  down  a  Member 
of  Parliament  from  London,  while  the 
Judge  will  start  with  his  sttiff  from 
Edinburgh  to  Aberdeen.  When  these 
persons  get  down  there^  they  may,  first 
of  all,  be  called^upou  to  deal  with  a  ques- 
tion of  locus  stajidi,  and  it  may  be  that 
when  they  have  heard  the  objections  on 
that  point,  they  will  find  that  there  is  no 
locus  standi,  so  that  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pense which  has  been  incnrred  will 
have  been  absolutely  thrown  away. 
Than,  asBuming  the  loctts  standi  question 
has  been  got  over,  and  the  Commis- 
Bionera  are  called  npon  to  inqnire  into 
the  merits  of  the  case,  how  often  does  it 
liappen  that  the  moment  the  case  ia 
begun,  it  becomes  transparent  that  the 
petitioner  has  misjudged  his  rights,  and 
that  there  is  nothing  of  substance  in 
the  opposition.  Again,  in  that  case, 
all  the  expenses  incnrred  are  so  far 
wasted.  dnder  all  these  circnm- 
stances,  1  do  press  npon  the  Honse  the 
fact  that  the  scheme  now  proposed 
will,  instead  of  lessening  the  coat  of 
these  inqniries,  very  materially  increase 
them,  both  in  the  case  of  the  promoters 
of  Private  Bills  and  in  the  case  of  thoee 
who  have  to  appear  against  them.  I 
quite  admit  that  the  saving  of  expense 
to  the  opponents  of  Railway  Com- 
panies' Bills  ought  also  to  be  taken  into 
account.  Another  defect  in  the  Bill  is 
that  every  Bill,  no  matter  what  its 
nature  may  be,  is  to  be  tried  by  this 
Commission  so  long  as  it  exclusively  re- 
lates to  Scotland.  There  may  be  a  class 
of  cases  proper  for  local  inquiry,  and 
some  Committee  —  whether  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  or  some  other,  such 
as  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses — 
may  select  those  and  send  them  down 
for  local  inquiry,  under  suitable  condi- 
tions. With  reference  to  increasing 
the  powers  of  the  Municipal  Authori- 
ties, I  quite  agree  in  much  that  has  been 
dpne.  But  I  think  due  att-ention  ought 
to  be  j>aid  to  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs,  who 
pointed  out  that  a  Local  Authority  might 
come  for  a  Water  Bill,  which  proposed 
an  enterprise  into  the  domain  of  some 
other  Local  Authority.  We  do  not  in- 
Jfr.  SAtress  W%U 


tend  that  cases  of  that  kind  are  to  \je 
left  to  the  municipalities  to  do  exactly  aa 
they  please.  The  Lord  Advocate  would, 
therefore,  be  entirely  mistaken  if  he 
fancied  that  that  ia  the  class  of  case  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  re- 
ferred. If  I  thonght  that  this  BiU 
was  one  which  would  conduce  to  the 
fulfilment  of  the  desires  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  in  lessening  the  cost  of 
legislation,  I,  for  one,  would  give  it  my 
support.  But  it  is  because  I  believe  i 
that  it  would  have  the  contrary  effect, 
and  that  it  is  deficient  in  fundamental 
principles,  that  I  support  the  Amend- 
ment which  lias  been  moved. 

(8,50.)     Sib  A.  ORR  EWING  (Bum- 
barton) :     Mr.    Speaker,    there     is     no 
doubt  that  this  Bill  has  the  unanimous 
support    of    the    people     of    Scotland* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  laughs  ^j 
at    that    statement,    though    the     city  ^| 
which    he   represents   is   in   favour    of  ^^ 
the   Bill.     I  believe  I   do  not   mak«  a 
mistake  when  1  say  that  every  burgh 
in  Scotland  is   in   favour  of   the   Bill. 
True,  Leith  has  not  spoken,  and   Edin- 
burgh has  not  spoken — J  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  said   that  Eldin- 
burgh  has  spoken.     The  Parliamentaiy 
Committee  of  the  Edinburgh  Corpora* 
tion,   to   which   all    Bills   are   referred, 
recommended  to  the  Town  Council  that 
a  Petition  should  be   forwarded  to  this 
House  to  day  in  favour  of  the  Bill.     But 
a  certain  portion   of  the  Town  Council, 
men  who  bestow  the  freedom  of  the  city  j 
and  then  want   to    take    it   back— men  J 
who  I  do  not  say  are  the   highest  intel- 
lectually,    or     highest     in     any      way  I 
whatever — have  prevented  this  Petition 
from  coming  before  us.     But  if  the  hon. 
Member  says  that  Petition  was  ai^iust  | 
the   Bill,  I  utterly  deny  the  statement. 
I  think   the   Honse   should   follow   the] 
example  and  advice   given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for   Dumfries.      He   does    oot) 
alttigether  approve  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
says  it  is  not  a  measure  which  ought  to 
be  thrown  out  on  the  Second  Reading. 
He  thinks  it  is  the  kernel  of  a  good  Bill, 
and  he  trusts  the ,  Second  Reading  will 
be     passed,     and    that     when     it     i0 
sent    upBtairs     it    may     be    modifiad. 


853       PrimU  BiU  Procedure     {Januabt  22,  1891}         (ScoU^md)  BiU. 


864 


60  ft€  to  meet  with  tke  general  approval 
of  the  Members  for  Scotland,  and  so 
confer  a  great  benefit  on  the  people  of 
that  connt^}^  The  great  objection  tn  the 
Bill  is  raised  that  England  is  not  in- 
cluded. Well,  we  have  a  great  cry  in 
Scotland  for  Home  Rule,  and  here  is  a 
Bill  which  gives  to  our  country  Home 
Rule  ;  yet  because  England  is  not  getting 
it  Scotland  is  to  be  denied  it  also.  Is 
that  a  pfisition  for  hon.  Members  to  take  t 
I  believe  that  if  this  Bill  passes  England 
will  not  be  long  without  a  similar 
measure  being  conferred  upon  it  Had 
it  not  been  for  the  death  of  an  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Craig  Sellar)|  I  believe  a 
Bill  would  have  passed  this  House 
including  England,  Ireland,  and  Scot- 
land in  respect  to  the  passing  of  private 
measures.  Another  great  objection  to 
this  Bill  is  that  it  savours  too  much 
of  Parliament  House  in  Edinburgh. 
Parliament  House  is  an  institution  of 
which  all  Scotchmen  ought  to  be  proud, 
and  I  believe  it  never  stood  higher  in 
the  estimation  of  Scotland  than  it  docs 
at  the  present  moment.  But  if  you 
object  to  this  Bill  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
frankly  stated  that  he  is  prepared  to  con- 
sider and  meet  objections  in  Committee 
upstairs,  with  a  view  to  bringing  it  into 
ftccordatice  with  thegeneral  feeling  of  those 
who  represent  Scotland,  I  think  you 
will  make  a  mistake  if  you  attempt  to 
throw  the  Bill  out  on  the  Second  Read- 
ing. It  may  not  be  all  you  want,  hut, 
at  all  events,  it  is  the  kernel  of  a  mea- 
sure which  has  the  approval  of  all  loyal 
Scotchmen  to  whom  I  have  sfjoken.  You 
naay  be  able  in  Committee  to  put  the 
Bill  into  that  form  which  will  enable  yon 
to  give  it  your  unanimous  support ;  and 
I  trust  that  Scotland  will  no  longer  be 
without  this  measure  of  self-government, 
which  all  feel  would  be  of  great  benefit 
to  that  country, 

(8.56.)  Dr,  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Sir,  I 
have  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Baronet  on 
becoming  a  Scotch  Home  Ruler,  and  that 
he  is  able  to  bear  testimony  to  the  popu- 
larity of  that  movement.  And  1  must 
congratulate  the  Lord  Advocate  upon 
also  becoming  a  Scotch  Home  Ruler, 
though  probably  he  is  not  without  cog- 
nisance of  the  circumstance  that  he  is  to 
be   opposed  by   a  Conservative    who  is 


likowiae  a  Scotch  Home  Ruler.  Two 
years  ago,  when  the  question  of  Scotch 
Home  Rule  was  raised,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  introduced  four  Bills,  in 
consequence  of  which  J  had  to 
make  my  Motion  on  the  subject  much 
stronger  than  I  had  intended.  Of 
the  four  Bills,  two  are  passed,  and 
this  is  the  third.  The  fourth  is  still  in 
the  position  in  which  it  was  two  years 
ago — I  refer  to  the  Bill  for  the  re- 
conatruotion  of  Parochial  Boards.  The 
Lord  Advocate  says  the  present  Bill  is 
based  on  the  National  sentiment  of  Scot- 
land, throughout  which  country  there  is 
a  demand  for  it,  which  has  been  matured 
during  the  last  three  years.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said  some  strong 
things  which  could  be  used  in  support  of 
a  greater  degree  of  devolution  than  this 
Bill  proposes.  He  said  that  we  could 
not  expect  in  London  that  vivid  and 
accurate  understanding  of  theae  ques- 
tions which  were  to  be  found  on  the 
spot.  Sir,  I  have  to  congratulate  the 
Lord  Advocate  upon  his  position,  and  I 
hope  it  may  not  be  necessary  for  his 
young  opponent  to  fight  him  in  his  con* 
stituency.  Probably  he  has  been  study- 
ing history  since  we  discussed  this 
question  last,  and  he  has  changed  hia 
views.  This  proposal  is  very  interest- 
ing. Look  at  the  question  from 
the  historical  standpoint.  Two  cen- 
turies ago  every  Private  Bill  was 
referred  to  the  Judges,  who  heard 
the  witnesses  and  re|>orted  everything. 
Why  did  we  change  that  method? 
Simply  because  the  Judges  were  not 
in  accord  with  the  developments  taking 
place  around  them.  They  were  bound 
by  precedent,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  thing  was  taken  out  of  their  hands. 
Well,  now,  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  an 
historical  description  of  the  aflEair.  Thid 
question  came  up  in  1846,  and  if  you 
look  at  the  reports  of  the  Debates  in  this 
House  in  that  year  you  will  find  that  the 
arguments  then  used  are  those  which 
have  been  advanced  to  day.  On  that 
octsasion  a  Royal  Commission  sat,  and 
recommended  this  system  of  local  inquiry 
— the  system  which,  as  I  take  it,  con- 
stitutes the  principle  of  the  Bill,  That 
recommendation  was  carried  into  efEect 
by  legislative  enactment  in  1847.  A 
largo  number  of  local  inquiries  wore 
held,  with  the  result  that  the  system 
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wm  found  not  to  work  sucoesefully,  ao 
the  Act  waa  repealed*  In  the  preseut 
Bill  the  system  hoA  been  somewhat 
modified.  ^Tow,  the  Act  of  1847  waa 
destroyed  by  one  fact,  and  that  was  that 
the  local  inquiry  system  was  found  to 
be  too  expensive.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  laughs 
at  that  assertion ;  but  I  repeat  that  that 
was  the  ju^reat  blot,  because  under  it  pro- 
motens  of  schemes  had  a  double  battle 
to  fig'ht — one  at  the  local  inquiry  and 
one  before  a  Committee  of  this  House, 
Probably  we  shall  be  told  that  by  a 
certain  sub-section  the  House  will  be 
prevented  in  the  future  from  appointing 
a  Select  Committee  on  a  Private  Bill ; 
but  even  then  you  will  have  the  merits  of 
the  scheme  discussed  on  the  Motion  for 
Second  Reading,  and  thus  you  will  be 
going  back  to  the  old  position  of  debating 
these  matters  in  a  full  House,  with  the 
result  that  you  will  give  a  splendid 
opportunity  to  those  who  wish  to  obstruct 
business,  and  there  will  be  an  intolerable 
waste  of  public  time.  At  any  rate,  the 
system  adopted  in  1846  has  been  shown 
to  have  failed  on  the  ground  of  excessive 
cost.  It  may  be  that  the  modificaticms 
proposed  under  this  Bill  now  before  us 
will  do  away  with  the  necessity  for 
second  appearances  here,  but  that  will 
only  be  at  the  cost  of  a  Debate  on  the 
Second  or  Thit*d  Reading  in  a  full 
House,  The  Lord  Advocate  has  argued 
in  favour  of  this  Bill  on  two  grounds. 
First,  that  of  the  convenience  of  suitors ; 
and,  secondly,  that  of  cost*  Now,  I  do 
not  think  that  if  this  Bill  is  carried  there 
will  be  fewer  trips  to  London,  and  conse- 
quently less  cost,  as  he  suggests.  On 
the  contrary,  I  expect  you  will  have 
more  of  them.  There  will  be  an 
intolerable  amount  of  lobbying,  and  we 
-shall  have  Municipal  Committees  and 
others  coming  up  to  town  to  interview 
Members,  so  that  the  new  system  will 
piove  quite  as  costly,  if  not  more  so,  than 
the  one  now  prevailing.  Tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  did  not  dis- 
cuss the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stirling  Burghs,  Instead 
of  that  he  replied  to  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Littler,  and  if  he  had  devoted  himself  to 
the  Amendment,  1  think  he  would  have 
utilised  the  time  of  the  House  more 
satifllactorily,  I  am  not  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  local  inquiry,  but  I 
Dr,  Clark 


am  strongly  opposed  to  the  establish* 
ment  of  a  Commission  such  as  that 
which  m  shadowed  forth  in  the  Bill.  If 
it  had  been  proposed  to  appoint  two 
Members  of  this  House  at  the  beginning 
of  every  sitting,  and  two  Members  of  the 
other  House  to  lict  as  a  Joint  Committee 
to  consider  these  matters,  with  power  to 
make  local  inquiries,  then  I  think  the 
scheme  would  have  been  a  reasonable 
one,  but  1  shall  certainly  vote  against 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission.  I 
strongly  prefer  to  support  the  scheme 
shadowed  forth  in  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stirling  Burghs,  What  is  that 
scheme  ?  That  scheme  is  to  carry 
out  what  the  people  of  Scotland  want* 
and  in  a  fashion  that  will  suit  the 
Scotch  people.  We  are  asking  for  some 
system  that  will  lessen  the  time  and 
cost  now  entailed  in  carrying  Private 
Bills  through  Parliament,  and  you  are 
simply  oiTering  us  instead  a  system 
which  will  increase  bcith  time,  trouble, 
and  cost.  We  want  in  the  first  place  the 
present  cumbrous  methods  to  be  got  rid 
of;  and  we  want,  in  the  second  place* 
the  intolerable  and  absurd  codts  now 
enforced  to  bo  abolished.  Why  should 
wo  pay  for  the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill 
in  Uiis  House  as  much  as  15  guijieaa, 
and  why  should  we  pay  from  81  guineaa 
to  135  guineas  for  a  Second  Reading  in 
the  other  House  T  We  know  that  at  one 
time  the  foes  used  to  be  given  to  the 
clerks  and  officials,  and  that  even  in  thts 
House  the  Speaker  had  a  large  propor- 
tion of  them ;  but  we  do  not  now  require 
to  raise  money  in  this  way  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  officials,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  the  enterprise  of  small  MunicipalitieB 
should  be  burdened  as  it  is  burdened 
under  the  present  system,  Now  recently 
a  public-spirited  gentleman  in  Thurso 
was  anxious  to  make  a  little  harbour  of 
refuge  there,  and  he  had  to  come  to  this  1 
House  lor  Parliamentary  sanction,  Th© 
Bill  was  an  unopposed  one,  but  he  bad 
to  pay  X81  for  the  Second  Reading  in  J 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  he  alaal 
was  called  upon  to  pay  all  other 
preliminary  fees*  In  fact  the  ex- 
penses ran  up  to  something  like  X700 
or  £800 1  Now,  we  want  to  have 
a  system  by  which  the  promoters  of  un- 
opposed Bills  will  not  have  to  pay  thefie 
heavy  sumsj  which  amount  sometimes  to 
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as  much  as  10  or  15  per  cent,  of  the 
entire  cost  of  the  projected  undertaking. 
This  is  a  grieirance  which  yon  are  not 
tonchmg  by  your  present  BilL  What 
does  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Stirling  Burghs  propose  to  do  in  order 
to  amend  this  form  of  procedure,  to  lessen 
the  intolerable  burden  of  costs,  and  to 
give  greater  powers  to  Local  Bodies? 
He  would  have  a  general  meoaui-e  very 
much  on  the  lines  of  the  Police  and 
Public  Health  Acts  of  last  Session.  We 
know  that  in  Glasgow  some  vast  socialistic 
oxperimentfi  are  now  being  tried,  as,  in- 
deed, they  are  being  tried  in  other 
Municipalities.  We  are  awai-e  thnt 
some  of  these  Municipalities  have  their 
own  tramway  ay  stems,  their  own  gas- 
works, and  their  own  waterworks.  They 
have  trusts  of  various  kinds  in  which 
millions  of  money  are  invested.  Tliey 
have  lodging- bo  use  8  for  hundreds  of 
people,  at  which  a  night's  lodging  can  be 
obtjiined  for  a  sum  of  4^d,  The  example 
which  Glasgow  has  set  in  this  direction 
is  being  followed  by  many  other  towns  ; 
and  all  we  ask  you  to  do  is  to  give  us  a 
Bill  which  will  gmnt  the  Municipalities 
more  extended  powers,  and  reliere  them 
of  the  burden  which  is  now  imposed 
upon  them  when  they  wish  to  carry 
through  any  new  scheme.  We  really 
want  a  system  of  ProYisional  Orders — a 
system  at  once  easy  and  cheap — by  which 
the  Municipalities  liaviog  control  of 
matters  of  loctil  govei*nment  will  \w  able 
to  carry  out  whatever  publie-spiritt*d 
schemes  they  are  willing  to  undertake, 
and  which  will  enable  them  to  expend 
the  public  money  simply,  for  instance, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  If  this  concession  is  made  to 
ua  we  shall  be  able  to  push  forward 
many  valuable  improvements.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Lord 
AdvcKiate  are  already  lx)th  pledged  to 
consider  the  possibilities  of  atiopting 
some  method  by  which  County  Councils 
will  he  able  to  erect  piers  and  to  creatt» 
harbours  without  having  t**  incur  the 
beavy  expense  of  passing  Privat^e  Bills 
tlirouprh  this  House,  That  is  wlmt  we 
in  Scotland  want.  We  have  been  told 
by  the  lion.  Baronet  who  last  spoke  that 
this  is  the  first  effort  of  the  Government 
to  give  what  all  loyal  Scotsmen  want, 
and  that  this  is  the  power  of  determining 
their  own  affairs.    But  you  are  not  doing 


that.  You  are  keeping  up  a  barrier ; 
you  are  maintaining  costly  barriers, 
which  prevent  desirable  internsi I  reforms- 
I  very  stn^ngly  object  to  the  ap[>oiutment 
of  this  Commission,  Every  Committee 
of  this  House  which  has  sat  to  c<:)n8ider 
this  question  has  almost  unanimously 
reported  against  these  questions  being 
handed  over  to  a  CommissioUj  on  the 
ground  that  legislation  conducted  by 
means  of  such  a  body  would  be  more 
eumbersomo  and  more  costly  than  under 
the  existing  system.  One  argument 
against  the  Commissions  is  that  they  lay 
down  certain  principles  of  law  and  stand 
by  them ;  they  are  bound  by  a  system  of 
red  tape.  Mr.  Dodsou  (Lord  Monk 
Bretton)  and  Mr,  Leigh  Pemberton  both 
strongly  opposed  the  system  of  appoint- 
ing a  Commission,  and  supported  the 
decision  of  these  Bills  by  Committees  of 
this  House,  An  bon.  Baronet  spoke  of 
the  Parliament  House  at  Edinburgh,  I 
say  that  the  propOi^il  to  govern  one  of 
the  most  democratic  countries  in  the 
world  by  means  of  irresponsible  Boards 
was  a  most  objectionable  one,  1  desire 
to  see  the  rulers  of  Scotland  responsible 
to  the  Scotch  people.  It  Is  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  by  handing  over  this 
business  to  a  Commission  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business  in  this  House  will  be 
facilitated,  because  in  nerirly  every  cftse 
there  would  be  an  appcfil  brought  from 
the  decision  of  the  Commission  to  that 
House.  Either  the  House  ought  to 
maintain  its  unfettered  control  over 
j>rivate  business,  or  else  it  should 
delegate  the  whole  of  its  pwer  over 
such  business  to  the  Commission.  But 
it  seems  to  me  you  are  doing  neither  the 
one  unr  the  other  in  this  case,  for  you 
are  simply  reverting  to  the  bad  system 
of  1 50  years  ago. 

•(9.26,)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Tjincoln- 
ahire,  Horncfustle)  :  I  intervene  with  some 
reloetance  in  a  Debate  which  has  hitherto 
Ijeen  conducted  eiclusivf^ly  by  Scotch 
Members,  but  I  d»'  so  because  T  venture  to 
claim  to  have  some  little  experience  with 
regard  to  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  I 
hope  that  I  may  usefully  bring  some 
points  under  the  notice  of  the  House.  The 
first  question  that  I  should  like  to  reply 
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fco  is  wliy  the  Govemmant  haye  not 
brought  in  a  general  measure  applicable 
to  the  three  Kingdoms  rather  tlian  one 
which  is  applicable  to  Scotland  alone.  I 
think  that  the  diecnsBion  that  we  hare 
^iatened  to  to-night  is  a  sufficient  answer 
to  that  question.  Although  I  myself 
would  have  gladly  seen  a  general 
measure  introduced,  still  I  think  that  the 
Government  have  acted  prudently  in 
introducing  in  the  Erst  instance  a 
measure  dealing  only  with  that  portioB 
of  the  Unitf^d  Kingdom  in  which  there 
is  an  urgent  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
people  that  some  legislation  of  this 
character  should  be  efEected,  That  being 
80,  1  come  to  the  scheme  of  tlie  Govern- 
ment as  its  has  been  presented  to  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  possible  t>o 
exaggerate  the  interest  and  the  import- 
ance  of  thi-s  proposal,  because  if  it  is 
successful  in  Scotland  there  is  every  pro- 
spect that  a  similar  system  will  be 
applied  to  England  and  to  Ireland,  It  is 
therefore  somewhat  disappointing  for  the 
Government  to  find  that  many  of  the 
Scotch  Members  appear  to  be  hesitating 
nfi  to  whether  they  will  accept  this  Bill 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Stirling  has  suggested  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  have  exercised  great  caution 
and  should  have  directed  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  subject  before  they  laid 
this  Bill  before  Parliament,  I  should 
have  thought  that  there  has  already 
been  sufficient  inquiry  made,  and  that 
the  Government  have  waited  sufficiently 
long  before  introducing  this  measure. 
Year  after  year  the  subject  has  been 
brought  before  Committee  after  Com- 
mittee, and  the  whole  question  has  been 
discussed  and  reported  upon  by  a  strong 
and  influential  Committee  on  which 
were  placed  the  most  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  the  decision  at 
which  that  Committee  arrived  wm  that 
the  House  ought  to  give  up  to  a  large 
extent  its  control  over  private  legislation. 
In  consequence  of  that  Report  several 
Bills  have  been  introduced  in  this 
House.  Those  Bills  have  been  discussed 
over  and  ov^er  again,  and  I  well  remem- 
ber that  the  principle  in  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  my  hon,  and  much  lamented 
Friend  the  late  Member  for  the  Partick 
Mr.  E,  Stafihope 


Division  (Mr,  Craig  Sellar)  was  received 
very  favourably  here,  and  whenever  it 
was  mentioned  in  Scotland  was  imme- 
diately seized  upon  by  Members  and 
candidates  as  something  they  desired  to 
carry  through  for  the  purpose  and  in- 
tention of  getting  Private  Bill  legislation 
to  some  extent  away  from  this  House. 
A  Committee  of  great  importance,  com- 
posed of  Members  of  great  acquaintance 
with  the  subject,  chosen  from  both  sides 
of  the  House,  and  reprewenting  every 
portion  of  the  United  Kingdom,  came 
unanimously  to  the  conGlu,sion  which  is 
embodied  in  this  Bill  It  is,  therefore, 
impossible  to  say  that  the  Gorernment 
are  not  dealing  with  the  matter  after  it 
haa  been  thorouglily  investigated,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  mature  judgment  of, 
at  any  rate,  some  of  the  most  important 
Members  of  the  House.  In  these  circum- 
stances  it  does  seem  most  remarkable, 
when  a  Bill  is  brought  forward  for  ac- 
complishing the  object  in  view,  that 
now  Scotch  Members  who  up  to  the 
present  time  have  unanimously  been   in 

favour  of  the  general  principle- -[Cries 

of  "  No  !"]  Well,  they  have  said  so  in 
the  country — that  they  should  now  turn 
round  and  because  it  is  the  Government 
that  has  brought  in  the  Bill,  should  be 
almost  as  deter muied  in  their  opposition 
to  it  as  tbey  have  formerly  been  in  their 
support  of  its  principle.  The  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  presided  over  by  Lord 
Monk  Bretton,  and  they  do  not  desire  to 
get  rid  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House 
in  matters  of  Private  Bill  legislation. 
[An  hon.  Mkmbeb  :  *'  It  was  not  unani> 
mous.*']  It  was,  except  on  one  point. 
One  Member  of  the  Committee  voted  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  and  all  the  other  Members 
for  the  princij>le  contained  in  the  present 
Bill*  The  utmost  possible  respect  is  due 
to  any  opinion  put  forward  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
but  I  believe  the  House  generally  will 
agree  that  it  is  not  right  at  once  to  make 
so  drastic  a  change  as  would  be  involved 
in  depriving  the  House  of  its  control 
over  Private  Bill  legislation,  while  tbey 
would  be  prepared  to  take  a  step  that 
might  possibly  lead  in  that  direction  and 
yet  left  the  control  of  the  House  unim- 
paired. The  adoption  of  this  middle. 
course    has   the    inconvenience  of    not] 
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touching  unopposed  Bills »  which  are  uji- 
doubtedly  expensive.  II  thej  wanted  to 
deal  with  unopposed  Bills  they  should  not 
do  go  by  legislation.  What  they  should 
do  would  he  to  take  care  that  the  fees  of 
this  House  and  of  the  other  House  are 
revised  and  reduced.  I  should  like  to 
see  the  cost  of  obtaining  an  unopposed 
Bill  largely  reduced,  bo  far  as  it  caa 
reasonably  he  reduced.  But  what  is  the 
change  we  propose?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman)  al- 
lowed his  imagination  to  run  riot.  He 
talked  about  ignoring  constitutional 
rights  and  about  the  rights  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  Is  be  prepared 
to  contend  that  in  all  private  business  the 
representatives  of  the  people  alone  and 
no  one  else  are  to  pronounce  an  opinion, 

♦Mr.  CAMPBKLL-BANNERMAN:  I 
said  unless  it  was  proved  that  it  wa^ 
perfectly  impi^cticable  that  it  should 
be  so, 

♦Mr,  E,  stanhope  :  How  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  explain  the  fact 
that  referees  are  paid  members  of  Com- 
mittees t  They  are  not  Members  of  the 
House,  and  yet  they  vote. 

♦Mh,  CAMPBELL  *  BANNERM A.N  : 
They  do  not  decide  questions  of  public 
policy. 

♦Mb-  K  stanhope  :  They  do  vote 
in  the  Court  of  Referees.  They  are 
paid,  and  are  not  Me ra be ra  of  this  House , 
They  violate  that  tremendous  constitu- 
tional principle  of  the  right  hon.  Qentlo- 
maUf  and  are  entitled  to  express  an 
opinion  on  Private  Billa.  Now  let  ua 
come  to  the  grounds  on  which  we  advo- 
cate this  Bill,  First  of  all,  we  advocate 
the  Bill  on  the  gi*ound  that  it  has  become 
so  difficult  to  find  Members  willing  to 
serve  on  Committees,  a  point  on  which 
conclusive  evidence  was  laid  before  the 
Committee.  Before  the  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  Lord  Monk  Bretton,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  (Sir  J.  Mowbray)  stated 
that  if  there  was  any  extreme  prea- 
sure  at  the  present  time  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  to  carry  on  the 
Private  Bill  legislation  of  this  House. 
Of  course   if   it  is   necessary    for    this 


House  to  do  this  work  we  must  give 
up  something  else,  and  we  must  sit 
longer  or  in  some  way  or  other  devote 
ourselves  to  carrying  out  private  busi* 
ness.  But  is  it  necessary  ?  I  tliink  it 
would  be  easy  to  show  it  is  not  necessary 
by  any  means,  and  that  by  the  proposals 
we  make  it  would  be  perfectly  possible 
to  create  a  tribunal  that  will  relieve  the 
House  of  functions  that  press  unduly 
upon  it,  and  at  the  same  time  maintain 
the  right  of  the  Hoase  to  regulate  its 
own  private  business.  In  all  but  one 
minute  particular  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Campbell -Bannerman)  opposes 
local  inquiry.  Railway  Bills  and  the 
larger  part  of  the  remaining  Private 
Bills  he  would  not  refer  to  any  systom 
of  local  inquiry,  but  ret^iin  them  within 
the  Jurisdiction  of  Parliament.  As  to 
the  Bills  other  tban  Railway  Bills,  he 
says  frankly,  if  important,  he  would 
withdraw  them  from  Municipalities, 
leaving  to  Manicipalities  only  that 
minute  fraction  which  deals  with  the 
very  small  objects  of  local  utility. 
Let  me  for  a  few  moments  gnipple  even 
with  that  minute  fruiction  of  Bills  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tliinka  might  be 
dealt  with  by  extending  the  powers 
of  Municipsilities,  He  did  not  at- 
tempt to  touch  for  a  single  moment 
the  argument  of  the  Lord  Advocate  fcbat, 
if  Municipalities  desires  to  acquire  the 
property  of  private  individuals,  they 
will  be  at  the  same  time  the  promoters 
of  Bills  and  judges  of  the  terms  on  which 
the  property  is  to  be  acquired,  I  do  not 
believe  that  is  a  proposition  that  Parlia- 
ment is  likely  to  confirm,  and  it  is  not 
one  which  commends  itself  to  us.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Banff- 
shire (Mr,  Duff)  said,  '*  Give  us  the  same 
powers  you  give  the  School  Boards." 
The  hon.  Member  is  ignorant  of  the  fact 
that  no  School  Board  can  buy  an  acre  of 
land  without  Parliamentary  sanction. 

Mb.  DCTF  :  I  beg  pardon.  An  Act 
was  paased  after  the  Education  Act 
giving  power  to  Local  Authorities  and 
School  Boards  to  acquire  land  subject  to 
the  Land^  Clauses  Consolidation  Act. 

♦Me,  B,  stanhope  :  Certainly.  Wh»  fc" 
is  to  be  done  ?     A  Provisional  Order    ig 
to  be  framed,  and  the  House  Vias  to  ^give 
its  sanction  to  the  scheme.       If  the  ."hon. 
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GentlDman  wislies  to  extend  the  system 
of  Provisional  Orders,  so  do  L  It  is  a 
cheap  ajstem  of  carrying  out  many  of 
these  works.  Then  I  must  also  notice 
for  a  moment  what  was  said  by  the  hon, 
Arember  for  South  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Br)'ce}.  He  called  to  our  assistance  the 
exnmple  of  America  and  especially  of 
New  York.  Do  hon.  Members  recollect 
the  story  of  the  Elevated  Railway  of 
New  York,  which  was  carried  through 
the  streets  at  the  level  of  the  drawing- 
room  windows  of  gentlemen's  houses, 
within  a  few  feet  of  those  windows, 
without  any  compensation  being  paid 
for  the  injury  done?  The  hon. 
1  ember's  projxjsals  seem  to  me  to 
phave  something  about  them  which 
ought  to  be,  and  I  hope  always 
will  be.  foreign  to  this  country. 
Now  we  advocate  local  inquiry  on  the 
spot,  because  we  believe  that  local  in- 
quiry is  the  best  method  of  ascertaining 
fects.  It  is  not  a  chance  tribunal,  but 
one  chosen  with  special  reference  to  the 
I  particular  case  which  is  to  be  invesii- 
f gated.  It  is  one  that  will  be  better  ablo 
to  judge  upon  the  spit  on  many  disputt^d 
quostions  than  any  Committee  sitting 
upstairs,  however  able  and  industrious 
that  Committee  may  be.  The  Com- 
mission will  get  through  its  work 
quicker  because  it  will  sit  longer  than 
our  Cnrntaittees,  and  will  ait  de  di**  in 
dimn.  It  will  not  tolcmte  waste  of  time. 
Thirdly,  I  advocate  a  local  inquiry 
because  I  am  confident  that  it  will  be  a 
[cheaper  inquiry  From  some  of  the 
Bpeecbes  made  by  bon.  Members  it  In 
■' almost  made  to  appear  that  the  Scotch 
people  prefer  an  expensive  tribunal.  It 
is  said  the  great  railway  companies  do 
not  object  to  the  present  system,  I  am 
not  surprised  at  that,  but  are  the  Rail- 
way Companies  necessarily  the  best 
judges  of  what  is  the  cheapest  and  best 
system  ?  Is  not  tlio  private  snitor  tc> 
be  consulted  ?  Under  the  present 
system  the  pro  mot- r  of  a  Private  Bill 
may  bring  a  host  of  witnesses  and 
keep  them  waiting  week  after  week 
at  great  cost,  and  after  all  the  Com- 
li*iittee  may  be  satisfied  with  one  wit- 
nt'"''®  and  all  the  remainder  will  o-o  back 
without  being  called  at  all.  But  the 
unt^ortunafce  individual  who  desires  to 
protijct  his  rights  has  to  go  on  paying 
his  ^counsel  through  the  whole  period, 
Mr,  E.  Stanhope 


The  real  fact  is  that  the  present  tribunal 
is  a  costly  one,  and,  above  all,  it  is  costly 
to  the  private  individual  who  wants  to 
protect  his  rights.  The  present  tribunal 
is  no  doubt  incorruptible  and  pure,  but 
what  can  be  said  of  the  system  which 
crams  into  one  short  month  all  the 
most  important  inquiries  of  a  Session, 
with  the  result  that  counsel  who  par- 
ticularly want  to  attend  are  engaged  up 
to  the  hilt,  and  anyone  who  wants  to 
obtain  them  has  exceeding  difficulty  in 
obtaining  their  services.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  fees  paid  to  eminent  counsel 
are  too  high  ;  they  cannot  be,  because 
an  eminent  counsel  will  always  command 
his  price.  But  I  do  say,  that  the  fees 
paid  to  junior  counsel,  which  depend 
upon  the  custom  of  Parliament,  are 
ludicrously  unjust  to  private  suitors. 
As  regards  one  question  asked  by  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen.  It  is  not  pro- 
posed to  abolish  Instructions «  and  I  see 
no  difficulty  in  giving  simitar  Instruc- 
tions to  the  Commission  as  those  now 
t;iven  to  Committees.  A  good  deal 
of  objectioti  has  been  taken  to  th© 
form  of  the  Commission,  The  Govern- 
ment are  open  to  conviction  on  this 
portion  of  the  Bill,  but  I  have  the 
satisfaction  of  observing  tliat  our  oppo- 
nents are  by  no  means  agrecid  as  to  what 
ia  to  be  substituted  for  the  proposals  of 
the  Government.  Objection  has  been 
taken  to  the  Scotch  Judges  nominating: 
a  Member,  but  I  think  a  more  impartial 
l>ody  could  not  be  found.  It  seems  to 
be  assumed  that  it  is  an  unheard-of 
thing  f^r  Parliament  to  delegate  a  nomina- 
tion. That  duty  has  often  been  delegated 
t-o  Judges — aye,  even  to  County  Court 
Judges.  It  might  be  found  better  that 
this  Member  should  be  nominated  by 
the  Crown,  but  I  think  if  we  had  pro- 
posed that  we  should  proV)ably  have  laid 
ourselves  open  to  a  greater  attack*  I 
understand  the  proposal  is  that  a  panel 
of  gentlemen  suited  for  the  position 
shall  be  nominated,  and  that  from 
that  panel  the  man  best  qualified  for 
the  work  of  the  year  shall  be  chosen^ 
Sumo  objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
fact  that  we  are  to  have  a  Member  of 
Parliament  on  the  Committee  becansa 
he  is  to  be  the  only  unpaid  member.  We 
have  had  experience  of  that  in  the  case 
of  the  Court  of  Befereea,  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  Campbell -Banner* 
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man)  says  he  ifi  afraid  ihe  Court  will  not 
be  peripatetic.  If  the  Court  were  to  sit 
in  Edinburgh  and  refuse  to  sit  in  the 
localities,  it  would  be  acting  entirely 
contrary  to  the  spirit  and  even  the 
letter  of  the  Bill.  Now,  I  come  to 
the  last  point,  and  that  is,  Will  the 
House  accept  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  does  not  disguise 
what  he  thinks  about  that.  He  says  the 
opportunity  would  be  taken  by  ob- 
atmctivea  in  thu  House  to  make  every 
UBe  of  the  Forms  of  the  House  to  discuss 
over  and  over  ngain  a  Privnte  Bill  that 
had  been  before  the  CumTnittee*  I  do 
not  think  they  would  do  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  believe  in  the  common-HeuBe  of 
Parliament.  We  always  used  to  hear 
at  the  time  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions 
that  the  same  result  would  follow. 
Wliftt  has  been  the  case?  This  Housc% 
withtiul  exception,  accepts  the  decisions 
of  the  Judges. 

Mr.  hunter  :  They  have  no  power 
to  refuse  it. 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  That  is  so  now, 
but  it  was  said  that  the  House  would 
never  allow  the  decisions  of  the  Judges  to 
remain  unchallenged,  but  I  never  heard 
a  single  protest  against  the  decision  in 
an  election  case.  So  I  believe  it  will  be 
with  this  tribunaL  We  invoke  the  assist- 
ance of  the  House  to  make  this  tribunal 
thoroughly  efficient  and  strong.  If  it 
is  made  strong  and  efficient  I  am  con- 
fident the  House  will  accept  its  decisions. 
I  hope  I  have  shown  that  the  present 
system  cannot  continue  and  ought  not  to 
continue.  It  is  one  we  ought  to  change 
without  delay.  We  do  not  pretend  that 
our  scheme  is  absolutely  complete  in  all 
respects,  and  may  not  be  amended  in 
Committee,  but  still  it  is  a  workable 
scheme  we  are  holding  out,  and  we  are 
confident  that  it  will  be  a  great  assist- 
ance to  Parliament  and  a  great  benefit 
to  the  people  of  Scotland. 

•(S.l.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  H  the  Debate  had  pro- 
ceeded on  the  same  lines  on  which  it  has 
progressed  since  4  o'clock,  perhaps  it 
would  not  have  been  necessary  for  an 


English  Member  to  intervene.  A  very 
great  part  of  the  Debate  has  been  purely 
of  a  Scottish  character,  carried  on  by 
Scotch  Members  from  a  Scotch  point  of 
vieWt  and  to  this  all  I  should  have  been 
disposed  to  say  would  have  been  this : 
that  if  our  Scotch  friends  are  desirous  of 
trying  the  experiment  let  thera  do  so, 
but  the  cost  will  be  more  than  under 
the  present  system.  But  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  has  thrown  qnito  a 
new  colour  over  the  Debate,  suggesting, 
as  it  did,  the  introduction  of  the  scheme 
under  discussion  into  England.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  practically  advocated  the 
surrender  by  the  House  of  its  control 
over  private  legislation ;  and  English 
Meml^ers  are  justified  in  intervening  in 
a  purely  Scotch  Debate  in  order  to  avoid 
being  committed  to  any  such  proposal. 
I  think^  before  the  House  is  called  uj>on 
to  make  changes  in  a  system  which  has 
been  in  force  for  many  years,  and 
which  on  the  whole  has  worked  re  mark - 
ubly  well,  some  good  reasons  for  the 
change  ought  to  be  advanced.  Now,  the 
first  reason  was  given  in  the  course  of 
this  evening  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roxburgh  (Mr.  A.  Elliot),  and  which  I 
am  glad  to  find  the  right  hon.  Con  tie- 
man  the  Secretary  for  War  did  not 
endorse.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Roxburgh  maintained  that  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Coramous 
is  a  tribunal  unsatisfactory  to  the 
suitors  who  come  before  it,  and 
that,  if  for  no  other  reason,  we  were 
bound  to  alter  it  because  of  its  unsatis* 
factory  qualifications.  Now,  if*.  I  may 
venture  upon  personal  allusions,  I  may 
say  that  before  I  became  a  Member  of 
this  House  I  had  fche  honour  of  pra*c- 
tising  before  its  Committees,  and  since 
becoming  a  Member,  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  serving  on  these  Committees, 
and  the  conclusion  to  which  I  have 
arrived^  and  which  I  have  often  ex* 
pressed,  is  thai,  of  all  the  tribunals  with  ' 
which  I  have  ever  been  associated,  I 
know  none  so  competent  or  so  fair,  and 
none  which  have  given  such  satisfaction 
to  suitors,  as  the  Select  Committees  of 
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the  House  of  Oommons.  The  bon. 
Member  for  Box  burgh  alluded  to  the 
inferiority — he  did  not  use  the  word^  but 
ho  conveyed  the  idea — the  inferiority  of 
the  Committee  to  the  Bar  practising 
before  it.  I  would  call  attention  in  this 
oonuection  to  the  evidence  of  the 
greatest  living  man  who  has  practised  at 
the  Parliamentary  Bar— Lord  Grim- 
thorpe.  He  was  a  leading  practitioner 
at  the  Parliamentary  Bar  for  nearly  40 
years,  and  Lord  Grimthorpe  never 
hesitates  to  express  his  opiiiiona  even 
if  they  are  disagreeable,  and  Ijord 
Grimthorpe*s  opinions  are  not  likely  to 
be  founded  on  a  favourable  exaggera- 
tion of  the  merits  of  these  tribunals. 
Lord  Grimthorpe  stated  to  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  subject  that  he  believed 
that  the  decisions  of  Select  Committees 
generally  gave  satisfaction  to  the  public; 
that  a  good  Chairman  was  often  better 
able  to  cijntrol  the  admission  of  evidence 
than  even  a  Judge ;  and  that  the  Bar 
practising  before  the  Committees  recog- 
nised the  general  competence  of  the 
Committees.  Another  eminent  counsel, 
Mr.  Pope^  endorsed  that  opinion.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
urged  the  necessity  of  change,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  becoming  impossible 
for  the  House  to  carry  on  its  own  busi- 
ness, and  quoted  in  support  of  bis  argu* 
ment  the  decision  of  Lord  Hartington's 
Committee  and  the  evidence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  (Sir  J.  Mowbray). 
But  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  did  not 
tell  the  House  the  whole  of  the  proposal 
made  by  Lord  Hartington's  Committee, 
which  was  that  the  whole  House  should 
be  divided  into  a  panel,  and  that  every 
Member  should  sit  on  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee. That  involves  a  great  constitu- 
tional change  ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  it,  I  do  not  know 
that  they  will  meet  with  much  opposition 
here;  but  that  is  not  the  proposal  now  be- 
fore the  House*  If  every  Memlier  of  the 
House  is  a  Meml^er  of  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee sitting  constantly,  and  having 
charge  of  the  regular  business  of  the 
House,  it  is  self-evident  that  the  present 
system  of  Private  Bill  Committees  cannot 
be  carried  out.  It  was  upon  that  theory 
alone  that  Lord  Hartington^s  Committee 
recx>mmended  the  change  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to.  In 
Mr,  H.  H,  FowUr 


passing,  I  may  call  attention  to  another  | 
inaccuracy  into  which    the  right    hon.  | 
Gentleman    quite    unintentionally    fell*  | 
The  right  hon*  Gentleman  was  inaccurate 
in  saying  that  the  Committee  of    both 
Houses  was  unanimously,  with  one  excep- 
tion, in  favour  of  the  proposal  now  put! 
forward.     The  Committee  was,  in  fact,  f 
with  the  exception  of    the    Postmaster ' 
Gene  ml,    unanimous    in    preferring    to 
discuss    his    scheme    in    preference    to 
that     of     the     Chairman   of     Commit- 
t-ees ;     but   the   Committee    voted  four 
to  six  against  the  scheme  of  the  right  [ 
hon.  Gentleman.     The  four  Members  of 
the  Joint  Committee  who  voted   against 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
were  the  hon.  Member  for  Bbhop  Auck- 
land, Lord  Stilbridgo,  Lord  Balfour,  and 
another  Peer.     The  Report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  was  a  compromise  proposal. 
The  evident  feeling  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, as  shown  in  its  Report,  was  in 
favour  of  an  extension  of  the  scheme  for 
Provisional  Orders,  subject  to  the  diffi- 
culty that  it  would  only  afford  a  partial 
relief  to  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
also  argued  that    the    hibours  of  hon,  | 
Members  need  lightening;  but  it  is  my  j 
opinion  that  the  facts  do  not  point  tol 
such  a  conclusion.     The  year  1887  was 
an  exceptional  light  year;  and  in  that 
Session   102  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  were   employed  upon  Select 
Committees  to  consider  opposed  Bills,  the  | 
average  service  of  each  Member  amount- 
ing to  less  than  eight  days.     Is  this  too 
great  an  imposition  on  hon.   Members  I  i 
Does  this  represent  an  intolerable  pres- 
sure ?     I  know  the  diflBcul ty  of  getting 
Members  to  serve  on  Committees,   but 
that  is  one  of  the  evils  of  the  system. 
When  a  Member  is  asked  to  serve,  of 
course  it  is  never  convenient ;  it  is  very  J 
irki^ome  to   Members   not   fond  of   thel 
duty  ;    but  allowing  for  all  exceptions, 
there  would,  under  an  automatic  system  j 
of  service,  always  be  300  or  400  Members] 
avai^kble  for  Committees,  and  the  service  ' 
required  from  each  would  be  very  small 
during  a  Session,     Then,  too,  when  we 
talk  of  increasing  burdens,  let  us  recol- 
lect   that    the   Sittings   of  the    House 
have     been    considerably     abbreviated* 
In    my    earlier     days    of    Membership, 
it  was  considered  a  comparatively  early 
hour     if    we     rose     before    2     o'cUiokf 


t 


169       Priva4e  BUI  Prooedwre      {Januakt  22,  1&91}  (Scailmid)  Bill 


87a 


1^ 


II 


and  now  we  usual  l^r  adjourn  aoon  after 
midnight*  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any- 
thing in  the  difficulty  of  finding  Members 
to  serve  on  Committee h  which  could  not 
be  met  by  some  alteration  in  the  present 
system.  With  regard  to  the  argument  of 
the  enormous  cost  of  witnesses*  that  D^st 
has  been  shown  to  be  only  1 1  jjer  cent, 
of  the  entire  expenses.  I  agree  that  a 
large  number  of  unnecessary  witnesses 
are  brought  to  London,  but  that  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  system,  but  of  the 
|)arfcies  themselves.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons Committees  examine  witnesses 
more  mpidly  than  an  ordinary  Court  of 
Ijaw^  and  if  a  fact  is  clearly  proved  by 
one  witness  it  is  not  their  habit  to  call 
more  upon  that  point.  The  real  expense 
is  in  the  fees  of  the  House  and  the  fees 
to  counsel,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
Bill  is  going  to  diminish  those  expenses. 
The  fees  paid  to  counsel  under  the  present 
system  of  Election  Petitions  are  far 
greater  than  those  which  were  paid  before. 
People  will  not  have  local  talent,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  in  an  importunt 
question,  say  of  water  supply  to 
Edinburgh,  before  the  new  tribunal 
the  Corporation  would  get  down  London 
counsel  and  London  experts  at  a  far 
greater  oust  than  would  bt*  entailed 
on  the  Corpt:>ration  if  they  had  to  bring 
up  local  witnesses  to  London*  I  am 
not  arguing .  against  trying  the  experi- 
ment of  kical  inquiry.  I  am  not  opposed 
to  local  inquiry ;  but  I  will  venture  to 
say  the  idea  is  an  absurdity  so  far  as 
railways  are  concerned.  As  an  illustra- 
tion, take  the  scheme  which  1  under* 
stand  is  proposed,  and  will  be  opposed, 
to  form  a  new  connection  between 
London  and  Manchester  and  the  North. 
Would  you  have  a  local  inquiry  for 
that?  Where  should  it  be  heldt  A 
great  question  of  policy  will  have  to 
be  decided  upon  which  Parliament  alone 
can  judge,  I  deny  that  in  our  c<msti- 
tutional  system  any  Judges  aiti  be 
a[>pointed  to  decide  questions  of  policy* 
They  are  to  decide  questions  of  law. 
They  apply  the  law  t<j  facts,  and  I  hope 
we  shall  never  depart  from  this  admirable 
practice.  The  fact  of  a  man  being  a  good 
Judge  does  not  fit  him  to  decide  crises  of 
public  policy  such  as  are  brought  before 
Committees  of  this  House,  Take,  for 
instance,  the  case  of  the  Manchester 
Ship  Canal,  than  whiph  I  do  not  know 


a  greater  proof  of  the  way  in  which 
our  present  system  works.  In  the 
first  instance,  the  Bill  was  passed  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  was  thn^wn  out  in  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords;  next  year  the 
reverse  waa  the  case,  and  the  next  year 
it  passed  both  Houses,  In  all  that  time 
difficulties  were  being  threshed  out  and 
the  scheme  matured  and  ripened,  until, 
by  a  Committee  on  which  Mr*  Forster 
US  Chairman  rendered  one  of  his  last  great 
public  ser voices,  the  scheme  passe^d, and  the 
undertaking  is  now  being  carried  through- 
No  w,  if  this  scheme  had  been  referred  to 
a  Commission  of  Judges  for  the  second 
time,  that  tribunal  would  have  rejected 
it  as  a  matter  already  disposed  of.  With 
regai'd  to  the  question  of  Provisional 
Orders,  we  do  not  propose  that  the  Muni- 
cipiility  of  A  should  be  allowed  to  buy 
the  gasworks  of  A  at  its  own  price,  but 
uijon  certain  terms— for  instance,  under 
the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  Where  would  be 
the  injustice  of  that?  The  matter  would 
then  be  subject  to  Parliamentary  control. 
No  branch  of  the  work  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  is  more  beneficial 
than  its  administration  of  Provisional 
Orders,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  work 
done  for  England  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie)  should  not  be 
done  for  Scotland  by  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland^  who  there  is  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose is  an  overworked  official.  The 
Local  Government  system  is,  in  fact,  one 
of  local  inquiry  carried  out  by  the 
Inspector  at  a  very  small  cost  indeed^  and 
the  .same  may  be  said  of  Board  of  Trade 
Provisional  Orders.  I  do  not  remeoaber 
any  other  arguments  in  favour  of  this 
scheme  unless  it  is,  as  the  Lord  Advocate 
said,  a  homoioimthie  dose  of  Home  Rule 
for  tlie  people  of  Scotland.  If  the 
people  of  Scotland  wish  to  have  it,  I  do 
not  wish  to  stand  in  their  %vay,  but  I 
object  to  the  patronage  which  this 
measure  will  give  to  the  Judges.  Of  all 
patronage  judicial  patronage  is  the  worst, 
because  the  Judges  are  irresponsible,  H 
it  were  the  patronage  of  the  Crown,  the 
Minister  would  exercise  it  with  the  full 
knowledge  that  he  would  be  responsible 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  I  remember  an 
incident  related  that  Lord  Palmerston 
once  said  that  every  person  he  met  in 
Parliament   Street  was  laughing  at  the 
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extraordinary  mode  of  electing  the 
Indian  Coancil  whicti  was  proposed 
bjr  Mr.  Disraeli's  India  Councile  Bill, 
I  think  if  anything  could  excite  the 
risible  faculties  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
it  would  be  this  projyosal  that  the  Judges 
sitting  in  Pai4iiiment  House  should  ap- 
point the  fourth  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Then  the  Bill  makes  no  provision 
for  dealing  with  cases  of  unopposed 
measures,  and  I  do  not  see  what  is  to  be 
the  position  of  the  House  in  cases  where 
the  Commisaioners  reject  a  Bill.  A  Bill, 
let  us  say,  is  brought  in  which  raises  some 
grave  question  of  public  policy.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  object  to  it«  pro- 
visions, and  mise  a  Debate  on  the  Second 
Blading.  The  House  practically  affirms 
the  principle  and  the  Preamble  by  pass- 
ing the  Second  Reading,  and  says  in 
effect  it  approves  of  the  scheme  on  the 
ground  of  pabh'c  policy  subject  to  the 
details  being  settled.  Is  the  Coramisbion 
to  have  the  power  under  such  circnm- 
sbanoes  of  reversing  the  decision  of  the 
House?  A  Committee  upstairs  would 
say  at  once  :  '*The  House  lias  practically 
settled  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill" 
[MiniHeriid  cries  of  "No!"]  I  have 
been  on  Committees  upstidrs  when  it 
has  been  said:  "The  principle  is 
a  question  which  the  House  has 
practically  decided,  and  we  are  here 
to  settle  the  details."  But  of  courae 
this  is  only  a  question  of  detail.  I  say 
with  reference  to  the  whole  que8tit>n, 
if  this  is  to  hv  introduced  Bh  a  general 
scheme,  you  will  be  depriving  the  public 
of  this  country  of  a  most  valuable 
tribunal  for  the  determination  of  this 
class  of  questions ;  yon  will  Ik*  intro- 
ducing a  new  element  into  questions  of 
public  policy  and  setting  np  a  co-ordinate 
jurisdiction  with  Parliament,  to  be  ex- 
ercised side  by  side  with  Parliament,  in 
such  a  way  that  it  will  assuredly  create 
friction.  Parliament  will  never  treat 
the  decisions  of  an  outside  body  in 
the  same  way  aa  it  treats  the  decisions 
of  its  own  Committees.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  yon  would  be 
making  a  change  which  would  nut 
secure  the  advantages  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expects.  I,  for  one, 
Sir,  knowing  the  objections  that  may 
be  urged  against  the  present  system, 
and  believing  that  a  great  many  of  those 
objections  might  be  removed  by  reducing 
Mr,  H.  H,  Fowler 


the  fees  that  have  now  to  be  paid,  and 
making  the  proceedings  more  simple  by 
doing  away  with  all  those  advertisements 
and  notices  and  deposits  which  have 
come  down  to  us  as  relics  of  bygone 
times,  and  are  totally  inapplicable  to  the 
present  day,  am  of  opinion  that  we  shall 
still  find  the  Parliamentary  system  the 
most  practicable  and  satisfactory  we  can 
employ  for  dealing  with  this  class  of 
cases,  and  I  prefer  to  bear  the  evils  we 
have  than  fly  to  others  that  we  know 
not  of, 

(10.34,)  Mb.  M,  J.  STEWART  (Kirk- 
cudbright) :  This  question  has  been 
treated  to  night  in  a  spirit  very  advetse 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  In  view  of 
the  fact  that  for  many  years  it  has 
occupied  a  prominent  place  in  political 
di>5Cu8sions,  and  that  it  has  figured 
largely  in  many  Addresses  for  at  least  10 
or  15  years,  I  am  rather  surprised  at  the 
tone  adopted  by  hon,  Members  opposite. 
This  is  the  first  time  we  have  had  a 
regular  discussion  on  a  Government 
measure  respecting  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion, and  I  am  bound  to  say  the  Govern- 
mrnt  have  received  little  encouragement 
from  hon.  Members  in  the  task  they 
have  impoa^'d  upon  themselves.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  feeling  in 
Scotland  in  favour  of  some  such 
measure  as  this  is  a  very  strong  one. 
There  is  not  in  the  North  such  satisfac- 
tion with  the  composition  and  decisiona 
of  the  Parliamentary  tribunals  upstairs 
afi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  has  described  as  existing  here. 
We  are  well  aware  that  there  are  many 
oorai>etent  Members  who  serve  upon  the 
Committees  upstairs,  but  at  the  same 
time  there  are  many  who  do  not  pay 
much  attentiuQ  to  the  questions  that 
come  before  them,  and  the  public  are 
consequently  led  to  think  that  their 
interests  are  carelessly  dealt  with.  The 
right  hon*  Gentleman  quoted  Lord  Grim- 
thorpe  as  a  great  authority  on  this  sub- 
ject.  No  doubt  Lord  Grimthorpe  had 
an  immense  practice  at  the  Parliamen- 
tary Bar,  hut  I  question  whether  on© 
who  was  as  fortunate  as  he  was  in  his 
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practicse  at  the  Bar  for  so  many  years  is 

the  best  witness  to  call  od  the  question. 
He  would  be,  perhaps » the  last  man  to 
say  a  word  ngamst  the  Committees.  We 
find  that  Mr,  Pope  and  others  are  cited, 
but  these  gentlemen  bear  the  same 
relation  to  Committees  now  that  Lord 
Grimthorpe  did  in  his  day.  It  is  said 
that  Election  Petitions  nowadays  cost 
more  than  they  did  formerly*  That  is 
not  the  case  in  Scotland.  The  cost  in 
Scotland  is  much  less  than  it  would  be 
if  witnesses  had  to  be  brought  up  to 
London  and  to  be  kept  here  a  long  time 
in  waiting ;  and  I  think,  in  the  same 
way,  the  cost  of  holding  a  Private  Bill 
inquiry  would  be  leas  in  Scotland  than 
in  London,  We  are  told  that  the 
expense  of  bring'injf  counsel  to  Scotland 
wo  a  Id  be  greater  than  that  of  bringing 
witnesses  to  London  ;  but  in  Scotland  we 
are  not  in  the  habit  of  sending  to  London 
for  counsel  ti:)  advocate  our  causes.  There 
is  a  strong  opinion  in  Scotland  that 
something  of  this  sort  should  be  done, 
and  as  the  Bill  is  to  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee  I  cannot  conceive  how  many 
Scotch  Members  can  be  found  to  vote 
against  the  Second  Reading,  What  we 
have  to  conaider  is,  are  we  prepared  to 
make  any  change  in  the  system  of 
Private  Committees  by  delegating  some 
of  the  powers  to  a  Commission  sitting  in 
Scotland?  In  my  opinion,  Scotland  is 
justified  in  making  the  first  claim  in  this 
matter,  for  the  late  Mr,  Craig  Sellar  was 
active  in  pressing  his  views  upon  the 
House,  and  his  representations  were  very 
favourably  received.  No  agitation  has, 
so  far  as  I  know,  ever  taken  place  in 
England,  and  if  Scotland  wants  this  new 
system  I  think  the  House  ought  not  to 
deny  it  to  her,  It  is  a  principle  we  have 
been  endeavouring  to  secure  for  some 
years  past,  and  I  am  sure  there  are  a 
large  number  of  Members  who  would  be 
willing  to  see  some  of  the  powers  they 
at  present  possess  del^ated  to  some 
other  authority.  I  can  understand 
suitors,  whether  promoters  or  petitioners, 
finding  fault  with  a  tribunal  of  an  untried 
character.  They  uaay  say  that  these 
four  or  five  gentlemen  got  together  to 
adjudicate  on  their  differences  have  not 
had  the  experience  to  warrant  their 
coming  to  a  right  opinion.  As  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Judge  as  President 
of       the       Court,      suoh      a      person 


would  be  conversant  with  all  legal 
forms,  and  would  be  well  qualified  to 
assist  in  these  inquiries,  and  I  think 
if  we  had  more  Members  of  that  kind 
on  the  tribunal  it  would  secure  greater 
confidence  in  the  country.  You  would 
get  gentlemen  of  wider  experience  to 
adjudicate,  and  prolmbly  views  less 
narrow  would  be  found  to  prevail.  There 
ts  the  objection  as  to  a  tribunal  with 
finality  to  its  decisions.  I  can  conceive 
a  Bill  being  brought  a  second  time 
before  the  Commission  ;  I  can  conceive 
the  Bill  being  sent  from  House  to 
House  at  Westminster,  and  this  occurring 
more  than  once.  That  would  necessitate 
a  considerable  amount  of  expense.  Wit- 
nesses would  have  Uj  be  sent  down  to 
the  loca.lity  from  time  to  time,  and  the 
present  ruinous  expenditure  would  bo 
repeated.  But  there  is  a  danger  that 
private  enterprise  might  be  injuriously 
affected.  If  you  had  the  same  tribunal 
going  to  a  locality  from  ye^r  to  year  you 
would  know  what  their  views  were 
likely  to  be,  and,  therefore,  thongh  the 
schemes  for  which  powers  were  sought 
might  be  of  great  value  to  the  public, 
the  promoters  might  be  restrained  from 
persevering  with  them.  There  is  no 
finality  at  present,  and  the  result  is 
that  if  a  scheme  is  rejected  one  year  it 
can  be  brought  up  again  and  again,  and 
frequently  is  adopted  in  the  end,  greatly 
to  the  advantage  of  the  public.  One 
blot  in  the  Bill  is  that  there  is  no  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Ltjrds.  I  do  not  know 
if  hou.  Members  agree  with  me,  but  I 
believe  that  a  double  inquiry  is  of  great 
value.  There  are  sometimes  points  in 
an  inquiry  which,  owing  to  the  pressure 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  are  not 
tbi'ashed  out  there,  and  these  are  more 
fully  gone  into  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
There  is  some  objection  to  Edinburgh 
being  the  centre  for  the  Commission. 
We  know  there  is  a  great  amount  of 
jealousy  in  Scotland  between  the  West  and 
East^ — though  that  is  not  a  matter  for 
discussion  here.  But  those  prejudices 
are  prejudices  that  will  wtar  out,  and 
we  must  not  entertain  feelings  of  that 
kind  in  trying  to  legislate  for  Scotland. 
There  is  this  to  be  said  in  regai'd  to  con- 
ferring these  powers  on  Municipalities  and 
County  Councils — ^namely,  that  these 
bodies  represent  the  ratepayers,  and  if 
you  make  the  inquiry  too  local  you  do 
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not  represent  th«  feeling  of  the  wider 

difitriofc  in  which  the  particular  nnder- 
taking  ie  ^ituatt^d,  and  it  might  be  neces- 
sary that  a  much  wider  view  than  tliat 
which  would  be  taken  by  a  Town  Council 
shouJd  be  secured.  There  haa  been 
aome  cj[perience  in  this  direction  in 
Glasgow,  where  railway,  and  tramway, 
and  other  schemes  of  great  value  to  the 
general  public  have  been,  for  a  loug  time, 
strenuously  resistedby  the  Ix>cal  Authori- 
ties. Jf  the  wider  localities  had  had 
their  way,  some  enterprises  of  great 
national  interest  might  not  have  been 
atiHed  in  their  infancy.  Bnt  with  this 
tribunal  in  the  Bill  you  would  not  have 
that  local  prejudice  at  work,  and  would 
have  a  much  wider  view  taken  of  these 
matters.  I  do  hope  tht*  principle  of  the 
Bill  will  be  affirmed  tonight 

♦(10,45.)  Mb,  LENG  (Dundee) :  At 
the  first  blush  I  was  rather  taken  by  the 
Bill,  especially  considering  the  quarter 
frt>m  which  it  comes.  As  an  advanced 
Liberal  I  was  somewhat aurpriscjd  to  find 
a  kind  of  posy  or  nosegay  of  advanced 
Liberal  principles  presented  by  the 
Lord  Advocate^  for  there  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  devolution,  there  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  Home  Rule,  and  there  is 
—what  must  have  delighted  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  liabou- 
chere)— the  proposal  to  abolish  the  House 
of  Lords  so  far  as  Scotch  Private  Bills 
legislation  by  this  Coram i^sion  is  con- 
cerned. The  principle  of  devolution  is 
rather  tmptivatiog  aa  relieving  Members 
from  attendance  on  Committees  and  set- 
ting them  free  to  attend  Grand  Ci^mmi  tttn^s 
dealing  with  Imperial  quostions.  I  was 
particularly  interested  in  the  evolution 
of  the  Home  Rule  principle  in  this  Bill, 
because  by  bringing:  the  preliminary 
process  of  legislation  home  to  the  people 
W6  shall  do  Something  to  remove  the  fetish 
that  the  only  sacred  place  for  legislation 
is  Westminster,  forgetting  that  in  ancient 
tim^s  Parliament  assembled  in  different 
large  cities  in  the  KinLirdom.  Irhaaloiig 
been  contended  thai  justice  should  be 
brought  home  to  the  people.  We  slmll 
Mr.  M.  J,  St&wart 


now  have  from  the  introducjtion  of  tbia 
Bill  by  a  Conservative  Government  the 
admission  that  the  time  has  arrived  whet3 
legi  shit  ion     also     should     be     In-oughll 
home  to    the    people.     Forgetting    thutj 
the  House  is  really  composed  of  repr 
sen ta tire  Members  from  all  parts  of  tba 
country,  it  has  been    thought  there 
something  sacred  in  this  place  for  the 
purpose  of  legislation,  and  that  Member 
receive  a  baptism  of  wisdom  when   thej 
come  to  the  banks  of  the  Thames   whic 
they  do  not   possess  in  their  own  cit 
and    counties.      1    would    point    out 
Meml^ers  opposite  that   when  they 
going  ti:>  have  this  system  of  peripatat 
Committees  or  Com  missions  with  regftnl  \ 
to  Private  Bills   in  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,j 
Dundee,  and  Aberdeen,  the   euggestii 
naturally  follows   that    what  might 
good  for  Private  Bills  might  not  be   bad] 
also  for  Public  Bills.     I,  therefore,  con- 
grstulate  the  Government  on  this  addi- 
tional step  they  are  taking  in  the  direetionj 
of   Home    Rule.     There  are  many  who 
would  be  willing  to  receive  Home   Rutel 
by    instalments.     Nor  do    I   despair   of  j 
seeing  in  the   course  of    time  a  Consor* 
vative  Government  profjose  to  estahltskl 
a  S&5ttish   Representative  Assembly  for' 
the  discussion  of  strictly  Scottish  affairaJ 
Thexe  is,  I  admit,  one  valuable  projxisalJ 
and  I  think  it  is  the  only  valuable  pro» 
poaal   in  the   Bill;  that  is,  the  replace- 
ment of  the  double  inquiry  by  an  inquiry! 
before  a  single  Committee.     In  the   Ui«t  ^ 
Session  of   Parliament  there  were  threi 
separate  instances  connected  with 
land  in  which  decisions  of  Committees  of 
the  House  of  Commons  were  reversed  byl 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords.     Ir 
one  of  these  coses  the  House  of  Common&l 
sat  for  29  djiys,  and  the  House  of  Lorda, 
sitting    ttpon   the    case    for    nine    days,. 
reversed  the  decision  of  the  first  Com-i 
mittee.     It  is  understood  that  the  entireJ 
expenses  of  these  two  inquiries  to  tbel 
various    companies   was   not    less    thanl 
£50,000.  With  regard  to  these  expen^es^j 
there  is   no  doubt  great  weight  in  thej 
statement  that  they  arise  chiefly  through  ^ 
the  employment  of  experts,  and  if  these 
are  brought    to   Scotland  the   cost  will 
not  be  diminished.     We  have  ha^l   ex- 1 
penence  of  that  in  the  city  I  represent. 
We  have  more  than  once  had  arbitrations, 
and   experts   have    been    brought   fromj 
London  to  give  evidence,  and  the  cost  in  j 
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each  has  been  enormous,  not  to  saj 
appalling.  I  may  remind  the  House 
with  regard  to  this  question  of  one 
Committee  instead  of  two,  that  in  1858, 
in  the  Commons  Committee  of  that 
year  Mr,  Lowe  moved  that  the  House 
of  Lords  shonid  be  invited  to  concur 
in  some  arrangement  by  which  a 
Prft^te  Bill  might  be  investigated  at  the 
same  time  and  placed  befcire  a  Committ'ee 
of  the  two  Houses,  or  by  which  one 
general  tribunal  may  be  formed  for  both 
Houses.  This  plan  was  supported  by 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord  Robert  Cecil,  and 
Mr,  Stuart-Wortley ;  but  was  opposed 
by  Sir  James  Graham,  Mi*.  Caadwell, 
and  Mr,  Bouverie,  and  the  numbers  being 
equal,  the  Chairman  declared  himseS 
with  the  **Noes."  In  1869  a  Joint 
Committee  of  Lords  and  Commons  was 
I  appointed  **  bo  consider  whether  any 
facilities  could  be  given  for  the  despatch 
of  business  in  Parliament/'  This  Com* 
I  mittee  considered  it  expedient  that 
'  opposed  Private  Bilk  should  be  referred 
to  a  Joint  Committee  consisting  of  three 
Members  of  each  House,  and  wert*  of 
opinion  "  that  this  change  would  intro- 
duce greater  simplicity  and  rapidity  of 
proceeding  and  a  corresponding  economy." 
Had  the  rt?coramendation  been  given 
effect  to  iTi  the  present  Bill  it  would 
have  been  free  from  many  of  the  objec- 
*tions  stated.  There  is  a  certain  vague 
general  feeling  and  desire  amongst  the 
public  in  Scotland  for  some  change  ;  but 
I  undertake  to  say  there  is  no  feeling 
whatever  for  this  mode  of  making  it,  and 
there  is  a  strong  feeling  against  the  pro- 
posed constitution  of  the  Commission. 
It  is  a  peculiarity  of  a  Conservative 
Government  that  while  great  sticklers 
for  the  Constitution,  they  bring  for- 
ward most  unconstitutional  proposals. 
Unaccustomed  naturally  to  the  path  of 
reform,  when  they  enter  upon  it  they 
stagger  and  stumble.  The  present 
eyatem  ia  a  constitutional  system,  it 
reoognisen  both  branches  of  the  Legisla- 
ture ;  but  the  Bill,  so  far  as  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Commission  is  concerned^ 
goes  on  the  assumption  that  there  ia 
no  House  of  Lords.  Is  it  not 
strange  that  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment is  the  first  to  propose  to  abolish 
the  share  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation?  If  such  a  pro- 
posal as  th&i  in  the  Bill  bad  been  made 
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by  Liberals,  we  could  easily  have  con- 
ceived what  Tories  would  have  said 
respecting  it.  Numerous  Committees 
have  taken  evidence  and  reported  on 
the  subject,  and  many  pajisages  might  he 
quoted.  I  may  remind  the  House  that 
in  1860  Lord  Brougham  proposed 
that — 

'*  It  lA  inexpedient  in  a  coQstitiitiozial  vtewSor 
Parharaent,  or  either  of  the  Houbub  thereof,  to 
abdicate  its  ftinctioae  and  privilegeA  in  respect 
of  private  legislation,  but,  on  tiie  contrary, 
that  both  HouBes  ought  jenlonsly  to  reUm 
their  undoubted  power  to  decide  u|K>ii  every 
proposed  esactment  and  of  ftMenting  to  or  dis- 
fienling  from  euch  propoaala." 

Mr.  Frederick  Clifford,  in  his  atlminihle 
work  on  Private'  Bill  legislation,  which 
is  80  carefuU  complete,  and  impartial, 
says— 

''The  Uou»e  of  Lorda  has  shown  no  wish  to 
rid  itself  of  its  share  in  private  legislation,  and 
has  always  disohiu-ged  this  duty  with  i^rcat  care 
for  puhUo  and  private  interests.  From  the 
earliest  period  both  Houses  have  treated  Private 
Bills  as  part  of  the  necessary  hnainess  of  legis- 
lation which  the  nation  expected  them  to 
transact/* 

Mr.  Robert  Baxter,  an  acute  and 
experienced  solicitor  said  the  House  of 
Lords  were  quicker  in  the  despatch  of 
hnsiiiess  than  even  the  Lower  House. 
Then  there  is  another  point,  which  I 
think  has  been  referred  to  before.  It  is 
that  by  having  only  one  Member  of 
Parliament  on  this  piroposed Commission 
you  rannot  have  the  power  of  defending 
and  explaining  and  vindicating  the 
decision  of  tlie  Committee  when  it  is 
reported  t<»  this  House.  On  various 
occasions  during  the  short  time  1  have 
been  in  this  House  I  have  seen  several 
Members  of  Parliament  rise  to  vindicate 
the  deei^ion  of  the  Committee,  The 
mure  it  is  looked  int<j,  the  more,  I  am 
convinced,  will  it  be  found  that  the  con- 
stitution of  this  Commission  is  objection- 
able. There  is  no  doubt  whatever,  may 
be  said,  that  there  ia  too  much  of  the 
legal  and  judicial  element  in  its  consti- 
tution. This  proposal  to  have  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Judges  in  Edinburgh  to  nomi- 
nate a  list  of  persons  from  whom  the 
Supreme  Judge  is  to  make  a  selection, 
really  has  nothing  whatever  to  recommend 
it.  It  is  curious  to  gee  a  Conservative 
Lord  Advocate  treating  the  Peers  of 
the  HouBe  of  Lords  practically  as  non- 


879      l*riml€  BUI  Proceduf€        {COMMONS} 

exiBtent^  and  regarding  what  are  called 
in  Scotland  the  paper  lords  as  all  in  all, 
and  giving  to  them  the  selection  of  this' 
tribunal*  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  have  sjjoken  as  thongh  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur  Stir- 
ling had  advocated  the  exclusion  of 
Railway  Bills.  I  did  not  understand  hira 
in  that  sense  at  alL  He  pointed  out 
that  under  your  own  Bill  it  must 
necessarily  take  place,  and,  if  it  does 
take  place,  it  is  quite  obvious  that  there 
would  not  be  sufficient  employment  for 
any  such  Commission.  Mr.  Clifford 
says— 

'^If  Railway  Bills  are  reflerred  for  the 
decision  of  PHrliament  the  justification  for  a 
new  tribunal  disappears.  It  would  relieve 
ParJi&meDt  ft-om  little  work,  aud  it  would 
only  add  another  stage  of  litigation  and  ex* 
penae/* 
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That  is  a  quotation  from  a  work  written 
and  published  some  years  before  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  so  that  it  is  quite  im- 
partial. Then  Lord  Monk  Bretton  is  also 
of  opinion  that  there  is  not  sufficient  work 
in  Scotland  or  in  Ireland  to  justify  the 
creation  of  separate  tribunals.  I  am 
certainly  of  opinion  that  a  far  better 
system  is  that  both  Houses  should  be 
represented  on  a  Joint  Committee.  At 
the  same  time,  I  believe  it  h  the  opinion 
of  a  considerable  number  of  persons  in 
Scotland,  that  the  real  reason  of  the  Bill 
is  set  forth  in  Clause  19,  which  creates 
new  offices,  new  places,  lucrative  ap- 
pointments  for  a  number  of  gentlemen 
to  whom  they  will  be  very  acceptable. 
It  has  been  said  that  a  great  number  of 
Chambers  of  Commerce  and  Corporations 
have  passed  resolutions  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  but  those  who  have  the  most 
intimate  acquaintance  with  the  cost  of 
Private  Bill  procedm^  are  satisfied  that 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill  will  add  to 
rather  than  diminish  that  cost.  There  is 
no  gentleman  in  Scotland  who  has  had  a 
lai^er  or  longer  acquaintance  with  pro* 
cedure  in  these  Committees  than  Mr. 
Thornton,  Clerk  of  the  Police  Com- 
mission of  Dundee,  who  has  promotetl 
numerous  Private  Bills  during  the  last 
40  years.     He  says — 

*'  (e)  Consider  for  a  moment  what  would 
take  place  if  a  special  trihimal  for  Scotland  ^ 
sitting  in  Edinburgh  or  elsewhere  in  Scotland » 
were  appointed  aa  proposed.  In  all  important 
Bills  the  best  talent  will  always  bo  sought  on 
the  side  of  the  promoters^  ae  well  aa  on  the 
Mr,  Lenff 


part  of  the  objectors.  It  may  be  that 
Scotch  lawyeri  would  sooner  or  Uter  devote 
them  selves  to  Parliamentary  buAineta,  fend 
that,  therefore,  so  far  as  advocacy  ts  concerndd, 
you  might  have  as  good  advocacy  in  Scotland 
OB  you  can  at  present  secure  at  WfBtminster, 
but  in  that  case  you  will   not  secure  it  one 

Senny  cheaper;  on  the  contrary,  it  will  be 
earer.  Scotch  lawyers  who  practically  with- 
draw themselves  from  general  practice  will 
require  large  fees,  just  as  the  barristers  ^ho 
presently  practise  at  Westmiostar  do,  and  if 
you  lake  them  away  from  Edinburgh  to 
Dundee  or  Aberdeen  or  Glasgow,  they 
require  heavier  fees.  A  barrister  at  W«Bt' 
minster  can  attend  half  a  doxen  Committ£9 
Rooms— in  other  wordj,  half  a  dozen  caaee  a 
^ay — but  in  Edinburgh,  while  the  advocate 
might  he  able  to  attend  to  hi^  general  chamhet 
business,  he  could  only  attend  to  one  caie, 
because  the  Commissioners  could  only  take  up^ 
one  case  at  a  time,  and  if  he  were  taken  away 
to  Glasgow,  Dundee,  or  Inverness,  he  coald 
not  attend  even  to  his  chamber  business,  and 
so  would  require  still  greater  remuneration. 
Advocacyt  however,  ia  only  a  part,  and  some- 
times a  small  part,  of  the  expense  attending 
opposed  Bills.  Experts  of  the  highest  standiaj 
are  often  necessarily  employed,  and  these  ejt 
perts  are  at  present  almost  exclusively  foam 
m  London,  and  will  oontinue  to  be  foui 
there.  If  you  bring  these  ezperta  to  Scatl 
you  muat  pay  them  enormous  fees.  At  preeeot 
their  offices  are  at  Westminster,  where  they  da 
a  general  bueineae,  and  they  may  be  able  to 
attend  a  number  of  Committee  Eoomti  in  a 
single  day ;  but  if  you  take  them  down  tO 
Edinburgh,  they  can  only  attend  on  one  case, 
and  they  are  away  from  sll  their  general 
business,  and  you  must,  in  consequence,  pay 
them  largo  and  exorbitant  fees/* 

Then  it  would  be  far  better  that  ther 
should  be  a  joint  tribunal   of  the    twc 
Houses,  whatever  it  may  be.     The  no^ 
venerable   Town    Clerk  of    the    City  of 
Oundoe,  who  has  been   also  engaged   f< 
nearly   half    a   centnry   in    such   wor) 
entirely   agrees   with    Mr,   Thornton 
this    matter.     Therefore,   from    various 
pc»int«  of  view,  Mr,    Speaker,  it  seems 
that  while    at  the  firet    blush   therc^  is 
much  which  is  captivating  in  the  asf     ~ 
of  the   Bill,  yet,    when  it  comes    to 
examined,    and     especially    when    thia 
most   objectionable   feature  of  the  oou 
stitution  of  the  Committee  ia  conaidere 
I  think  the  great  majority,  at  all  event 
of  Liberal  Members,  must  support  th 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stirling-, 

•(1L80  SiB  JULIAN  GOLDSMIB  (8* 
Pancras,  S.) :    Mr,  Speaker,  this  matter" 
appears    to  me  to   be   absolutely    non- 
political  in  its  character,  and,  therefore, 
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I  will  not  referto  the  earlier  observations 
of  the  hoQ,  Member  who  hjis  just 
spoken.  The  printsiple  of  the  Bill  con- 
cerna  England  and  Ireland  just  as  much 
as  Scotland,  because  that  which  is 
adopted  for  Scotland,  if  successful^  will 
ultimately  be  adopted  for  England 
and  Ireland  also.  1  think  it  is 
the  duty  of  those  Members  who  have 
had  experience  of  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees upstairs,  to  state  their  experi- 
ence with  a  view  to  contributing'  to  a 
sound  decision .  As  1  understand,  this 
plan  is  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  in  consequence  of  a  de- 
mand which  is  moi^  general  and  more 
varied  in  Scotland  than  in  any  other  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  To  those  who 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  Bill,  the  right 
hiJU.  Gentleman  says  that  he  is  willing, 
if  it  is  read  a  second  time,  that  the 
whole  matter  shall  be  threshed  out  in  Com- 
mittee u{>stair8.  Of  that  I  entirely  ap- 
prove, considering  the  importance  of  the 
private  interests  of  suitors  who  have 
hitherto  appeared  before  the  Parliamen- 
tary Committees.  I  think  it  ie  right  that 
every  consideration  slionld  be  given  to 
the  subject.  I  myself  have  had  a  varied 
experience  of  Committees  upstairs.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  it  is  a  great  tax 
upon  Members  to  serve  upon  Private  Bill 
Committees.  I  was  endeavouring  to  cal- 
culate the  other  day  on  how  many  Private 
Bill  Committees  I  have  sat.  I  bn:)ke  down 
in  th©  calculations  ;  I  think  it  wi>s  some- 
thing between  30  and  40.  Therefore, 
my  eiqKJrience  ha«  been  worth  some- 
thing As  a  rule,  I  have  found,  amongst 
Members  of  all  Parties,  not  only  willing- 
ness to  serve  on  Committees,  but 
anxiety  to  do  their  duty.  Only  in  one 
instance  have  I  known  objections  raised 
by  a  private  Member,  who  said  he  was 
unfairly  placed  on  the  Committee,  and 
that  he  had  more  important  business 
elsewhere.  It  was  my  duty  as  Chairman 
to  point  out  that  I  was  not  response ible 
for  his  being  placed  on  the  Committee, 
and  that  lie  could  have  no  business  more 
important  than  that  of  the  country.  As 
far  as  Members  of  Parliament  are  con- 
turned,  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  a 
very  great  burden  to  them  to  serve  on 
Private  Bill  Committees,  and  the  cry 
that  the  burden  is  too  great  is  an 
exaggerated  one,  which  ought  not  to  be 
listened  to.  I  should  just  like  to  say  a 
VOL.  CGCXLIX.      [thihd  sbbtes.] 


word  upon  the  reduced  number  of 
MernbtTS  who  serve  on  each  Private 
Bill  Committee.  The  number  was 
formerly  five ;  it  is  now  four — ^and 
four  Members  are  few  enough  to 
consider  the  important  questions  which 
are  constantly  brtmght  before  Private 
Bill  Committees,  especially  with  regard 
to  railway  matters.  Of  course,  on  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  the  House 
forms  a  decision.  But  ray  object  is 
principally  to  point  out  that  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  present  Parliamentary 
tnbunal  is  its  variety.  Under  this 
sjstem  you  can  never  have  stereotyped 
decisions.  One  Chairman  may  lay  down 
what  he  deems  to  be  the  law,  and  he 
may  believe  that  his  decision  is  a  per- 
fectly sjife  one ;  but  after  all  he  may 
hiive  Ix^en  mistaken,  and  the  parties  to 
future  pixx?eodings  will  not  necessarily 
be  bound  by  the  view  he  has  taken. 
Consequently,  I  say  that  the  advantage 
of  variety  rests  vrith  the  present 
tribunal,  whereas  in  the  case  of  a 
judicial  tribunal,  unless  the  greatest 
possible  care  is  exercised,  the  decisions 
may  become  8tereotyj>ed.  The  disad- 
vantage of  stereotyping  in  the  case  of  a 
judicial  tribunal  is  that  where  certain 
decisions  have  been  pronounced  you 
always  have  a  large  number  of  astute 
persons  practising  before  that  tribunal 
ready  to  accommodate  themselves  to 
the  ideas  entertfiined  and  expressed  by 
it.  So  far,  therefore,  I  cannot  say  that 
from  the  point  of  view  of  hon.  Members 
the  decisions  of  the  present  tribunal 
have  been  unsatisfactory.  But  the  real 
question  to  be  considered  is— is  the 
demand  for  a  new  tribunal  justified,  and 
if  so,  how  far  can  we  best  meet  it  ?  I 
maintain  that  the  work  has  so  far  been 
well  done  ;  but  if  the  country  wants  it 
done  in  another  way,  it  is  our  duty  to 
endeavour  to  provide  the  best  possible 
means.  This  being  so,  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  in  order 
that  the  whole  subject  may  be  thoroughly 
threshed  out.  But  I  think  it  desirable 
that  a  few  words  should  be  said  on 
another  matter.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  as  to  the  cost  of  bringing  witnesses 
from  a  distance.  I  remember  that  I  had 
to  sit  with  a  very  able  Committee  on  a 
great  Scotch  scheme  which  was  referred 
2  M 
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to  juet  now — I  allude  to  that  of  the 
Centra]  Glasgow  Railway.  On  that 
occasion  there  was  an  extensive  amount 
oi  evidence  prepared  on  both  aides, 
ihowing  that  those  who  were  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  and  those  opposed  to  it  bad 
endeavoured  somewhat  to  overburden 
each  case  by  bringing  up  too  many 
witnesses.  But  this  was  speedily 
checked  by  the  Committee,  and  there 
were  some  20  or  30  witnesses 
who  wei«  abtioiuteij  useless.  All  this, 
of  course,  involves  a  considerable  amount 
of  cost.  But  then  if  you  change  the 
tribunal,  and  go  to  the  locality,  you 
have  to  nieet  the  heavy  costs  of  the 
professional  witnesses  and  experts  who 
have  to  be  called  in  every  caae,  an 
example  of  which  may  be  found  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Barry,  who  appear  before  a 
great  many  Committees,  especially  in 
reference  to  underground  mil  ways.  The 
fee  which  such  a  witness  would  charge 
in  a  case  heard  in  London  would  be 
quite  another  tUing  if  he  were  called 
upon  to  go  down  to  Dundee  or  Edinburgh 
to  give  similar  evidence.  Ct>n6equently, 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  money 
would  not  be  naved  by  going  t<i  the 
localities  because  of  the  extra  expense 
attending  the  employment  of  experts 
and  counsel.  It  is  also  said  that  large 
numbers  of  counsel  would  be  called 
on  to  go  to  Scotland  and  practice 
before  the  new  tribunal.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  number  would  be 
large,  because  the  fees  would  be  found 
too  heavy,  and  our  Scotch  friends  are 
snfSciently  astute  to  be  able  to  find  men 
within  their  own  borders  able  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  now  required  of 
counsel  in  London.  With  regard  to 
the  constitution  of  the  new  tribunal, 
I,  for  one,  had  h«^4>ed  that  a  Joint 
Committee  of  bf»th  Houses  would  have 
sufficed  to  get  over  the  present  diffi- 
culty. This  is  >i  plan  which  has  been 
approved  by  many  Members  of  great 
distinction  on  both  sides  of  politics,  and  aa 
it  has  never  yet  been  tried,  I  should  have 
liked  to  have  seen  the  experiment  made ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  think,  and  the  House 
thinks,  that  the  demand  for  a  new  tri- 
bunal is  so  great  that  it  ought  to  be  met, 
I  do  not  say  the  Government  have  done 
wrong  in  bringing  in  this  Bill,  although 
I  trust  that  when  in  Committee  the 
Sir  *luiian  Oaldmnid 


Government  will  duly  consider  the 
various  points  that  have  been  raised.  I 
would^  however,  offer  them  one  sugges- 
tion, ami  that  ^,  tluit  whatever  we  do 
should  be  of  a  merely  tentative  chaiac- 
ter.  1  say  this  because  we  have  been 
told  by  a  Representative  of  Her  Majesty 'a 
Government  that  if  this  Bill  succeeda  in 
Scotland,  its  principle  will  in  all  pro- 
babOity  be  extended  to  England  and 
Ireland.  I  would,  therefore,  suggest  to 
the  Government  that  it  msiy  be  well  to 
limit  the  duration  of  the  Bill,  ao  as  to 
render  it  terminable  at  the  expiration  of 
three  or  five  years.  In  that  case,  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country 
would  have  time  to  see  whether  the  plan 
of  this  Bill  met  with  genenil  approval,  op 
whether  it  would  be  better  either  to 
revert  to  the  old  system  or  accept  the 
new  one  with  modilications.  I  make 
this  suggestion  with  no  ill-will  against 
their  proposal,  but  in  the  hope  that  the 
Government  will  give  it  due  considera- 
tion. 

(11.23.)  Me.  J.  CALDWELL  (Glafigow, 
St.  K<illox)  :  It  (Xjcurs  to  me  that  this  Bill 
is  objectionable  from  a  Unionist  ]x»int  of 
view.  The  policy  of  the  Unionist  Party- 
has  been  to  treat  the  United  Kingdom  aa 
a  whole  j  but,  unfortunately,  this  is  not 
tlie  ouly  occasion  on  which  they  haTe 
been  prepared  to  detach  certain  national 
questions,  and  have  shown  a  disposition 
to  deal  with  them  differently  to  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  think  there 
is  an  advantage  in  having  matters  of  this 
kind  determined  imperially.  There 
are  many  matters  dealt  with  by 
Municipal  and  County  Authorities  in 
Enghind  on  which  English  opinion  might 
be  of  great  use  in  Scotland.  If  there  is 
to  be  a  Commission  for  England  and 
Ireland,  why  not  liave  one  Commission 
for  the  United  Kingdom  1  If  you  are 
going  to  have  a  Commission  for  England, 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
applied  to  Scotland.  We  are  told  that 
we  are  going  to  make  an  experiment, 
and,  in  so  doing,  we  are  bringing  about 
a  great  constitutional  change.  The 
Lord   Advocate  has   made   reference  to 
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local  feeling  in  Scotland  on  this  subject. 
I  say  that  the  local  feeling  in  Scotland 
extends  no  further  than  this :  that,  what- 
ever inqniries  are  necessary  should  he 
cunducted  in  the  localities,  Tliat  is  the 
only  point  on  which  Scottish  opinion 
exists,  because  it  is  believed  that 
it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  suifccirs 
tf>  have  local  inquiries,  and  would 
prove  a  great  asiving  of  expense. 
No  opinion,  however,  has  been  expressed 
in  favour  of  tliis  BilL  Scotch  opinion 
is  certainly  not  in  favour  of  an  irre* 
sponsible  Commission,  not  amenable  to 
public  opinion,  and  not  representative  of 
the  people.  They  wmild  reject  ituch  a 
body,  and  would  infifiitely  prefer  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  two  Houses  to  conduct  in- 
quiries on  the  spot.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
Private  Bill  legislation  is  of  great  import- 
ance to  every  country.  Such  legislation 
deals  with  numerous  matters  that  are  of 
material  itnportanoe  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country — such,  for  ixiatance,  as 
r«ilways»  sanitary  matters,  pt^lice  admin- 
istration, water,  gas,  and  many  other 
things.  When  measures  affecting  tliese 
matters  are  remitted  t«>  Committees  of  this 
House,  those  Committees  are  appointed 
through  a  Committee  of  Selection  con- 
sisting of  men  who  are  in  touch  with 
public  feeling,  and  at  the  same  time,  with 
the  general  policy  of  Parliament.  In 
tlie  majority  of  cases  dealt  with  by 
these  Comnaittees  the  judgment  given 
is  not  interfered  with.  And,  if  any  such 
attempt  be  made,  the  Members  of  the  Com* 
mittee  have  the  opportunity  of  stating 
the  reasons  on  which  their  judgment  was 
founded.  But  in  this  case  there  will 
be  only  one  x\I ember  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  Commission,  and  it 
might  so  happen  tliat  he  would  be 
absent  when  the  scheme  came  before 
the  House  for  discussion,  so  that  a 
decision  would  have  to  be  come  to  with- 
out hon.  Members  having  the  benefit  of 
bis  experience.  Now  this  Com  mission 
m  ust  be  i  n  te  u ded  to  be  e i  t  he  r  e  ff ect i  ve 
or  non-effective.  If  the  former,  then 
we  shall  have  legislation  pratically  con- 
ducted by  authorities  outaide  this 
House.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
decision  and  judgment  of  the  Comniis- 
gioners  is  to  be  liable  to  be  reversed, 
then  the  whole  matter  will  necessarily 
come  up  for  discussion  in  this 
House,     Tlie   first  objection    I   take  to 


this  Bill,  then,  is  thai  it  is  a 
delegjition  of  legislative  powers  to  % 
Commission  not  selected  by,  nor  in  any 
way  answerablo  to,  the  people ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  House  will  have  no 
control  over  Private  Bill  legislation. 
There  are  in  a  year  but  few  opposed 
Pnvate  Bills  relating  to  Scotland.  If, 
however.  Parliament  is  unable  to  cope 
with  this  legislation,  why  not  constitute 
a  Council  to  deal  with  private  legislation, 
giving  it  power  to  prepare  measures  in 
the  same  way  as  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners prepare  their  schemes  ?  A  body 
of  that  kind  would  be  amenable  to  local 
feeling  in  Scotland »  and  it  would  not  be 
alBolutely  inde  pendent  ^  as  it  won  id  have 
to  submit  its  Bills  for  approval  to  the 
Imperial  Parliximent.  In  that  way  you 
would  practically  have  local  legislation 
along  witli  the  retention  of  the  supre* 
macy  of  Parliament, 

(11.34.)  The  House  divided  : — Ayes 
150  ;  Noes  86,— (Div.  List,  No.  12,) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  TImt  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Selecst 
Committee.** — (Th*i Lord  Advocate.) 

*Mfi.   CAMPBELL^BAJWERMAN  :  I 

must  ask  the  Government  not  to  take 
that  Motion  to-night.  I  intend  to  move  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee,  and  so  I 
believe  do  some  of  my  lion.  Friends. 
We  also  ought  to  know  something  as  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Committee,  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  will  lose  any 
time  by  putting  this  Motion  off. 

•(11.50.)  Thk  first  lord  of  the 
TRKASURT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smh-h,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  should  be  very  sorry 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  may  remind 
him  that  it  would  be  quite  open  to 
him  to  move  an  Instruction  after  the 
Bill  is  referred  to  a  Committee.  He  wull 
be  able  to  do  so  on  the  nomination  of  the 
Committee. 

(11.51.)  SirW.  HARCOURT (Derby): 
There  should  be  a  clear  under«tandingthat 
an  opportunity  of  moving  Instructions  to 
the  Committee  will  be  afforded  to  hon. 
Members. 


887 


BegistrcUion  of 


{COMMONS} 


FirtM  Bill. 


888 


•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  that  is 
Tery  reasonable,  and  I  am  quite  willing 
to  give  an  undertaking  that  an  oppor- 
tunity shall  be  given  for  moving  any 
Instructions  to  the  Committee  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  may  desire  to  move. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

SOLICITORS  MAaiSTRACY  BILL. 

(No.  80.) 
SECOND   READING.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [4th  December], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

(11.52.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid) :  I  hope  this  Bill  will  not  be  read 
a  second  time  at  this  late  hour,  and  I 
entertain  that  hope  for  many  reasons. 
It  has  now  been  before  the  House  for 
two  Sessions,  and  in  the  whole  of  that 
time  we  have  never  been  able  to  get  an 
explicit  explanation  of  its  principles  from 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  it.  I  have 
again  and  again  tried  to  find  out  why  it 
was  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  per- 
sistent in  trying  to  push  the  Bill  through 
at  a  late  hour  of  the  night,  and  as  I  have 
been  unsuccessful  I  have  had  my  distrust 
of  the  measure  intensified.  I  venture  to 
raise  a  protest  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill  being  moved  by  a 
Member  merely  rising  in  his  place,  and 
not  attempting  to  give  any  explanation 
of  its  principles.  There  are  many  points 
in  it  which  require  discussing.  I  sub- 
mit it  would  be  a  very  dangerous  thing 
to  admit  solicitors  to  act  as  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  You  might,  as  I  have  on  a 
previous  occasion  pointed  out,  have  one 
member  of  a  firm  of  solicitors  sitting  on 
the  Bench  listening  to  the  pleadings  of 
his  partner  in  one  of  the  cases  being 
tried.  Now  that  would  be  manifestly 
dangerous,  and  surely  it  is  in  itself  a 
sufficient  reason  why  the  Bill  should  not 
be  pressed  forward  at  this  late  hour  of 
the  night.  I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member — 
for  there  is  still  time  for  him  to  repent — 


to  withdraw  the  Bill,  at  any  rate,  for  to- 
night, and  on  some  future  occasion  to 
state  to  the  House  of  Commons  the 
reasons  he  has  for  asking  that  it  be 
adopted. 

(11.57.)  Mr.  MACLURE  r Lancashire, 
S.E.)  :  There  is  not  time  now  to  describe 
at  length  the  proposals  of  the  Bill,  or  to 
deal  with  the  objections  which  have  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  But  I  may 
point  out  that  those  objections  have  been 
already  met  by  one  of  the  clauses  in  the 
Bill,  which  provides  that  no  member  of 
a  firm  of  solicitors,  which  in  any  way 
practise  before  a  Court,  to  adjudicate  in 
such  Court.  I  think  the  general  feeling 
of  the  Bar,  and  of  the  profession,  is  in 
&ivour  of  this  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time. 

(11.59.)  Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastltf- 
upon-Tyne) :  I  object  to  this  Bill  being 
read  a  second  time  without  some  expla. 
nation  or  some  expression  of  opinion 
being  given  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  I  fear  that  if  it  is  passed 
we  shall  have  in  our  Courts  of 
Justice  a  spectacle  something  similar  to 
that  we  have  witnessed  in  Ireland,  where 
Engineer  A  has  been  allowed  to  sit  in 
judgment  upon  Engineer  B*s  plans,  and 
Engineer  B  has  been  allowed  to  approre 
the  plans  of  Engineer  A  in  some  other 
county.  What  on  earth  is  the  reason 
for  pressing  forward  this  Bill?  I  am 
astonished  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  have  refrained  from  giving  ns 
their  opinion  upon  it. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 
MOiTION. 


RSOISTRAnON  OF  FIRMS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rolliti  Bill  for  the 
RegiBtradon  of  Firms,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit  and  Mr.  Byron  Reed. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minates 
after  Twelve  oolock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2Srd  Janua^-y,  1891. 


SAT     FIRST. 
The  Lord  Southampton  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

METROPOLITAN    HOSPITALS,    &o. 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Ck>inmittee  be 
appointed  to  cuntioue  the  inquirv  with  regard 
to  all  hospitals  and  provident  and  other  public 
dispensaries  and  charitable  institutions  within 
the  Metropolitan  area  for  the  care  and  treat- 
ment of  the  sick  poor  which  possess  real  pro- 
perty or  invested  personal  property,  in  the 
nature  of  endowment,  of  a  permanent  or  tem- 
porary nature :  and  to  receive,  if  the  Committee 
-^hink  fit,  evidence  tendered  by  the  authorities 
of  voluntary  institutions  for  like  purposes,  or 
with  their  consent,  in  relation  to  such  institu- 
tions, and  further,  to  continue  the  inquiry  as 
to  what  amount  of  accommodation  for  the  sick 
is  provided  by  rate,  and  as  to  the  management 
thereof,  and  to  report  to  the  House  ;  and  that 
the  witnesses  before  the  said  Select  Committee 
be  examined  on  oath.'* — {Th4  Lord  Sandhurst,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Then  the  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee : — 


L.  Abp.  of  Canterbury. 

L.  Saye  and  Sele. 

E.   Cadogan  (L. 

Fray 

L.Clifford    of    Chud- 

Sinl.) 

leigh. 

E.     Winchilsea 

and 

L.  Sandhurst. 

Nottingham. 

L.  Fermanagh.        (£. 

E.  Lauderdale. 

iiV«#.) 

E.  Spencer. 

L.  Lamington. 

E.  Cathcart. 

l..Sudlev(A'.-4rrtfij.) 

E.  Kimberley. 

L.  Monkswell. 

L.  Zouche  of  Haryng- 

L.  Thring. 

worth. 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next  at 
Twelve  o'clock  ;  and  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

CHILDREN'S    LIFE    INSURANCE 
BILL-[H.L  ] 

Select  Committee  on  :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : 


and 


L.  Ker.    (JT.  Lothimn,) 
L.  Poltimore. 
L.      Brougham 

Vaux. 
L.  Kinnaird. 
L.  Norton. 
L.  Ilerschell. 
L.  Thring. 


L.  Chancellor. 
E.  Derby. 
E.  Spencer. 
E.  Harrowby. 
E.  Beauchamp. 
E.  Selborne. 
L.  Bp.  Peterborough. 
L.  Bp.  Ripon. 
L.  Clifford    of    Chud- 
leigh. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chair- 
man. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.     fTimu)  series.] 


NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 


THE  CRIMES  ACl'  (IRELAND). 
Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.):  I  beg 
to  give  notice,  on  behalf  of  mj  lion. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy),  that  on  this  day 
four  weeks  he  will  call  attention  to  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  (Ire- 
land) and  will  move  a  Resolution. 

QUESTIONS. 

EVICTIONS  UNDER  THE  MIDLAND 
R.VtLWAY  ACT,  1890. 

Mr.  THOMAS  HENRY  BOLTON 
(St.  Pancras,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  Midland  Railway  Company 
have  laid  before  him  any  scheme  for  re- 
housing of  the  working  class  population 
at  Somers  Town,  evicted,  or  in  course  of 
eviction  (to  the  number  of  2,300),  under 
"The  Midland  Railway  Act,  1890;'' 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  simply  par- 
ticulars c»f  such  scheme  to  the  Vestry  of 
St.  Pancras,  representing  the  public  in 
the  locality,  and  whether  he  will  take 
care  that  the  Company,  in  acquiring  the 
property  with  vacant  possession,  do  not 
evade  ti^e  obligation  imposed  on  them  by 
Parliament  of  erecting  as  many  new . 
working  class  dwellings  in  the  localiiy 
as  the  number  of  like  dwellings  pulled 
down  for  railway  traffic  requirements  t  ■ 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
not  yet  received  such  a  scheme,  but  I 
am  informed  by  the  directors  of  the 
Company  that  they  have  given  instruc- 
tions for  the  preparation  of  a  scheme  in 
accordance  with  the  33rd  section  of  the 
Act  quoted,  which  will  in  due  course  be 
submitted  for  my  approval  The  inter- 
vention of  the  Local  Authority  is  not 
contemplated  by  the  Statute,  but  I  shall 
be  happy  to  receive  any  observations 
from  the  Vestry  which  they  may  think 
material.  I  have  no  reason  whatever  to 
believe  that  the  Company  intend  to  evade 
2  N 
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their  obligations,  and  the  hon.  Member 
ma^  rest  assured  that  the  da  ties  imposed 
on  me  hy  Statute  will  not  be  disregarded  ; 
but  I  may  point  out  that  the  Statute 
doea  not  make  obligatory  the  erection  of 
the  same  number  of  dwellings  as  are 
pulled  down.  The  number  of  dwellings 
to  be  erected  is  governed  by  various 
considerations  mentioned  in  the  Statute. 

8IN0LK  POST  LETTERS  BY  RAILWAY. 
Mb.   THOMAS  HEt^RY  BOLTON  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether,  in  csonnection  with  the  convey- 
ance of  single  post  letters  by  railway, 
he  will  permit  station  masters  (on  re- 
quest) to  arrange  for  messengers  tocarrj 
the  letters  from  the  stations  of  address 
to  the  parties  to  whom  such  letters  are 
addressed,  provided  such  letters  have  on 
them  a  memorandum  that  they  are  *"  to 
be  forwarded  by  messenger  1" 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GEXERAL  (Mr. 
Raikks, Cambridge  University):  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
all  the  arrangements  with  respect  to  the 
conveyance  of  single  letters  by  mlway 
have  received  most  careful  and  pro- 
tracted consideration,  and  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  alter  them  without  re- 
opening the  negotiations  with  the  Rail- 
way Companies,  which  ha^e  already 
occupied  much  time.  It  will,  1  think, 
be  best  to  give  the  experiment  as  now 
arranged  a  fair  trial  before  attempting  to 
develop  it  further. 

THE  SCOTCH  RAILWAY  STHIKE. 

Mjr.  WATT  (Glasjgow,  Camlachie)  :  I 
bog  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  recent  decision — 

**Thattbe  Act  of  1854  compelling  Rial  way 
Oompaaiei,  whether  it  paid  them  or  not,  within 
roAionable  hmits,  to  afford  faeilitiea  lor  the 
conTeyanca  of  all  classes  of  traffic  ; ' 

and  whether,  in  view  of  the  entire 
suspension  for  some  time  past  of  certain 
Bervices  in  Scotland,  which  baa  entailed 
enormous  losses  on  traders,  he  has  taken 
steps  to  enforce  on  the  Railway  Com* 
paniea  their  statu torv  obligations  1 

•The  PRESIDENT  OF  THK  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  HiCKi  Beach.  Bristol. 
W.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  newspaper  report  of  the 
decision  of  the  Railway  Commissioners  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers.  Parlia- 
ment has  not  given  the  Board  of  Trade 
Mr,  Ma(iJiew9 


any  statutory  authority  to  intervene  in 
the  manner  suggested  in  the  question, 
which  is  one  to  be  decided — as  the  case 
referred  to  was — by  the  proper  legal 
tribunal,  at  the  instance  of  those  inte- 
rested in  the  matter, 

GOVEBNMENT    ASSISTED  EDUCATION 
BILL. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  on  what  day  he 
proposes  to  introduce  the  Government 
Assisted  Education  Bill  7 

Trb  vice  president  of  thi 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hot  Dtkb,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  In  answer  to  the  question  of 
mj  hon.  Friend,  as  the  Assisted  Educa- 
tion Bill  involves  financial  considerations 
affecting  the  Budget,  it  will  not  be  in- 
troduced before  the  Financial  Statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
been  made. 
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TRUSTER  SAVINGS  BANK  BILL. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex< 
chequer   when   he    will    introduce    the 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  Billt 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  Georgo'a, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  should  not  like  to 
pledge  myself  to  any  particular  day,  but 
I  am  almost  ready  with  the  Bill,  and  I 
hope  shortly  to  be  able  to  introduce  it* 

IRELAND  — DISTRESS  IN  TUAM  AND 
GLANAHADDY, 

COLOKiL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  begr 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  ]>een  drawn  to 
resolutions  by  the  Tnara  and  the  Glana* 
maddy  Boards  of  Guardians  pointing  ont  J 
the  want  of  employment  and  the  conse*! 
quent  distress  to  be  apprehended  from. 
the  shortness  of  last  year's  potato  crop  j 
in  those  districts;  and  if  he  will  soon  I 
institute  in  these  districts  local  works  of  1 
the  character  described  in  the  Belief  of 
Distress  Bill ! 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  and  gsl- 
lant  Member  to  defer  the  question.  I J 
have  called  for  a  Report. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  will  repeat  the 
question  on  Monday  next. 
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TOBY  ISLAND— TELEGRAPHIC  COM- 
MUNICATION. 
Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hjthe)  : 
I  beg  to  aek  the  Poatmaater  General 
wiiether  a  ooDtinnoos  service  on  the 
land  telegraphic  railway  lines  has  been, 
or  will  be,  established  in  connection  with 
the  continnous  or  24-hoiir  service  of 
"  Lloyds/'  l)etween  the  lighthonses  on 
Tory  Island  and  the  mainland  of  Ireland, 
in  protection  of  shippingi  life,  and 
property  ;  and,  if  not,  wonid  he  explain 
what  are  the  impediments  1 

♦Ma,  RAIKES  :  As  the  hon.  Baronet  is 
aware,  the  cable  provided  by  **  Lloyds  " 
between  Tory  Island  and  the  mainland 
IB  connected  with  the  sub* post  office  at 
Dnnfanaghy,  which  is  open  for  public 
telegraphic  business  between  the  usual 
hours  of  8  a.m.  and  8  p»m.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Lloyds  pay  the  Post  Office  for 
working  the  cable  during  those  hours, 
and  the  Department  has  offered  to  work 
it  during  the  night  on  certain  terms 
which  are  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee,  The  Committee  have 
also  been  informed  that  it  has  been 
arranged  to  place  Dnnfanaghy  in  direct 
communication  with  the  Post  Office  at 
Londonderry,  and  that  the  latter  office 
will  be  kept  open  continuously. 

THE    LATE    DUKE    OF    BEDFORD. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwiclv.  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Hom3  Department  whether  it  is 
truly  stated  in  the  Ix>ndon  Press  that  a 
Coroner's  inquiry  was  held  relating  to 
the  death  of  the  late  Dnke  of  Bedford ; 
whether  it  is  the  cnstom  to  give  notice 
to  the  police  of  the  holding  of  a 
Coroner's  inquiry,  and  if  such  notice 
was  given  in  this  case;  whether  it  is 
the  cnstom  to  make  out  a  list  of  the 
inquests  wliich  are  about  to  be  held,  to 
allow  the  representatives  of  the  Press  to 
inspect  such  list  at  the  Coroner's  Office, 
and  whether  the  case  of  the  Duke  of 
Bedford  was  omitted  from  any  such 
list,  although  other  cases  were  included 
in  it ;  and  whether  the  Home  Office  will 
obtain  full  information  from  the  Coroner 
as  to  the  causes  which  have  led  to  this 
case  being  treated  differently  from 
ordinary  cases,  and  as  to  the  eecret 
nature  of  the  inquiry? 

Kr.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  had 
also    the     following    question     on    the 
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Paper ;  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stat© 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  statements  in  the  Press  as  to  the 
absence  of  the  public  and  the  reporters 
from  the  inquefit  on  the  body  of  the  late 
Duke  of  Bedford;  whether  the  District 
Coroner  was  within  his  legal  right  in 
conducting  the  inquest  in  private,  and 
without  the  usual  notices ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  such  right  has  been  ezer* 
cised  in  recent  times; and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  making 
such  procedure  in  private  illegal  in 
future,  in  view  of  the  practice  of  cre- 
mation, which  destroys  the  evidence  of 
the  cause  of  death  *i 

Mr.  JMATl^HEWS:  I  will  answer  this 
question  and  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  at  the  same  time.  I 
am  informed  by  the  Coroner  that  an 
inquest  was  held,  that  notice  was  given 
to  the  police,  and  that  an  Inspector  of 
Police  was  present.  It  is  customary, 
though  not  obligatory,  for  the  Coroner 
to  place  a  list  of  inquests  (not  atwaya  a  J 
complete  list)  in  his  outer  office.  Tha 
Coroner  gave  no  directions  to  omit  the 
case  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford  from  the 
list,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  casa^ 
was  included  in  the  list.  No  difference*! 
whatever  from  the  usual  practice  wai^ 
made  in  the  treatment  of  this  case,  and 
the  Coroner  rej>ort8  to  me  that  the  family 
of  the  deceased  were  informed  that  this 
was  an  open  inquiry  in  a  Public  Court, 
which  anyone  might  attend,  Tho 
Coroner  knows  no  reason  why  the  public 
and  reporters  were  absent.  They  were 
not  excluded  at  his  instance.  As  the 
Coroner  did  not  conduct  this  inquest  in 
private,  the  question  as  to  his  legal  right 
does  not  arise. 

Mb.  COBB:  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  in  the  same  paper  containing 
the  short  paragraph  announcing,  e\x 
days  late,  that  there  had  been  an ; 
inquest,  there  was  a  full  report  of  an 
inquest  held  before  tho  same  Coroner  on 
tha  widow  of  a  sculptor,  and  also  before 
another  Coroner  of  an  inquest,  also  held 
the  previous  day,  on  a  sign  painter,  who 
likewise  committed  suicide  ;  whether  he 
can  find  out  or  can  account  in  any  way 
for  the  difference  made  between  the 
cases  of  these  comparatively  humble 
individuals  and  the  case  of  the  late 
JJoke  of  Bedford  ?  I  also  wish  to  ask  \ 
whether  the  CToroner  meang  to  allege 
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tbat,  the  Press  having  had  fall  informa- 
tion of  the  inquest  in  the  usual  manner, 
no  reporters  attended  itt 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  can  onlj  answer 
at  this  moment  the  \\\*^i  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  long  question.  I  understand 
the  Coroner*a  information  to  amount  to 
this— that  the  Press  had  the  usual 
means  of  information  in  the  list.  If  they 
did  not  choose  Uy  avail  themselves  of  it, 
it  was  not  the  Coroner's  fault. 

THE  IRISH  MAIT^. 
Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General,  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  a  mail 
service  bj  the  Lirne  and  Stranraer  route, 
and  the  suggestions  laid  before  him  by  a 
deputation  from  Ulster  last  June,  whe- 
ther he  will  now  state  what  offer  has 
been  made  by  the  companies  concerned, 
and  at  what  decision,  if  any,  he  has 
arrived ;  and  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence 
and  a  Return  showing  how  often  and  to 
what  extent  the  mails  to  Belfast  and  the 
North  of  Ireland  wore  delivered  late 
during  the  half  year  ended  the  Slst 
ultimo? 

•Mii.  R  A  IKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  only 
within  the  last  few  days  that  I  have 
been  able  to  procure  full  information  as 
to  the  relative  advantages  and  cost  of 
the  Lame  imd  Holyhead  routes,  I  have 
arrans;'ed  to  receive  next  week  a  deputa- 
tion from  the  Corporation  of  London- 
derry on  tlie  subject,  and,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see,  I  cannot  come  to  any 
conclusion  until  after  the  deputation 
have  stated  their  vie^s.  I  hope,  how- 
ever, to  be  able  to  place  ray  views  before 
the  Treasury  as  soon  as  I  have  been  able 
to  contider  any  suggestions  which  the 
deputation  may  make.  It  is  not  cus- 
tomary to  lay  on  the  Table  correspon- 
dence relating  to  a  matter  which  is  still 
receiving  consideration. 

KAIL  WAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OF 
LABOUR). 

Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  <tc,)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  has  yet 
received  any  answer  from  the  Railway 
Association  to  his  letter  written  to  them 
about  two  months  Ago  in  reference  to 
the  long  hours  worked  by  railway  ser* 
vante? 

Mr,  Cobb 


♦Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
have  received  a  reply,  and  I  propose  tO' 
lay  the  Papers  upon  the  Table  at  onoe^ 

THE   CROFTERS*    COMMISSION. 
Mb.  PROVAND  :  I   beg  to  ajsk   the 
Ljrd  Advocate   when  the  next  Report 
of  the  Crofters'  Commission  will  be  laid 
iipc»n  the  Table  1 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J,R  B. 
Robertson,  Bute) :  The  Commissionere 
are  now  at  work  on  their  Report,  but 
some  weeks  must  elapse  before  it  can  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  EASTERN  HOSPITAL  AT 
HOMERION, 
Mb,  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green ^ 
S.W.)-  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  [Local  Government  Board  whether 
inquiry  has  been  made,  ns  requeste^i 
in  November  last  by  the  Hackney 
Guardians,  into  serious  allegations  pro- 
posed against  the  management  of  the 
Eastern  Hospital  at  Homerton  ;  and,  if 
so,  by  whom,  in  what  manner,  and  with 
what  result? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thl  LOCAI^ 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St,  George*s) :  In. 
November  last  the  Local  Goveriiment 
Board  received  a  statement  containin|i^ 
serious  aUegations  as  regards  the 
management  of  the  Eistem  Hospital  of 
the  MetropolitaJi  Asylum  Board  at 
Homerton.  The  Boani  furnished  th» 
managers  with  a  copy  and  asked  for 
their  observations.  A  further  statement 
was  received  from  the  Guardians  of  the 
Hackney  Union,  on  the  6th  December, 
and  that  also  was  communicated  to  the 
managers.  The  Board  not  having' 
received  the  reply  of  the  managers^ 
wrote  to  them  on  the  16th  January, 
drawing  attention  to  the  commnni cation 
referred  to,  and  asking  for  their  observa- 
tions as  early  as  possible.  I  understand 
that  the  Eastern  Hospital  Committee 
have  had  the  subject  under  their  con- 
sideration, and  that  they  will  submit  a 
Report  to  the  managers  to-morrow. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  A0T8, 
Mit.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rufihcliffe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  when  the  Returns  ordered 
28th  November,  1890,  of  apph'eations 
from  purchasers  under  Land   Purchsae 
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Acta,  for  variationB  in  terms  of  purchase, 
and  on  5fch  December,  respecting-  default 
of  iuatalments  under  I^nd  Purchase 
Acts,  will  be  distributed  I 

Mr,  MADDEN:  The  Irish  Land 
Commiaaion  have  been  requested  to  state 
on  what  date  the  Return  ordered  on  the 
28fch  of  November  may  be  expected. 
With  regard  to  the  Return  ordered  on 
the  5th  of  Decemlxjr,  I  may  say  that  it 
was  received  yesterday. 

PORTUGAL  AND  SOUTH  AFRICA. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
4LBk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  A^aira  what  information  Her 
Majesty  8  Government  have  received 
regarding  the  collision  between  certain 
Portuguese  officers  and  certain  repre- 
sentatives of  the  British  South  Africa 
Company  in  Manica  Land,  South  East 
Africa ;  and  whether  he  can  make  any 
statement  regarding  the  progress  of  the 
negotiatioT^s  which  have  been  carried  on 
with  the  Portuguese  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  area  of  Portuguese  in- 
fluence in  East  Africa  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
t(Sir  X  FERQUSSoy,  Manchester,  N.E.)  • 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  have  re- 
tjeived  information  of  certain  places 
having  been  taken  and  re- taken 
by  Portuguese  officers  and  by  re- 
presentatives of  the  South  Africa  Com- 
pany. The  merits  of  the  cases  have 
not  yet  been  ascertained,  because  they 
depend  partly  upon  geographical  facta. 
The  Governor  and  the  Premier  of  the 
Cape  Colony  are  on  their  way  to  this 
ijountry  to  confer  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Negotiations  with  Por- 
tugal on  the  subject  of  the  area  of 
British  and  Portngucse  intioence  are  not 
terminated.  In  the  meantime  both 
-Governments  have  enjoined  upon  their 
subjects  the  observance  of  the  status  quo 
founded  on  the  limits  under  the  late 
unratified  Convention. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  Wlien  does 
the  modus  viveridi  cease] 

Sir  J,  FERGUSSON;  It  is  stiU 
existing. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  For  how  long  will  it 
last^ — for  six  months  ? 

(No  answer  was  returned,] 


THE  BEHRING  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation regarding  the  present  position 
of  the  negotiations  between  Her  Majesty 
and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  of  America  regarding  the  seal 
fisheries  in  Bahring  Sea;  whether,  in 
particular,  he  can  state  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  proceedings  reported  to 
have  been  recently  taken  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  connection 
with  the  seizure  of  a  sealing  vessel  which 
was  flailing  under  the  British  flag;  and 
when  it  is  intended  to  present  to  Parlia- 
ment Papers  relating  to  this  subject  1 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON:  Negotiations] 
regarding  the  seal  fisheries  in  the  ' 
North  Pacific  Ocean  are  proceeding  in 
ordinary  diplomatic  course.  A  long  i 
Note  was  addressed  by  the  United! 
States  Government  to  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Washington  on  the  17th 
December,  to  which  a  reply  has  not  yet 
been  made*  The  proceedings  taken  in 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
are  a  motion  for  a  writ  of  prohibition  to 
the  District  Court  of  Alaska  in  respect 
of  alleged  excess  of  jurisdiction  by  that 
Court  in  condemning  a  Canadian  vessel 
which  was  engaged  in  seal  fishery  in  the 
open  sea.  That  application  has  not  yet 
been  heard.  This  course  was  taken  at 
the  instance  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment with  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  upon  tho  advice  of 
American  lawyers.  Its  object  is  to 
bring  the  case  before  the  highest 
tribunal  in  the  United  States  in  the 
fullest  manner.  It  is  desirable  to  point 
out  that  in  this  course  there  is  no  inter- 
ference in  any  sense  with  the  diplomatic 
question*  Diplomatic  negotiations  hava^ 
reference  to  a  wrong  which  we  say  has 
been  committed  against  InteroatTOual 
Law,  and  can  only  be  redressed  by 
diplomacy.  The  legal  proceedings,  on 
the  other  hand,  before  the  Supreme 
Court,  have  reference  to  a  wrong  com- 
mitted, as  we  believe,  on  British  subjects 
aguinst  the  Municipal  Law  of  the  United 
States ;  and  redress  for  that  wrong  caa  ^ 
only  be  maintained,  at  least  in  the  first  | 
instance,  from  the  Supreme  Tribunal  of  ^ 
the  United  States.  At  present  I  am 
unable  to  say  anything  as  to  the  pre- 
sentation of  further  Papers. 
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Mr.  BRYCE:  When  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tbink  that  any  Papers 
liearing'  on  tho  questinn  of  t!ie  application 
to  the  Supreme  Conrt  will  be  presented  1 
*SiR  X  FERGUSSON :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  see  that  as  the  application 
has  not  yet  been  heard  it  is  impossible  to 
*  make  any  promise  about  it. 

YIELD  OF  CROPS  m  INDIA, 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  T  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  a  reply  has  been  received 
from  the  Government  of  India  to  the 
suggestion  made  to  them  by  the  Secre- 
iftiy  of  State  for  India  that  a  table  show- 
ing the  average  yield  of  the  principal 
crops  in  the  yarioua  districts  should  be 
prepared  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 
Ko,  Sir ;  no  reply  has  yet  been  received. 

SKATING  IN  HYDE  PARK. 
Mr.  KEAY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  person,  said  to  be  the  chair 
contractor  for  Hyde  Park,  is  using  the 
chairs  as  a  barrier  whereby  he  has  en- 
closed part  of  the  surface  of  the  Ser- 
pentine, and  is  chai'ging  6d.  to  each 
person  for  admission  thereto  for  the 
purpose  of  skating,  and  is  exhibiting  a 
printed  notice  with  the  heading  "Autho- 
rised SkatincT  Enclosure,"  and  stating 
that  the  ab<:»ve  charge  is  levied  upon 
each  person  j  and  whether  he  will  state 
under  whose  authority  a  private  person 
18  thus  railing  off  and  charging  for  the 
use  of  any  part  of  one  of  the  public 
parks? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr,  PLUKKirr,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  I  am  afraid  that  the  question  of  the 
hon*  Member  has  now  only  an  hiHtorical 
interest,  hut,  for  the  hon.  Member's  in- 
formation, I  may  state  that  the  matter 
complained  of  by  him  was  done  under 
my  authority.  I  was  informed  from 
Tarioua  quarters,  through  the  Press 
and  otherwise,  that  the  fine  sheets  of 
water  in  Hyde  Park  and  the  other  Rtjyal 
Parks  in  London  were  greatly  injured 
for  skating  purposes  for  want  of  being 
properly  cleaned.  It  would  cost  a  great 
deal  of  moneys  bet  ween  £100  and  £200 
a  day — to  keep  them  properly  cleaned, 
and,  unfortunately,  I  haiino  funds  applic- 
able for  the  purpose.     I  thought  I  would 


try  the  experiment  ol  how  far  the  public 

would  approve  of  having  a  small  part  of 
the  ice  railed  ofP  by  chairs  for  those  per- 
sons who  were  willing  to  pay  for  having 
it  swept.  There  was  only  an  acre  and 
a  half  out  of  the  35  acres  of  the  Serpen- 
tine BO  taken.  No  sooner  had  I  made 
arrangements  to  try  my  great  experiment 
than'the  thaw  set  in  !  but  as  far  as^it  went 
I  have  reason  to  believe  that  it  wa» 
rather  popular,  and,  as  long  as  it  lasted, 
it  had  the  advantage  of  giving  a  certiuii 
amount  of  employment,  ' 

INTIMIDATION  AT  PLniOUTH^ 
*•  REGINA  r,  CURRAN  AND  OTHERS/*^ 
Mr.  HOWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table,  as  an  unopposed  Return, 
a  Report  of  the  trial  and  the  Recorder  8 
decision  in  the  case  of  the  appeal  of 
Peter  Curran  and  others  against  the 
Magistrate's  decision  at  Plymouth,  on 
the  charge  of  intimidating  a  coal 
merchant,  with  the  view  of  inducing 
him  not  to  employ  non-Union  workmen  ? 
♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
but  so  far  as  the  Recorder's  Judgment  is 
concerned,  I  see  no  reason  why,  if  any 
general  desire  is  ex  pressed  *  it  should  not 
be  printed  for  the  infomiation  of 
Members  of  the  House.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  an  accurate  report  of  the  trial 
can  be  obtained,  bat  having  regard  to  the 
terms  of  the  Judgment,  which  states  alt 
the  facts^  in  all  probability  a  copy  of  the 
Judgment  would  be  sufficient  for  the 
hon*  Member's  purpose-  I  shall  be 
pleaaed  to  show  him  a  copy,  corrected  by 
the  Recorder  himself,  should  he  desire  ti> 
see  it. 

THE  CORRUPT  PRACTICES  ACT, 
Mr.  HOW0RTH(Salford,S.):  I  beg^ 
to  ask  the  Attorney  Greneral  whether  a 
promise  made  by  a  Parliamentary  can* 
didato  in  the  course  of  a  Parliamentary 
Election  that  ho  will  in  future  employ 
only  Trades  Union  workmen  when  he 
has  previously  employed  non- Unionists 
is  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act'/ 

•Sir  K  WEBSTER:  Upon  the  fectB 
stated  in  the  quest  ion,  and  assuming  that 
the  promise  was  made  in  order  to  in- 
fluence voters,  I  am  of  opinion  that  such 
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promise  is  contrary  ta  the  provisions  of 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Act. 

Ke.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E,):I 
^ish  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether  he  is  prepared,  on  any  day,  to 
furnish  an  answer  to  every  general  or 
abstract  question  put  by  any  Member  of 
the  House,  or  are  we  to  consider  this 
as  an  exceptional  occasion  ? 
♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  My  oonduct  in 
the  past  is,  of  course,  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
case  in  which  an  hon.  Member  has  put 
a  question  on  an  assumed  state  of  facta 
in  which  I  have  declined  to  give  him 
my  opinion. 

Mr.  JOICEY  (Dnr  lam,  Chester-le* 
Street)  :  May  I  ask  w^hether  the  Attorney 
General  has  taken  any  steps  to  make 
himself  acquainted  as  to  whether  any 
such  promise  was  ever  given  ? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  ;  I  have  absolutely 
no  knowledge  of  the  matter  except  what 
appears  on  tSie  Paper,  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  kindly  listened  to  my  answer  he 
would  have  heard  that  I  said  distinctly 
"  upon  the  assumption  of  the  facts  stated 
in  the  question." 

Mr.  COBB  :  May  I  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether  the  assumptiun  that  the 
promise  was  made  witfi  the  view  of 
inflaencing  voters  is  not  the  main  reason 
for  the  answer  ho  has  given  I 

•Sir  R  WEBSTER :  The  hon  Member 
has  entirely  misunderstood  my  answer. 
If  he  were  as  well  acquainted  with  the 
CorFupt  Practices  Act  as  I  am  obliged  to 
be,  he  would  remember  that  in  order  to 
constitute  a  corrupt  practice  there  must 
be  something  which  will  influence 
voters.  I  nixide  no  assumption  of  my 
own,  I  used  the  words  **  assuming 
that  the  promise  was  made  in  order 
to  influence  voters/*  which  is  the 
condition  laid  down  by  Uie  Statute 
constituting  the  offence.  Hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  know 
that  the  Election  Judge,  if  any  such 
question  were  raised,  would  have  to  try 
that  question,  and  to  find  it  as  a  question 
of  fact.  Therefore  I  was  bound  to  make 
the  assumption, 

LABOURERS'  ALLOTMENTS, 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby,  likes- 

ton)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 

called  to  the  statement  that  in  a  com* 


munication  from  the  Commissionens  of 
Woods  and  Forests  the  people  of  Billing- 
borough  were  informed  that  fciir  Nigel 
Kingscote  as 

'*  At  present  ad^iied  would  not  he  dtapowd 
to  f^raat  ^to  kboorerQ  aUotmenU  wrliicb^  Giihtr 
in  themaelvea  or  with  other  allotmeatt  agw  held 
by  them,  would  exceed  half  an  acre^ 

whilst,  under  the  Allotments  Acts  of 
1882  and  1887.  Charity  Trustees  and 
Sanitary  Authorities  may  be  called  upn 
to  provide  allotments  of  an  acre ;  and 
whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  any  depart- 
ment to  evade  the  intention  of  the  law 
by  declaring  that  where  the  land  in  a 
particular  district  is  under  the  control  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
the  labourers  shall  have  only  half  an  acre 
each  instead  of  the  acre  they  might  have 
demanded  had  the  ownership  been  in- 
vt8t*id  in  Chanty  Trustees  or  private 
individuals  1 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smm,  Strand,  West^ 
minster)  :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman 
to  defer  the  question  until  Monday.  I 
have  not  yet  had  time  to  make  inquiry. 

THE  TITHE  RENT-CHARGE 
COMMmsION. 
Mr,  GARDNER  (Essex,  SafEron  W^- 
den)  :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the 
First  Ijot*d  of  the  Treasury  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  notice.  I  wish 
to  know  when  the  proposed  Commission 
on  Tithe  Rent^Charge  Redemption  will 
be  nominated^  the  names  of  the  Com* 
missioners,  and  the  terms  of  Reference  f 
I  may  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Bill  is  to  be  taken  on  Monday. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  question  is 
not  one  which  refers  to  the  points  raised 
by  the  3ilL  I  hope  that  it  will  be  in 
the  power  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  tho 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  state 
the  terms  of  the  Reference  and  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  in  a  fevr 
days. 

THE  RAILWAY  STRIKE  IN  SCOTLAl?!). 
Mb.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hoiton); 
I  wish  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  a  question  of  which  I 
have  not  given  him  notice,  namely, 
whether  ho  has  received  any  informi^- 
tion  as  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
disputes  in  Scotland  between  the  Rail- 
way Companies  and  their  servants T 
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•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  A  gi-eat  deal 
of  information  whioh  may  or  may  not  bi 
true  on  the  subject  of  the  dispute  be- 
tween the  Scotch  Railway  Companies 
and  their  servants  has  appeared  in  the 
public  Press,  but  I  have  received  no 
official  information  in  reference  to  the 
matter. 


ARMY  (RIFLES). 

Address  for — 

''Return  givinij: — 1.  A  comparative  state- 
ment of  the  number  and  names  of  the  varions 
parts  of  the  Martini- Henry  and  New  Magazine 
Rifles,  and  the  number  of  processes  necessary 
in  the  manufacture  of  each  several  part;  2. 
A  comparative  statement  of  the  number  of 
workmen  and  the  number  of  hours  work  re- 
quired to  turn  out  1,000  rifles  in  the  case  of  the 
Martini-  Henry  and  New  Magazine  Rifles  :  3. 
The  number  and  particulars  of  the  patents 
taken  out  by  Mr.  Speed  in  connection  with 
processes  of  the  manufacture  of  the  New 
Magazine  Rifle,  or  with  its  parts,  and  the 
amount  of  the  royalty  payable  to  him  in 
reipect  of  each  several  patent.'* — {Mr,  Matyori' 
hanks.) 

MOTIONS. 


AQBICULTURAL  TENANTS*   IMPROVEMENTS 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to  com- 
pensate Agricultural  Tenants  for  improvements, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  8eale-Hayne, 
Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  and  Mr.  Halley 
Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

JUSTICES   or  THE   PEACE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Scale- Hayne,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  in  regard  to  the  appointment, 
qualification,  and  removal  of  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne,  Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge.  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Stuart  Rendel,  Mr.  Bernhard  Samuelson, 
Mr.  Arthur  WilliamR,  and  Sir  Walter  Foster. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  fir&t  time.' [Bill  167.] 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (TENURE  OF  HOUSES  AND 
HOURS  OF  labour)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Crawford,  Bill  to  make 
provision  with  regard  to  the  Tenure  of  Houses 
owned  by  Railway  Companies,  and  occupied  by 
their  servants,  and  to  confer  on  the  Board  of 
Trade  certain  powers  of  regulating  the  Hours  of 
Labour  of  Railway  Servants,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Arthur 
Acland,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Channing, 
and  Mr.  Philipps. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

voters'   SUCCESSIVE   OCCUPATION   BILL. 

^  On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Bill  to  pro- 

Tid9  for  the  Registration  of  Voters  for  Succes- 


sive Occupation  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to 
be    brought   in    by  Mr.    James   Stusrt,    Mr. 
Causton,  Mr.   James  Rowlands,   Mr.  Cremer, 
Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  PickersgiU. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  169.] 

OCCUPIERS  AND   LODGERS   (METROPOrJS)  BILL. 

On  Blotion  of  BIr.  Janes  Stuart,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  registraiion  of  Occupisn  and 
lagers  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  tobebronjtht 
ii  by  Mr.  James  Stusn,  Mr.  Oiuston,  Mr. 
Howell,  BIr.  Cremer,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  and 
BIr.  PickersgiU. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  170.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS  (HOURS  OP 
LABOUR). 
•(4.5.)  MR.CHANNING(Northampton, 
E.) :  When  I  pnt  upon  the  Pftper  the  Be- 
solution  I  am  about  to  move,  I  was  not 
prepared  for  the  wonderf  al  object  lesson 
which  has  since  been  afforded  bjthe^reat 
railway  strike  in  Scotland,  and  which 
gives  a  forcible  illustration  of  the  neces- 
sity of  asking  the  House  of  Commons 
to  assent  to  a  proposition  something 
like  that  which  I  lay  before  it  to-day. 
The  motive  for  putting  the  Motion  upon 
the  Paper  was  contained  in  the  words  of 
one  of  the  Board  of  Trades'  Inspectors 
last  autumn.  At  that  time  Major 
Marindin,  one  of  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  reporting  upon  a  fatal 
accident  on  the  South  Western  Bailway, 
in  whioh  a  driver  and  a  fireman  had 
failed  to  observe  a  signal,  had  said — 

'*  It  is  not  difficult  to  account  for  the  con« 
dact  of  these  men,  who,  I  feel  oonvinced, 
must  have  been  asleep,  or  nearly  so,  upon  the 
engine,  for  they  had  at  the  time  beeri  on  daty 
for  nearly  16^  hours.  It  hardly  needed  this 
accident  to  show  the  enormous  risk  which 
attaches  to  the  employment  of  drivers  for  these 
inordinately  long  hours,  for  it  has  often  heim 
pointed  out  in  previous  similar  cases,  and  apart 
from  this,  it  should  be  patent  to  all  that  there 
is  a  limit  to  human  endurance,  and  that  a 
driver  cannot  be  considered  to  he  in  a  fit  and 
proper  state  to  perform  his  very  responsible 
duties  after  working  for  such  a  length  of  time." 

At  that  time  also  we  were  expecting 
the  Returns  of  overtime  work  daring 
the  months  of  September,  1889,  and 
March,  1890 ;  and  that  Return  has 
since  been   issued.     Whilst  my  action 
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hours  ;  the  number  of  instances  in  which 
thej  did  so  was  219,791  ;  and  thia  is  at 
the  rate  of  about  ID  per  man,  or  once  in 
every  three  days.  The  number  of  in- 
stances in  which  men  worked  15  hours 
and  over  was  69,825,  or  more  than  three 
per  man.  The  number  of  instances  in 
which  the  men  worked  18  hours  and 
over  was  7,341,  or  one  in  every  three. 
The  case  of  goods  guards  is  nearly  as  bad, 
and,  indeed,  on  some  lines  it  is  worse. 
There  is  another  column  in  the  Return 
which  deals  with  the  case  of  men  who, 
after  having  worked  for  over  12  hours, 
have  been  called  on  to  return  to  work 
without  having  had  an  interval  of  at 
least  eight  hours'  rest.  The  cases  in 
which  the  men  have  been  called  upon  to 
return  to  work  without  an  interval  of 
eight  hours  were  4,366  in  England,  and 
327  in  Scotland,  As  campnred  with 
1887-88  these  figures  show  a  slight 
diminution  in  England,  and  an  enormous 
increase  on  the  Scotch  lines,  to  which  -I 
have  referred.  The  Return  does  not  give 
the  cases  of  men  who  returned  at  short 
intervals  after  working,  say,  11 J  hours  ; 
and  in  many  cases  in  which  men  had 
worked  alx>ut  lU  hours  they  may  be  called 
upon  to  resume  work  after  two  or  three 
hours'  rest,  and  of  these  there  is  no 
record.  On  some  of  the  minor  rail- 
ways the  figures  are  still  worse.  The 
goods  guards,  engine  drivers,  and  fire- 
men, and,  in  some  inst^inces,  signalmen 
also,  were  employed  over  12  hours  in 
both  months  of  the  Return  on  the  Great 
Eastern  and  Midland  Railways,  the 
Wrexham,  Mold,  and  Connahs  Quay 
Railway,  the  Rbondda  and  Swansea  Bay 
Riiihvay,  the  North  Staffordshire  Rail- 
way, the  Colne  Valley  Line,  the  Neath 
and  Brecon,  the  Hull  and  Bamsley,  the 
Furness  Railway,  the  Cleator  and  Work- 
ington Junction  Railway,  and  the  Brecon 
and  Merthyr  Line.  The  minor  lines  in 
Scotland  contrast  favourably  with  those 
in  Engli\nd  and  Wales,  The  resumption 
of  work  after  insufficient  rest  is  also 
abnormally  frequent.  On  the  Eastern 
and  Midland  the  cases  were  over  57  per 
cent.,  on  the  Rhymney  77  per  cent., 
and  on  the  Wreiham  and  Mold  76  per 
cent  Some  of  the  longer  railways  do 
not  come  out  much  better.  For  mst  jince, 
the  cases  on  the  Brighton  line  were  52 
per  cent.,  on  the  Manchester,  Sheffield, 
and  Lincolnshire  55  per  cent,,  and 
on    the    South-Eastern    52     per    cent. 


was  entirely  independent  of  the  struggle 
between  the  employers  of  labour  and 
those  they  employ  north  of  the  Tweed, 
i^till  that  struggle  affords  a  remarkable 
illustration  of  the  real  position  of  the 
workers  on  the  railways,  particularly 
as  it  affects  the  safety  of  the  travelling 
public.  The  struggle  illustrates  the 
nature  of  the  services  that  railwayj  men 
render  to  the  community,  the  impo- 
tence of  Trad©  Unions  to  effect  a  prompt 
and  satisfactory  settlement,  and  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  see  that  railways 
are  worked  reasonably  in  order  to 
obviate  serious  danger  and  enormous 
inconvenience  to  the  public.  The 
House  has  a  right  to  know  the  facts, 
and  to  deal  with  these  questions  as  well 
ns  the  general  question  which  I  propose' 
to  bring  before  it.  I  may  say,  at  the 
outset,  that  so  far  as  my  immediate 
object  is  concerned,  1  desire  it  to  be 
understood  that  1  am  not  advocating  a 
statutory  limitation  of  the  hours  of  rail- 
way workmen.  I  wish  rather  to  obtain, 
indirectly,  the  relief  of  railway  work- 
men from  those  excessive  hours  which 
Directors  feel  are  unjust,  by  a  reasonable 
extension  of  the  powers  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  enable  them  to  make  the  con- 
ditions of  nkilway  work  compatible  with 
the  interests  of  the  public  and  of  the  men 
themselves.  The  figures  in  the  Return 
for  the  months  of  September,  1889,  and 
March,  1890,  prove  that  excessive  hours 
of  labour  are  not  an  abnormal  incident, 
but  tViat  they  are  part  of  a  system ;  in 
fact,  that  the  railway  lines  are  under- 
manned, and  this  involves  the  constant 
recurrence  to  overtime  work  which  pro- 
duces the  astounding  figures  we  have  in 
the  Return.  Now,  it  must  bo  noted 
that  the  Ri^turns  are  not  for  anything 
like  the  period  the  men  demand.  Rail- 
way men  have  asked,  Jigain  and  again, 
for  a  ten  hours  day  for  drivers,  and 
for  an  eight  hours  day  for  signalmen ; 
but  this  is  a  Return  of  overtime 
worked  beyond  12  hours  a  day;  and 
if  10  hours  had  been  taken  as  a 
normal  day  the  figures  would  have 
been  still  more  astounding.  Taking 
the  12  chief  English  and  Welsh  lines, 
and  the  C.iledonian  and  North  Britisli 
lines,  the  total  number  of  men  employed 
is  55,278.  Of  these  33,179  worked  over 
12  hour.^  in  September,  1889.  This  is  a 
proportion  of  three  to  five.  Of  drivers 
and   firemen,    22,592    worked    over    12 
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For  aU-round  oyertime  the  lADCafihire 
and  Yorkghire  Ret  am  was  the  most 
discreditable.  I  am  glad  to  compli- 
ment the  South' Western,  which  has 
made  nearly  a  clean  gweep  of  overtime, 
and  the  North  -  Western  has  made 
a  considerable  reduction  in  the  number 
of  caaes  of  excessive  hours  over  1 5  and 
18,  and  of  resumption  of  work  without 
sufficient  rest.  The  Caledonian  He- 
turns  compare  fovourably  with  those 
of  two  years  ago,  as  regards  long  hours 
over  18  and  15,  but  I  cannot  say  the 
same  with  regard  to  the  North  British, 
whose  Returns  are  deplorable  and  dis- 
creditable. Their  Ret  urn «?  show  a 
marked  increase  in  the  number  of  men 
employed  over  12^  over  15,  and  over  18 
hours.  It  is  notorious  that  matters 
are  worse  now.  Since  the  opening  of 
the  Forth  Bridge  there  has  been  an 
enormous  increase  of  labour  and 
strain  put  upon  the  staff  of  the 
North  British  Railway  ComfiaDy.  It  is 
equally  notorious  that  that  company 
has  made  no  effort  to  increase  its  staff 
80  as  to  meet  the  strain  adequately,  and 
there  has  consequently  been  a  Iwrge  in- 
crease of  overtime  labour.  The  Return 
shows  tliat  in  regard  to  engine  drivers 
working  for  18  hours  and  upwards,  as 
compared  with  the  Return  for  1887*8, 
the  increase  was  from  «554  in  September, 
1887,  to  927  hours  in  September,  188^, 
and  from  5Uin  March,  1888,  to  1,016  in 
March,  1890.  This  increase  of  overtime 
work  on  the  North  Britiah  goes  very  far 
to  justify  the  present  strike  of  the  rail- 
way servants,  who  have  been  provoked 
to  revolt  against  what  I  must  call  a  form 
of  white  slavery.  The  cases  of  over- 
time among  signalmen,  shunters,  and 
platelayers  are  not  so  nnmeroas,  but 
such  cases  do  occur.  One  case  has  been 
mentioned  to  me  of  a  signalman  on  the 
Great  Western  having  been  on  duty  10 
hours,  and  then  going  on  duty  at 
the  end  of  that  time  for  10  hours 
more  as  fog  signaller.  Besides  the 
hours  these  men  have  to  work, 
m&ny  of  them  have  to  walk  long  dis- 
tances  between  their  homes  and  the 
plELces  where  they  carry  on  their  duties. 
On  parts  of  the  North- Western  line  they 
are  practically  14  hours  away  from  their 
homes  on  a  1 2  hours*  shift.  The  case  of 
shunters  is  also  a  case  which  deserves 
consideration  from  the  right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  House.  There  have  been 
Mr,  Channing 


for  years  a  great  number  of  fatalities 

among  shunters,  and  these  are  largely 
owing  to  the  stupefying  and  exhausting 
effects  of  long  hours  of  labour.  The 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  of 
1877  stated  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners — 

**  If,  in  ftoy  action,  ciTil  or  crimina],  mi 
which  the  proof  of  negligence  on  the  part  of 
a  railway  company  ia  essential^  the  merf!  fact 
that «  aervaot  whote  act  or  neglect  wat  in  ques« 
tion  bad  been  at  bis  duty  for  an  «ieei«iv« 
period  were  itfl«lf  accepted  as  pnmd  /met* 
ti video ce  of  such,  negligence,  the  general 
motives  to  regularity  would  be  streogtbened*'* 

As  an  instance  of  the  hours  worked  on 
the  North  British  Railway  I  may  refer 
to  the  case  of  a  driver  who  between 
April  and  December^  1890,  worked  in 
successive  fortnights  from  152  to  205 
hours,  which  is  from  14  to  20  hours  a 
working  day.  These  facts  are  simply 
appalling,  and  quite  unjustifiable.  Soma 
of  the  facts  proved  before  the  Royal 
Commission  in  187C  were  quite  as  start- 
ling, A  goods  guard  on  the  Lancashire 
and  Yorkflhire  Railway  worked  24$ 
hours  in  a  fortnight,  and  days  as  long  aa 
23,  27,  and  even  34  hours  were  worked 
on  the  Great  Eastern  Railwsy  Company, 
while  a  driver  on  the  North  British 
Railway  worked  108  hours  in  six  days, 
leaving  only  an  average  of  six  hours  a 
day  for  rest.  A  witness  was  asked 
whether  there  waa  no  limitation  of  time 
by  the  rales  of  the  company.  He 
replied  that  no  man  ought  to  go  on  duty 
again  until  he  had  had  eight  hours'  rest^ 
but  he  admitted  that  in  the  instance 
just  given  the  rule  had  been  broken 
almost  every  day.  According  to  Mr. 
Gait,  of  the  16  classified  causes  of  rail- 
way accidents,  excessive  hours  of  labour 
is  the  most  easily  preventable.  Mr. 
Findlay,  of  the  London  and  Korth 
Western,  admitted  that  10  hours  a  day 
was  enough  for  a  w  orking  day ;  and  Sir 
James  All  port,  of  the  Midland,  stated  that 
the  conditions  of  railway  work  consti- 
tuted a  tremendous  strain  both  upon 
drivers  and  signalmen.  He  stated  in 
1876  that  drivers  and  signalmen  had 
often  to  keep  in  their  minds  the  relative 
positions  of  three  or  four  trains  i^od 
signals  at  the  same  moment.  If  that  was 
so  in  1876,  any  one  acquainted  with  rail- 
ways would  know  how  much  the  diffi* 
culties  of  working  them  had  increased 
since  then.  I  think  any  hunting  mail 
in  the   House   would   infinitely   prefer. 
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taking  a  young  horse  over  the  etiffest  of 
nnkaown  oouii tries  to  taking  an  express 
engine  down  from  Euston  to  Perth  with 
only  the  few  days' coaching  which  aomeof 
the  "  blacklegs  "  had  had,  wha  had  been 
trusted  to  drive  engines  within  the  last 
few  weeks.  They  have  had  to  under- 
take most  responfiible  duties  without  the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  signals^  and 
only  a  general  knowledge  of  the  engines 
tbey  have  to  drive.  There  have  been 
several  lamentable  accidents  on  the 
Sooich  Hnes  during  the  strike^  and  a 
great  risk  of  many  more»  I  think  the 
travelling  public  are  much  indebted  for 
their  safety  to  the  admirable  skill, 
^fc  patience,  and  loyalty  with  which  the  men 
^B  liave  carried  on  their  duties.  Attention 
^HIkas  been  repeatedly  drawn  to  the 
^V^question  of  excessive  hours  by  the  In- 
^B  fipectors  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  hia 
^^  ■Report  on  an  accident  at  Wort  ley  East 
I  Junction,  on  the  Great  Northern  Rtiil- 
[  way,  by  which  35  persons  were  injured 
on  the  39th  of  December^  Major  Marin- 
^^4in  said— 

^'^    •'  The  driver  and  firoman  of  the  Great  Kqt- 

~  tbern  eugino  had  at  tho  time  of  the  colltaion 
been  on  duty  18i  houre*  which  i*  far  longer 
than  any  driver  should  be  allowed  to  work 
"either  for  bis  own  aake  or  thai  of  the  travelling 
pablic.  It  is  true  that  theie  bours  were,  owing 
'  0  the  fogr»  abnormal,  but  even  his  regular  hours, 
3,  are  too  long." 

n  the  last  few  days  a  large  number  of 

Jiheae  Reports  have  been  issued,  in  which 

"milar   comments  are  made  on  the  long 

ours    of    railway   servants.       General 

'Hutchinson,   reporting  upon  a  colHsion 

'©ear  East  Croydon  on  the  Brighton  Line, 

n  December    10»   where  18  passengers 

ere  injared,  calls  attention  to  the  fact 

(hat  the  booked  hours  of  four  of  the  ser- 

nts  concerned  in  the  collision  (from  12 

14  J)  are  objectionably   long,  and  are 

able    to  be  constantly  exceeded.     Two 

ports  of  Major  Marindin   show  how 

le  Companies  neglect  repeated  recom- 

tnendations,       A    collision   occurred  at 

Preston    in  July,    1889,    on  the  Lanca- 

ehireand  Yorkshire  Railway,  and  in  that 

case  he  reported  that  the  hours  worked 

by  the  driver  were  a  great  deal  too  long, 

and    added^     **No    man    can  keep   his 

attention   up,    so  aj9   to  be  an  efficient 

driver,  for  a  period  of  15  hours."  In  a  case 

at  York,  two  montlis  later^  in  which   13 

people    were    injured,    the   driver    had 

I       been   on  duty    for    15A    hours.     Major 

t      Marindin  nrg^  that — 


**  In  the  last  accident  upon  the  Lancaihire 
and  Yorlcshire  Railway^  which  I  investigated^ 
I  had  to  call  attentiDn  to  the  cxctssive  hours  of 
duty  of  a  driver,  who  hiid  been  on  duty  over 
15  hoara  ;  and  as  such  long  hours  are  neither 
fair  to  the  mcD,  nor  safe  for  the  travelling 
public,  it  is  high  time  they  were  pnt  a  stop  to.* 

You  will  find  that  many  of  the 
Reports  show  that  the  signal  men  or 
drivers  have  only  been  on  duty 
for  four  or  five  hours  when  an  accident 
occurred,  Tliat  means  that  the  men 
were  exhausted  before  they  commenced 
work  by  previous  overwork.  It  is  said 
that  men  are  anxious  to  take 
overtime,  and  no  doubt  that  is, 
in  some  cases,  true.  A  case  has 
occurred  of  a  man  volunteering  after  12 
hours*  signal  duty,  to  go  on  for  12  houra 
more,  in  oixler  to  relievo  a  comrade 
whose  child  had  died.  Three  or  four 
houra  later  an  accident  occurred,  and  the 
signalman  was  blamed  for  it.  What  we 
complain  of  is  that  when  recommenda* 
tions  have,  in  a  great  number  of  instances, 
been  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  there 
has  been  no  real  recognition  of  those 
recommendations.  On  nearly  all  the 
great  railways  of  the  country  it  is  still 
the  practice  of  the  companies  to  book 
men  on  or  book  men  off,  for  a  period  of 
time  which  the  Railway  Companies  know 
perfectly  well  by  their  experience  will  be 
exceeded  by  two  or  three  or  four  or  five 
or  six  hours.  This  is  going  on  all  over 
the  country,  and  I  venture  to  condemn 
those  concerned  in  railway  management, 
expressly  on  the  ground  that  by  bookings 
men  for  hours,  which  they  knc^w  will  be 
excee4led,  they  are  causing  great  risks  to 
the  public,  and  are  earning  their  divi- 
dends by  saving  the  wages  of  the  few 
extra  men  who  ought  to  be  employed,  if 
the  Hnes  were  worked  on  a  system  toler- 
able to  human  nature.  And  the  Returns 
for  one  month  show  that  there  were  no 
leas  than  70,000  such  instances  of  over 
15  hours  consecutive  work.  There  is 
one  case  to  which  I  drew  atten- 
tion, and  which  led  to  a  correspon- 
dence between  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  Brighton  Kail  way  Company. 
Two  years  ag^  an  unfortunate  man 
was  employed  in  fog-signalling  on 
that  Company's  line.  He  was  nearly  60 
years  of  age,  and  had  been  long  in  the 
service  of  the  Company.  He  waa 
engaged  in  fog- sign  ailing  for  no  less 
than  21 J  hours  out  of  the  24.  This  was 
on  the  last  day  of  1888,  in  bitterly  cold 
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-and  foggy  weather  He  had  six  hours' 
rest,  was  then  put  on  again,  and  two 
hours  later  was  cut  down  bj  a  passing 
train.  The  Board  of  Trade  most  properly 
drew  the  attention  of  the  Company  to 
this  fatality.  Mr.  Sarle,  in  reply,  said  the 
men  were  willing  to  undertake  the  work, 
and  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  men  of 
adequate  knowledge  for  such  responsible 
and  difficult  work  as  that  of  fog-sig- 
nalling in  crowded  parts  of  the  line  near 
^he  Metropolis.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  made  a  very  proper 
Teply  to  Mr.  Sarle. 

**  There  ooald  be  no  donbt  that  the  hoars 
during  which  the  men  was  on  duty  were 
•ezceeaiTe,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  admitted  the 
difficulty  of  conducting  the  traffic  during  the 
prevalence  of  dense  fogs.  He  pointed  out, 
iowerer,  that  such  a  condition  of  the  atmo- 
aphere  was  now  so  common  that  it  should  be 
provided  against  by  a  permaoens  increase  in 
the  staff  of  Railway  Companies  rather  than  by 
exceptional  overtime.*' 

He  added — 

«  That  an  excessive  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
railway  servants  to  increase  their  earnings 
-should  not  be  indulged  in  so  as  to  become 
a  source  of  danger  either  to  themselves  or  to 
the  public." 

The  remedy  there  laid  down  is  exactly 
what  I  ask  the  Board  of  Trade  to  take 
powers  to  apply  to  night.  I  say  it  is  a 
«hame  that  the  companies  should  not 
train  more  engine-drivers,  firemen,  fog- 
signalmen,  and  other  railway  servants, 
with  the  object  of  preventing  this  undue 
strain  on  their  staff.  I  would  next  ui^ 
that  the  men  have  put  forward  their 
demands  for  shorter  hoars  in  a  reason- 
able way.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  may  remember,  though 
he  was  not  in  Office  at  the  time, 
-that  one  of  the  first  actions  of  the 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Railway  Ser- 
vants 15  years  ago  was  to  lay  before 
-the  Board  of  Trade  a  memorial  in  which 
they  ascribed  many  accidents  to  excessive 
hours  and  insufficient  staffs.  They 
suggested  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
-should  taka  power  to  direct  the  Com- 
panies to  adopt  safer  modes  of  working 
their  lines.  This  I  am  heartily  glad  to 
be  able  to  thank  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  having  done  the  year 
before  last.  These  men  also  asked  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  make  of  the  Railway 
Oommission  a  sort  of  Board  of  Arbitra- 
tion or  Conciliation  for  dealing  with 
such  disputes  as  that  which  is  now  con- 
vulsing Scotland.  [  do  not  attach 
J/r.  Chojijiing 


exclusive  importance  to  the  wording  of 
the  Motion  I  have  laid  before  the 
House.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  Pren- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  agree 
to  set  up  a  Board  of  Conciliation  which 
might  be  absolutely  impartial  in  dealing 
with  these  questions,  I  would  not  oppoae 
that  as  a  solution  of  the  matter  till  the 
further  question  of  hours  became  riper 
for  solution.  I  wish  to  point  out  tiiftt 
these  men  have  not  been  animsted  by  a 
desire  to  make  a  sudden  and  maUcioiu 
pounce  on  the  increased  earnings  of  the 
companies,  but  that  for  the  last  20  years 
they  have  consistently  urged  the  claim 
that  their  hours  of  labour  should  be 
shortened.  I  do  not  think  it  cornea  well 
for  tho  Railway  Companies  to  sneer  at 
the  men  and  say  the  only  thing  tfaej 
have  in  view  is  to  get  a  few  shillings 
more  pay.  The  men  are  asking  what 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  told  them 
repeatedly  they  ought  to  have^  and 
what  Mr.  Findlay,  of  the  North  Western 
Railway  Company,  told  them  years 
ago  was  the  basis  of  a  fair  di^B 
work.  Their  claims  are  reaaonabley  axid 
ought  to  be  considered  in  a  reaaoiL- 
able  spirit.  The  North  Eastern  and 
the  Taff  Yale  Companies  have  prac- 
tically assented  to  the  claims  made  by 
the  men.  It  is  a  striking  isdc^  that  no 
one  in  Scotland  has  been  put  forward  \rr 
the  Directors  to  challenge  the  men^i 
demands.  What  the  Directors  have 
said  is  that  they  will  not  treat  with  the 
Trades'  Unions,  and  that  the  men  must 
return  to  work  and  trust  them  to  treat 
them  with  justice.  What  has  oocnrred 
in  Scotland  is  simply  this :  The  Scottish 
lines,  and  especially  the  North  British, 
have  been  carrying  out  great  improfro- 
ments  which  are  likely  to  result  in  an 
increase  of  profits  to  the  companies,  and 
they  have  very  largely  done  so  by 
pinching  and  starving  their  staffs  and 
undermanning  their  lines,  thus  paying 
for  the  improvements  at  the  expense  of 
the  men.  Deputations  of  the  men  have 
gone  to  the  Directors,  and  the  result  has 
been  that  the  leaders  of  the  depntatu>na 
have  been  cashiered  on  the  first  pretext. 
Mr.  Gralt,  in  his  separate  Report  as  a 
Royal  Commissioner,  drew  attention  to 
the  case  of  a  guard  who  had  given 
evidence  of  long  hours  before  the  Com- 
mission,  and  who  was  in  consequence 
tarned  off  his  line.  I  feel  that  the 
spirit  of  tyranny  which  animated  that 
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company  in  1876  is  the  eame  epirit 
that  ia  animating  the  North  British 
Company  now,  and  1  fihall  continue  to 
hold  that  opinion  unless  they  pfive  some 
better  evidence  of  being-  fairer  and 
jiiBter  in  their  treatment  of  their  naen* 
The  men  have  had  recourse  to  their 
Trades^  Union,  and  have  put  forward 
spokesmen  who  are  in  an  independent 
position,  and  cannot,  therefore,  be  inter- 
fered with  by  the  Railway  Companies. 
The  action  of  the  Company  has  even 
roused  the  indignation  of  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  E.  Ckrke),  who  said  re- 
cently that  the  Scottish  lines  were 
acting  contrary  to  common  sense  and  the 
spirit  of  the  times  in  not  recognising  the 
existenoe  of  Trades*  Unions  as  repre- 
senting working  men .  After  that  remark 
of  the  Solicitor  General  I  do  hope  that 
Members  on  both  sides  may  deal  with 
this  question  in  no  Party  spirit.  The 
Railway  Companies  have  insisted  that 
their  men  should  act  the  part  of  slaves, 
inistead  of  rational  men^  w  ho  could  and 
wonld  dii^cuss  the  conditions  of  labour. 
The  position  of  the  Trades'  Unions 
in  this  struggle  constitutes  the 
Btrongest  argument  for  sieving  thati 
when  the  shareholders  have  been  fined 
to  the  amount  of  £150,000,  and  the 
trading  public  to  an  almost  incalculable 
amount,  the  State  should  intervene  and 
bring  such  a  state  of  affiiirs  to  an  end. 
Such  a  strike  is  a  great  crime.  Who  are 
the  criminals?  Ask  yourselves  what 
is  the  fundamental  question  on  which 
the  strike  has  turned.  Does  any 
one  dispute  that  the  men  ought  to 
work  10  hours  or  less  instead  of 
the  enormous  number  of  hours 
they  have  worked  1  No  representative 
of  the  North  British  or  the  Caledonian 
Companies  will,  I  think,  stand  up  in 
this  House  and  challenge  the  substantial 
justice  of  the  men*8  demands  for  a 
reduction  of  hours.  Then  the  question 
arises,  *'Can  the  companies  afford  to 
grant  that  demand  1 "  The  gross  receipts 
for  the  last  year  on  the  principal  lines 
were  £75,500,000,  as  against  about 
£66,000 »000  in  1884,  so  that  there  has 
been  an  increase  of  about  £9,500,000,  or 
15  per  cent  In  the  first  half  of  the  year 
1890  the  gross  increase  on  the  main  lines 
was  £1,492,000,  and  in  the  second  half 
it  was  £1,175,000.  Twenty-one  com- 
panies show  an  increase  of  £801,000 
earned  by  an  increase  in  working  ex- 


penses of  only  £356,000,  Thus  the  extm 
money  has  gone  largely  to  reproductive 
works,  and  hours  and  wages  have  i*e* 
mained  the  same.  1  should  like  to  com- 
pare the  positions  di  the  London  and 
North-Western  and  Midland  lines  with 
those  of  the  Caledonian  and  Nortl> 
British  lines  on  this  point.  I  find  thai 
in  1884  the  net  revenue  of  the 
North -West  era  and  Midland  lines  was^ 
considerably  less  than  the  working  ex- 
penses, whereas  on  the  Caledonian  and 
North  British  the  net  revenue  was  Blightly 
greater  iu  that  year  than  the  working 
expenditure.  In  1890  the  net  revenue- 
of  the  North  Western  and  Midland  lines 
was  still  considerably  lower  than  the 
working  expenses,  thouglt  representing 
an  increase  in  the  profits  of  those  lines,, 
whilst  in  the  case  of  the  Caledonian  and 
North  British  there  was  a  very  consider- 
able surplus  of  net  revenue  over  work- 
ing expenses.  The  amount  of  wagea 
paid  per  train  mile  is  an  ^important 
consideration  to  bear  in  mind.  On  the* 
North  Western  and  Midland  the  wages 
per  train  mile  were  about  3d.  in 
1884,  In  1890  they  had  risen  to  practi- 
cally 3Jd.  On  the  two  Scotch  line* 
the  wa^'es  per  train  mile  were  practically 
2|d.,  both  in  1884  and  1890.  This- 
means  that  the  latter  lines^and  th» 
same  observation  applies  to  some  of  the* 
English  lines— are  persistently  under- 
manned. In  the  days  of  depreasion  they 
have  starved  the  stfSs,  and  now  that  the^ 
time  of  prosperity  has  come  they  liave 
not  increai^ed  the  number  of  their  mea 
sufficiently  to  meet  the  increase  of  work, 
and  the  greater  complication  and  diffi- 
culty  of  the  work.  1  say  there  is  money 
en oiigh  to  do  justice  to  these  men,  and 
wlien  it  is  shown,  on  good  authority, 
that  they  ought  not  to  work  more  than 
a  certain  number  of  hours  in  a  day,  andf 
that  they  have  to  work,  in  many  in- 
stances, 15  or  20  hours  a  day  ;  some 
authority  ought  to  be  able  to  say  that 
a  system  which  wears  the  men  out  in 
body  and  soul  should  be  put  an  end  to^ 
I  think  it  is  marvellous  that  the  North 
British  Company  should  not  have  con* 
sidered  that  it  would  bo  wiser  to  make 
some  fair  concession  to  their  men  on  this 
question  of  hours  before  they  arrived  at 
the  present  condition  of  affairs,  la 
it  not  insensate  folly,  on  the  eve 
of  the  20th  century,  to  treat  men 
as     if  they    were  children   or  slaves? 
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What  are  the  two  features  of  the  times  ? 
Now  at  last  edacatioti  has  gained  a  hold 
upon  the  working'  elaBses,  and  for  the 
first  time  the  working  clashes  have 
almost  universally  had  power  placed  in 
their  hands  hy  the  Parliamentary  vote. 
Education  has,  at  the  same  time,  enor- 
znouBly  multiplied  the  wants  and  denirea 
of  the  working  classes,  and  has  enor- 
mously diminished  the  amount  of  crime. 
That  is  a  tremendous  fact  It  means 
that  the  wants  and  desires  developed  in 
the  new  generation^  are  legitimate 
aspirations  for  higher  and  more  refined 
conditions  of  life  and  labour.  These 
facts  must  lead  to  a  considerable  change 
in  the  relations  of  capital  and  labour. 
And  1  say  it  will  be  the  height  of  unwis- 
dom in  any  body  of  employe i***,  in  any 
political  party,  and  in  any  Ministry  to  turn 
a  deaf  ear  to  these  demands.  The  Board 
of  Trade  is  the  protector  of  the  public, 
and  it  is  the  protector  of  these  men. 
Railways  are  monopolies  granted  by 
the  State  under  strict  conditions  of 
aervice  being  rendered  to  the  travelling 
public.  The  Board  of  Trade  has  the 
responsible  duty  of  seeing  that  service 
rightly  and  properly  carried  iiiit|  and  I 
ask  them  by  my  Motion  to  deal  with  the 
question  from  the  point  of  view  of  their 
responsibility  in  regard  to  railway 
safety  and  to  the  fair  and  just  carrying 
out  of  the  State  monopoly  granted 
under  the  supervision,  and  in  some  sense 
under  the  control,  of  the  Hoard  of  Trade. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  word  to  disparage 
the  administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach),  the 
greater  part  of  which  I  admire,  but  1 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in- 
curred grave  responsibility  in  not  acting 
on  the  provisions  of  the  Railway 
Regulations  Act,  It  is  notorious 
that  cvQTj  provision  relating  to  the 
safety  of  the  public — such  as  those 
referring  to  block-signalling,  and  ro 
forth — has  lie  en  violated  again  and 
again.  The  Board  of  Trade  has  on  this 
point  incurred  a  very  serious  respi^nsi- 
bility,  and  a  vaster  responsibility  would 
have  rested  on  them  if,  during  the  past 
few  weeks,  some  ghastly  catastrophe  had 
occurred  in  Scotland.  They  have  had 
memorials  laid  before  them  by  Scotch 
authorities  begging  them  to  deal  with 
this  question.  The  Board  of  Trade  now 
had  power  to  issue  orders  for  the  safe 
working  of  railways.  [Sir  M,  Hicks 
Jir,  Cka^inifUf 


Bf.ach  :  No.]  They  could,  at  any  rrnto, 
issue  orders  as  to  the  use  of  the  block 
system,  inter-locking  of  signals^  ftiid 
things  of  that  kind,  and  at  any  time,  W^J 
using  the  powers  of  the  Regulation  oi^^| 
Railways  Act,  1889,  they  could  bftiro^^ 
brought  matt  era  to  a  head  in  Scotland*  I 
think  the  House  la  entitled  to  have  an 
answer  now  t^j  the  issues  I  have  raiAed* 
What  1  ask  the  Board  to  do  is  to  take 
power,  when  evidence  has  been  afPorded 
that  these  excessive  hours  are  oontinu*^ 
ally  I  being  worked  on  railways,  to  iasua 
an  Order  limiting  the  times  at  whicl 
men  can  be  booked  on  and  o^, 
would  say,  for  myself,  that  if  a  suggea* 
tion  as  to  the  establishment  of  a  Board 
of  Conciliation  were  made,  I  should 
not  be  inclined  to  press  the  question  o1 
State  interference  too  far ;  but,  still, 
think  that  when  you  have  figures  aa 
striking  as  those  I  have  laid  before  the 
House,  a  strong  case  has  been  made  out 
for  interference  of  some  kind,  with  the 
object  of  bringing  the  present  state  of 
things  to  a  conclusion.  I  beg  to  mofTQ 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leava  out  from  the  word  "  That**  i^  th« 
etid  of  Iho  Question,  in  order  to  «dd  tho  woHs 
'*  in  tbe  opioion  of  this  Hou4q,  the  exo«titv« 
bonis  of  liibour  imposed  on  railway  Mrvaiiti 
by  the  existing  arran foments  of  the  Railwmj 
Companies  of  the  United  Kingdom  constituta 
tt  grave  aociitl  iojuaticet  and  ara  a  oomtaoi 
source  of  danger  both  to  the  men  tbemselTea 
and  to  the  trareltiog  public ;  and  that  it  ia 
expedient  that  tbe  Board  of  Trade  ahoulil 
obtatn  powers  by  logislation  to  iaiue  orden 
wh(*re  necoasary  dirocting  Railwn  j  Compantea  to 
limit  the  hours  of  work  of  special  claaaoa  of 
their  aenraats,  or  to  make  aucb  a  roaaonable 
iocreaae  in  aay  class  of  their  servanta,  as  will 
obviate  tte  necesjity  for  OTerlime  work,"^ 
— (Jfr.  ChiiHninf^) 

— instead  thereof, 

Qaeetion  proposed,  **  That  the  wordi^ 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/' 

(4.58.)  Mb.  JOHN  WILSON  (Durham, , 
Mid):    I  rise  to  second  the  Motion 
my  hon*  Friend*       I  am  very  thankful^ 
that  he  has   put   the  question  forward, 
and  I  am  only  sorry  there  is  not  some 
one  in  the  House  of  Commons  who  can 
apeak  directly  on   behalf  of  the  work- 
men who  are  employed  on  the  various 
railways   of  the    country,   as  it  will,   I 
think,  be  admitted  that  there  are  plenty 
of   gentlemen    in    the   House   who   cat] 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  flhareholdera  o£ 
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the  Railway  Compatiies.  My  lion.  Friend 
has  found  him 8 elf  in  strict  harmony 
Tvith  a  great  authority  on  railways,  and 
one  whO|  while  he  fiits  in  this  House,  is 
at  the  head  of  lar^e  railway  nnder* 
takings.  I  refer  to  Sir  E*  Watkin,  who 
has  said — 

**  Railway  strikei  aught  not  i&  be  Hllawed  at 
allf  but  iboutd  be  pttt  down  with  the  ttrong^ 
arm  ot  tba  lnw  or  tb©  atroDger  ami  of  public 
opinion,^* 

I  might  say»  by  way  of  interjection,  that 
if  those  who  manage  the  iScottiah  Rail- 
ways had  been  amenable  to  pnblic 
opinion » the  strike  that  has  been  prevailing 
there  wonld  have  been  finished  ere  this. 
We  all  acknowledge  that  public  opinion 
is  on  the  side  of  the  workmen.  Public 
opinion  recognises  and  fully  admits  Ibat 
the  demands  of  the  workmen  in  Scotland 
are  reasonable,  not  only  as  regards  the 
hours  of  labour,  but  in  the  request  made 
that  negotiations  sliould  be  opened  with 
representatives  of  the  employers,  that 
these  should  meet  the  spokesmen  ac- 
quainted with  the  >vork  on  railways  in 
the  various  grades,  and  that  in  a  mu- 
tually reasonable  and  manly  way  they 
fihoiild  together  settle  the  grievances 
that  now  exist.  It  is  unnecessary  for 
me  or  any  h on.  Member  to  get  up  and 
offer  in  any  way  to  supplement  what 
has  been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  this  Resolution,  nor  do  I  think  it 
would  be  very  easy  for  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  minimise  ray  hon.  Friend's  state- 
ment as  to  the  long  hours  of  hard  labour 
these  men  have  to  go  through ;  but 
there  is  one  reference  I  should  like  to 
make  to  a  remark  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
in  which  he  used  an  expression  which 
we  in  Trades  Unions  understand  as  a 
technical  term — the  expression  "  black- 
legs/' as  describing  a  certain  section  of 
workmen,  and  I  noticed  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  received  the 
expression  with  indications  of  disap- 
proval.  My  hon.  Friend  was  remarking 
upon  the  serious  danger  to  those  who 
travel  on  Scottish  railways  through  the 
employment  of  inexperienced  hands  in 
the  train  service,  and  I  infer  from  the 
signs  of  dissent  that  hon.  Gentlemen  do 
not  recognise  that  danger,  [Cries  of 
**  No,  no  1 ']  Then  I  apologise  for  my 
misapprehension,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  no  contention  with  na  on  the  point. 
We  are  agreed  on  both  sides ;  those 
who  represent  capital   and   those   who 


represent  labour  are  agreed  that  the 
hours  the  men  work  are  excessive  and 
unjust  Then,  if  employers  will  not 
enter  into  negotiations  with  those  who 
show  proper  credentials  as  representing 
the  men,  I  say  there  should  be  some 
authority — some  Board — to  step  in  and 
say  these  things  shall  be  settled  in 
a  reasonable  and  amicable  manner  ; 
and  if  this  were  the  case,  there 
would  be  no  need  for  any  hon. 
Gentleman  here  to  interfere  in  the 
question,  I  wish  to  make  myself  under- 
stood .  I  approve  of  th  e  Resolu  tion  s  imply 
because  it  docs  not  contain  a  proposition 
that  legislation  should  6x  the  hours  of 
work.  If  this  Resolution  contained  a 
legal  definition  of  the  hours  a  man  should 
work  in  all  or  any  special  trades,  I  should 
not  stand  in  the  position  I  now  occupy. 
What  I  recognise  in  the  Motion  is  a  pro- 
position that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
have  power  to  interfere,  and  I  assume 
that  the  Board  would  only  exercise 
that  power  in  cases  where  em- 
ployers and  employed  were  not  agreed. 
There  would  be  no  occasion  to  interfere 
if  companies  took  a  course  similar  to  that 
follow*ed  by  the  North-Eastem,  which 
company*  in  consultation  with  their 
employ ^g,  came  to  an  arrangement  as  to 
the  hours  of  work  at  Christmas  time. 
The  intervention  of  the  Board  would 
only  arise  in  urgent  cases »  and  there 
would  be  no  legal  fixing  of  a  number  of 
hours.  My  hon.  Friend  remarked  that 
the  only  opposition  that  could  come 
would  be  from  those  who  fear  a  reduc- 
tion in  their  dividends.  Well,  it  is  the 
safety  of  the  public  and  the  welfare  of 
thousands  of  men  who  work  on  the  rail- 
ways, and  the  opportunity  of  leisure  and 
improvement,  on  the  one  side,  with  the 
claims  of  capitalists  and  demand  for 
dividends  on  the  other  ;  and  as  in  some 
measure  representing  the  men,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  which  scale  ought  to  kick 
the  beam.  This  is  certain,  that  railway 
profits  come  from  the  public,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  that  people  will  not  object  to 
some  extra  charge  in  order  that  the  men 
who  work  the  trains  may  be  employed 
at  reaaonable  hours  and  for  proper  pay. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  stated  that  there  are 
248  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  are 
interested  in  railways ;  and  if  that  be  the 
case,  may  I  offer  this  rough  suggestion : 
that  a  man  is  not  a  machine,  and  that  he 
cannot  work  beyond  his  strength,   and 
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that  if  a  capitalist  tries  so  to  work  him, 
then  the  yalae  of  his  services  will  be 
lessened.  For  capitalist  and  worker  it  is 
far  better  that  the  hours  of  labour  should 
be  reasonable  ;  for  if  a  capitalist  strains 
his  powers  against  the  workman,  he  will 
lose  by  the  work  he  gets.  These  long 
hoars  are  imposed  upon  the  workmen. 
There  arj  some  who  object  to  the  word 
*' imposed/'  and  say  the  men  are  not 
compelled  to  accept  the  conditions.  Why 
is  there  this  strike  in  Scotland?  Be- 
cause the  Directors  refuse  to  meet  the 
demand  of  the  men  for  shorter  hours. 
We  know  the  weapons  that  are  drawn 
and  used  in  these  straggles,  and  of  ttimes 
the  logic  of  poverty  and  distress  defeats 
the  cause  of  right.  In  the  present  case 
the  weapon  upon  which  employers  de- 
pend is  the  cupboard — they  hope  to 
starve  the  men  into  submission.  I  speak 
the  voice  of  labour,  and  I  appeal  to  every 
hou.  Gentleman  who  will  ere  long  have 
to  appear  on  an  election  platform,  where 
he  will  say  the  welfare  of  the  working 
classes  is  a  cause  ho  has  at  heart,  and  I 
ask  him  what  answer  he  can  return  to 
electors  if  he  assists  in  imposing  further 
burdens  on  the  railway  servants.  These 
men  on  the  Scotch  railways  are  demand- 
ing no  more  than  their  right.  They 
supply,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  an 
object  lesson  for  the  debate,  and  all  we 
ask  is  that  such  men  shall .  be  saved 
from  a  cruel  and  unjust  imposition,  it 
having  been  made  clear  that  their 
cause  is  right.  It  has  been  said 
the  men  are  perfectly  content  to  work 
overtime  for  extra  pay.  The  strike 
in  Scotland  belies  that  statement.  The 
demand  of  the  men  is  that  a  week's  work 
should  consist  of  60  hours.  Will  any 
hon.  Gentleman  here  say  that  a  man  on 
alocomotive  with  a  train,  peering  into  the 
darkness,  anxiously  watching  the  signals, 
every  nerve  on  the  stretch,  all  his 
energies  taxed,  is  not  long  enough  em- 
ployed with  a  day  of  ten  hours  ?  I  think 
there  can  be  but  one  opinion  upon  that. 
We  are  trying  to  step  in  and  save  these 
men  from  a  cruel  and  scandalous  injus- 
tice imposed  upon  them.  This  Resolu- 
tion would  save  us  from  that  contortion 
of  justice  so  often  shown  in  the 
verdicts  arrived  at  after  fatal  rail- 
way accidents.  A  man  is  kept  in  a 
signal  box  for  14  or  .  16  hours, 
or  a  driver  is  on  duty  for  17  or  18  hours ; 
an  accident  occurs  ;  evidence  is  taken ; 
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the  man  is  indicted,  aod  often  a  Terdiot 
of  manslaughter  is  returned  against 
him.  I  speak  now  with  all  the  modera- 
tion I  can  use ;  but  I  say  it  is  not  the  maa 
who  should  be  indicted,  but  those  who 
force  him  to  work  so  many  hours  togeUier 
upon  duties  that  require  all  his  energy 
and  attention.  I  have  nothing  further 
to  say.  I  take  on  myself,  in  the  name  of 
railway  servants  and  in  the  name  of 
large  bodies  of  labourers,  to  speak  as  m 
a  united  voice.  I  should  hail  the  time 
when  a  Representative  of  railway  servants 
could  stand  here  and  describe  to  ihe 
House  the  actual  situation;  but  while 
there  is  no  such  direct  Representative 
here,  it  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  speak 
as  the  advocates  of  the  cause  of  labour, 
and  thus  I  second  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 
•(5.U.)  Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford^ 
S.):  My  hon.  Friends  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  have  put  us  under  an  obliga- 
tion by  the  temperate  and  discrimi- 
nating manner  in  which  they  have  in- 
troduced this  Motion,  and  for  my- 
self I  may  say  that  I  could  not  help 
responding  somewhat  to  the  unso- 
phisticated and  earnest  eloquence  with 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
(Mr.  Wilson)  put  the  case  before  us  just 
now.  Both  hon.  Gentlemen  roust  Iults 
felt  that  a  large  portion  of  their  case 
met  with  a  sympathetic  echo  from  this 
side  of  the  House.  I  very  much  regret  one 
expression,  however,  which  fell  from  the 
Mover,  and  which  was  out  of  harmony 
with  the  general  tenonr  of  his  speech. 
The  hon.  Member  used  the  term  '*  b!ack« 
leg  "  in  describing  a  man  who  sells  hia 
labour  in  the  open  market  and  who  is  in 
a  perfectly  legal  position.  Such  language 
may  possibly  bo  excused  in  the  heat  and 
turmoil  of  a  labour  contest  among  ex- 
cited men ;  but  it  ought  not  to  have  been 
used  in  this  House.  It  is  unfair  and 
unjust.  Apart  from  this  phrase,  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  agree  with  a  very  laige 
portion  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech. 
Of  course,  he  stated  the  case  ex  parie^  but 
there  are  few  of  us  who  cannot  confirm 
more  or  less  the  facts  and  testimony 
he  has  given.  Further,  I  wonld 
s\y  that  if  it  can  be  proved — and  I  think 
it  can  be  abundantly  proved — ^that  there 
are  grievances,  very  serious  grievances, 
from  which  the  men  suffer,  it  is  a  vexy 
unfortunate  thing  that  in  the  present 
state  of  general  excitement,  in  the  present 
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«iate  of  the  labour  market,  that  great 
•empioyora  of  labour,  and  especially  j^reat 
•companies,  should  not  foi-estall  these 
^eat  agitations  by  meeting  the  men 
somewhat  with  reasonable  concessions 
before  matters  reach  an  acute  stage.  I 
Icnow  that  some  of  the  great  lines  in 
iKia  country  long  ago  met  their  men 
upon  these  questions  ec|uitably  and  fairly, 
and  that  there  are  now  no  disputes  in 
England  like  man}-  of  those  in  iScotland. 
A  very  serious  responsibility  resta  on 
•capitalists  who  allow*  disputes  to  reach  a 
stage  which  makes  it  difficalt  for  us  to 
justify  them,  t  would  go  farther,  though 
I  may  not  be  altogether  supported  by 
Members  on  this  side,  and  say  I  could 
never  nnderstaud  bow  it  is  that  either 
single  capitalists  or  a  corporation  of 
capitalists  should  refuse  to  meet  re- 
presentatives who  enjoy  tho  confidence 
of  the  men.  The  great  body  of  working 
Tntn  have  not  the  art  or  the  knowledge 
vrhich  would  enable  them  to  put  their 
vase  in  a  clear  and  satisfactory  way 
before  their  employers.  There  is  also 
a  Tery  considerable  danger  that  any  of 
the  men  who  shonld  take  it  upon  them- 
selves to  represent  the  views  of  their 
fellows  might  involve  themselves  in 
personal  peril.  Therefore,  it  is  not  un- 
reaaonable  to  urge  that  the  great 
employers  of  labour  should  put  aside 
*8om0  of  that  prestige  which  has  hitherto 
attached  to  them,  and  receive  and  consult 
with  in  a  conciliatory  manner  the  ac- 
knowledged envoys  of  the  men.  Having 
mitde  these  admissions,  I  am  bound  to 
•say  that  there  is  one  portion  of  mj 
hoji.  Friend's  speech  in  which  I  can- 
not agree.  I  am  extremely  jealous  of  all 
•cases  of  interference  by  onteiders  between 
the  capitalist  and  his  men.  I  feel  we 
•are  verging  upon  enormotis  difficulties 
when  we  permit  philanthropists  to 
intervene  in  questions  which,  after  all, 
^re  fiscal  questions,  and  can  only  be 
€olved  in, accordance  with  the  laws  of 
supply  and  demand.  Labour  is  only  a 
<5ommodity  bau':flit  and  sold  in  all  the 
markets  of  the  world,  and  if  you  attempt 
to  fix  its  price  by  limiting  its  amount, 
you  must  eventually  do  mischief  to  the 
mnphyS  and  also  to  the  capitalist. 
This  used  t4j  be  an  old-fashioned  truth 
<if  political  economy,  to  which  some  of 
us  are  still  attached.  We  have  con* 
sen  ted  to  legislate  for  the  helpless,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  intervene 
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in  certain  cases,  but  that  is  for  the  pro- 
tection not  of  the  individual,  but  of  the 
public.  It  is  only  on  such  grounds  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  justified  in  inter- 
fering. I  feel  that  the  less  we  whet  the 
appetite  of  the  Board  cf  Trade  for 
interfering  in  the  disputes  between 
workmen  and  masters,  the  more  wisely 
we  shall  act.  I  agree  witli  the  observa- 
tion quoted  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  (Sir  E.  Watkin),  that  the  ono 
thing  needed  in  all  these  cases  is  to  let  in 
the  floodlight  of  public  opinion  upon  the 
conditions  on  which  the  workmen  are 
employed,  and  that  must  ultimately 
have  its  effect.  When  a  R^^yal  Com- 
mission sat  in  1872,  a  number  of  English 
lines,  in  accordance  with  its  Ileport, 
changed  the  rules  for  tho  employment 
of  their  servants,  and  at  this  moment 
the  regulations  are  exceedingly  rational 
and  are  most  satisfactory  to  the  men 
themselves.  I  would  suggest,  as  an 
alternative  to  Bmrds  of  Arbitration 
— a  proposal  to  which  I  see  all  kinds  of 
objections,  and  which  does  not  commend 
itself  to  my  judgment — that  we  should 
converge  public  opinion,  and  bring  it  to 
bear  on  this  subject*  I  would  suggest 
to  the  Government— or  the  r  wise  some  of 
ns  with  the  views  we  entertain  will  not 
bo  able  to  oppose  tho  Resolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend^ that  they  would  do  wisely 
to  allow  some  form  of  Committee  of  this 
House,  or  Royal  Commission,  to  take 
evidence,  not  ^x  parte,  such  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  made 
use  of — — 

•Mr.  CHANNING  :  RDlurns. 

♦Mr,  HOWORTH  :  No  doubt  a  portion 
of  the  statement  was  founded  on  Returns^ 
but  a  large  portion  of  it  was  from  ex  jmrtif 
evidence. 

•Mr,  CHANNFNG  :  The  whole  argu- 
ment  of  roy  speech  was  based  on  th© 
Returns  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  Reports  of  its  Inspectors. 

*Mr.  HOWORTH  :  Of  course,  I  accept 
the  hon.  Members  statement.  I  waa 
under  a  misapprehension,  for  I  prupposed 
that  a  portion  of  the  hon.  Member'* 
argument  was  base'd  upon  other  than 
official  evidence.  In  any  circTTmstances, 
there  would  be  brought  t)eforo  the  Com- 
mission an  amount  of  evidence  such  as 
must  necessarily  affect  the  opicions  of 
the  large  mass  of  the  Railway  Directors 
in  this  country  without  endangering  a 
position  which  this  House  would  not  like 
2  O 
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to  see  endangered — namely,  that  trade 
disputes  should  be  managed  by  *the 
parties  to  the  dispute  rather  than  by  the 
intervention  of  this  House  or  any 
Department  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. My  right  hon.  Friend  would 
meet  the  wishes  of  many  Members  of 
the  House  if  he  could  see  his  way  to  the 
appointment  of  such  a  Royal  Gommis- 
sion. 

•(5.25.)  Mr.  BUGHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh,  W.) :  After  the  speech  we 
have  just  heard  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words.  The  substance  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  comes  to 
this  :  that  we  should  leave  a  settlement 
of  the  difficulties  as  much  as  possible  to 
the  force  of  public  opinion,  or,  as  he 
said,  we  should  endeavour  to  get  public 
opinion  to  converge  as  strongly  as  possible 
on  the  parties  to  these  trade  disputes, 
with  a  view  to  bring  about  better 
arrangements  of  hours  and  conditions 
of  employment.  Now,  I  think  if 
there  is  any  course  of  events  which  can 
illustrate  the  carrying  into  practice  the 
theory  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
policy  he  recommends,  we  find  it  in  rela- 
tion to  the  railway  strike  in  Scotland. 
Though  public  opinion  has  been  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  dispute  in  the  strongest 
possible  way,  yet  is  there  very  little 
effect  to  show  from  it.  Before  dwelling 
upon  that,  let  me  say  we  have  in  tlie 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  a  statement 
of  grievances,  and  a  remedy  suggested. 
I  mil  not  weary  the  House  by  referring 
to  any  further  facts  or  figures ;  sufficient 
have  already  been  given,  and  we  have 
had  the  case  put  strongly,  carefully,  and 
eloquently  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Durham  in  the  interest  of  the  men.  As 
soon  as  the  Motion  appeared  on  the 
Paper  we  foresaw  that  the  remedy 
suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend  would  be 
met  by  the  argument  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford— "Why 
not  leave  this  to  the  force  of  public 
opinion  t "  Now,  what  has  been  taking 
place  in  Scotland  during  the  last  four 
or  five  weeks?  My  hon.  Friend  has 
pointed  out  from  the  Returns  how  the 
Scottish  Railway  Gompanies,  and  parti- 
cularly the  North  British  among  the 
larger  companies,  show  among  the  worst 
as  regards  excessive  hours  of  labour,  and 
he  also  showed,  I  think,  that  this  was 
not  an  occasional  excess,  but  a  continued 
and  persistent  imposition  of  excessive 
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labour  upon  the  men.  I  have  had  some 
acquaintance  with  this  question  for  tha 
last  seven  or  eight  years,  and  I  know 
that  during  this  time  this  question  of 
excessive  hours  of  labour  on  Sooilish 
railways,  and  particularly  upon  the  North 
British,  has  been  a  continual  grievanoQ. 
Over  and  over  again  deputations  have 
come  to  us  from  our  constituents  niging: 
this  matter  upon  our  consideiatiolu 
I  and  my  friends  have  attended 
meetings  on  the  subject^  and  generally 
our  advice  has  been  to  the  men,  "Uzge 
your  demands  upon  the  Directors  tem- 
perately, moderately,  firmly,  and  if 
they  are  reasonable  men,  you  are 
sure  to  obtain  some  satis&ction  for 
your  demands."  Well,  the  men  oon- 
tinued  to  do  this  every  year,  yet 
they  received  very  little  satis&ctioiu 
Within  the  last  four  or  five  weeks  ihey 
have  taken  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands,  and  have  gone  on  strike.  How 
have  we  endeavoured  in  Scotland  to  con- 
verge public  opinion  upon  this  ques- 
tion? Such  opinion  hwi  been  evoked 
from  all  kinds  of  sources,  not  merely 
representative  of  the  Unions  of  the 
workmen  and  of  Trade  Gouncils,  bni 
of  other  Public  Bodies  throughout 
the  countiy.  These  bodies  have 
summoned  special  meetings,  and  have 
passed  resolutions  on  the  subject, 
and  I  think  I  am  perfectly  within  the 
mark  when  I  say  that  there  has  been  an 
absolutely  unanimous  judgment  with 
regard  to  the  substantial  nature  of  the 
grievances  of  these  railway  men.  There 
has  been  no  hesitation  on  the  part  of 
the  general  public  upon  this  matter. 
The  public  have  been  furnished  not 
only  with  Returns  presented  to  thia 
House,  but  also  with  statements  by  the 
men  themselves.  They  know  thai  the 
men  are  compelled  to  work  at  least  12 
hours  a  day,  and  are  paid  by  the  fort- 
night of  144  hours,  and  that  as  a  result 
there  is  a  system  of  continuously  work* 
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for     excessive   hours.     Now,   at 


Edinburgh  we  have  had  at  least  two 
large  public  meetings  on  the  subject. 
The  Town  Gouncil  have  memoriaUsed 
the  B(»rd  of  Trade  upon  it^  and  the 
Trades  Gouncil,  which  represents  the 
general  body  of  working  men,  have 
adopted  a  similar  course.  Public  meet- 
ings have  likewise  been  held  in  Okwow, 
Perth,  Aberdeen,  Dundee,  and  MoUier. 
well,  and  other  places  whore  the  lailwij 
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population  is  large,  and  all  have  agreed 
that   the    grievances    of   the    men    are 
real     and      their     demands     moderate. 
What  ia  it  they  ask  1     First,  they  asked 
tliat  which  has^  1  believe^  always  been 
csonceded  on  some  of  the  English  rail- 
ways^— namely,  a   10   hours   day.      But 
when  they  saw  they  would  not  probably 
be  able  to  get  that,  they  m.ade  a  conces- 
sion, and  through  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  they  asked  the  Directors 
for  a    60    hours    week     and    overtime 
beyond    those    hours.      The    Directors, 
however,    told    my    hon.    Friend    that 
the      men      must      return      to      their 
employment  before   tbeir  request  could 
be   considered.      Then   the   matter  was 
taken  up  by  the  Lord  Provost  of  Edin- 
bmrgh,  and  next  by  the  representatives  of 
a  large  public  meeting  at  Glasgow,  but 
in   each   case    the   Directors    gave    the 
stereotyt>ed   reply   that   the   men    must 
first  return   to   their  work.     Lastly,  as 
showing   the   moderation    of   the    men, 
they  secured  the  intervention  of  a  dis- 
tinguished and  popular  nobleman,  who 
is  also  a  Railway  Director — Lord  Aber- 
deen —  and  the  Executive  of   the    two 
large     representative     Unions     of    the 
men  passed  a  resolution   setting   forth 
a  statement     of    the    men's    case    and 
of    their    demands,     and    asking    him 
to   see   the   managers  of    the    railway 
If   he    (Lord    Aberdeen)   were  satisfied 
that   the    promise  of  the    companies  to 
redress  the  grievances  of  the  men  would 
be   substantially    carried   out,  then  the 
men  would  accept  his  simple  assurance 
to  that  effect,  and  immediately  return  to 
their    duties.      They    put    the    raatt-r 
wholly  in  Ijord  Aberdeen's  hands.  Tbose 
who    have    followed    up    the    different 
phases  of  this  dispute  know  that  a  point 
was  made  against  the  railway  servants 
because  they  left  their  work  without  due 
notice.     Well,  the  men  in  the  resolution 
they   sent   to   Lard  Aberdeen  stated  it 
was    only    fair    he    should   be   put    in 
possession   of   the    fall    facts,    and   they 
therefore    acknowledged    that  a   grave 
error  was   committed   in  leaving  work 
without  legal  notice.     The  men  having 
thus  made  another  conciliatory  proposal, 
what  has  been  the  result  of  putting  the 
matter  in  Lord  Aberdeen's  hands  ?     The 
resolution  was  conveyed  to  Lord  Aber- 
deen   last    Monday,    and    the    answer 
appears   in    to   day's   newspapers.     His 
lordship  in  that  reply  says  he  is  highly 


honoured  by  the  confidence  reposed  in 
him,  and  fully  understands  the  terms 
submitted.  He  interpreted  the  docu- 
ment in  a  reasonable  rather  than  in  a, 
rigid  spirit,  and  he  goes  on — 

**It  i«  with  flincere  regret  that  I  have  to 
inform  you  that  after  oegotiatiDHfl  and  careful 
inquiry  and  conaultatiou,  1  do  not  6nd  mytelf 
in  a  poaitiou  to  offer — on  the  basis  of  your 
resolutioD^tlie  advice  whicli  is  therein  con- 
tained/' 

Thua  attempts  at  mediation  have  failed^ 
Every  one  knows  that  Lord  Aberdeen  is 
an  eminently  suitable  ntian  to  be  chosen 
to   conduct   such  negotiations  as  these, 
and  as  a  result  of  his  intervention  wo 
find  that  the  statements  made  over  and 
over    again     by    the     Scot<;h     railway 
managers  to    the  public,  that  they  are 
willing  to  redress  the  grievances  of  the 
men  is,  in  his  judgment^  not  to  be  relied 
on,  and  that  they  have  no  real  intention* 
to  give   substantial    satisfaction    to  the 
demands  of  the  men     Thus  the  mere 
act  of  converging  public  opinion  on  this 
dispute  has  had  no  definite  result.     The 
men  in  urging  their  claims  have  shown 
conspicuous  moderation — a  conspicuous 
desire   to  be   conciliatory.      They  have 
also  given  way    upon  points   of   form  ; 
they    have    been  ready  to  waive  thei? 
demand  that  the  Unions  should  directly 
negotiate  with  the  Directors ;  they  have 
agreed  to  waive  all  question  a  of  personal 
dignity,  and  they  have  entrusted  their 
case  to  various  public  men.     Surely  if 
public  opinion  could  have  brought  about 
a  settlement,  it  would  have  done  so,  for 
no  effort  has  been  spared  to  secure  that 
end.      1  therefore   think  that  the  case  of 
my  hon.  Friend  in  favour  of   Eomething 
like   direct   legislative   interference — or 
at  least  intervention  by  a  Government 
Department— is  greatly  strengthened  by 
this  statement  of  facts.     I  will  only  urge 
one  subsidiary  argument  on  the  subject. 
In  the  course  of  the  past  few  years  rail- 
way legislation  has  been    progressive  in 
the  direction  my    hon.    Friend   desirea. 
The  Bill  passed  two  year^  ago  imposed 
certain  duties  and  restrictions  on  Rail- 
way Companies  in  the  interests  of  public 
safety,   and  we  now   ask  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  go  a  step  further.     We  want  it 
to  be  placed  in  possession  of  a  power  to 
step  in^  and,  in   the  name  and  interest 
of   the  public,  compel    the   two  parties 
in   a    dispute    such    as    is  now   going 
on     m    Scotland     to     come     to     some 
2  0  2 
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amicable  and  reasonable  arrangement. 
We  ask  this  in  the  interests  not  only  of 
the  men  bat  of  trade  generally,  for 
during  the  past  few  weeks  the  trade  of 
Scotland  has  been  paralysed  and  the 
safety  of  the  travelling  public  greatly 
endangered.  We  do  not  desire  to  limit 
the  discretion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  as 
to  the  means  by  which  it  shall  act  upon 
the  Railway  Companies.  We  do  not  wish 
lo  limit  its  discretion  as  to  the  legisla- 
tion it  may  see  fit  to  introduce,  but  we 
are  declaring  the  existence  of  a  very 
great  grievance  for  which  no  substantial 
remedy  is  at  present  provided,  and  we 
ask  the  Government  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  to  provide  such  a  remedy. 
•(5.45.)  Mr.  C.  T.  MURDOCH  (Read- 
ing) :  The  spirit  of  the  Resolution  is  one 
with  which  I  am  sure  many  Members  of 
this  House  are  in  accord,  but  still  its 
terms  are  not  such  as  can  be  accepted. 
We  cannot,  for  instance,  admit  that  the 
Railway  Companies  impose  excessive  hours 
of  labour  upon  their  men,  for  we  con- 
tend that  where  the  railway  servants 
work  overtime  it  is  generally  by  reason 
of  circumstances  over  which  the  Railway 
Directors  have  no  control.  If  the  Returns 
as  to  overtime  which  are  furnished  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  analysed  it  will 
be  found  that  in  a  great  majority  of 
cases  in  which  goods  drivers,  tiremen, 
and  guards  have  worked  over  12 
hours  has  been  due  to  the  prevalence 
of  fog  or  to  interruption  of  traffic  by 
special  trains,  or  to  other  similar  causes. 
Again,  the  House  should  not  forget  that 
the  hours  furnished  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  do  not  represent  the  actual  hours 
of  which  the  men  are  at  work.  Take 
the  case  of  a  goods  driver.  He  goes  to 
the  engine  shed  where  his  engine  is,  and 
£nds  the  fire  alight,  but  he  is  required  to 
be  at  the  shed  at  least  half  an  hour  before 
-the  actual  commencement  of  his  work,  and 
that  time  is  counted  as  part  of  the  time 
he  is  at  work.  There  is  also  half  an  hour 
at  the  end  of  the  journey  counted  in  the 
time  of  his  run.  Again,  goods  drivers, 
firemen,  and  guards  always  have  nine 
hours'  interval  before  undertaking  the 
ratum  journey,  by  the  rules  of  the 
service.  Frequently,  however,  it  is 
found  that  where  a  driver  living  in 
the  country  runs  a  train  to  London, 
he  prefers  to  shorten  the  interval 
and  get  home  as  quickly  as  possible, 
-and  thus  it  is  that  the  interval  is 
J£r,  Buchanan 


shortened.  Again,  with  regard  to  signal- 
men. You  will  find,  from  the  Retnma 
presented  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  that 
the  instances  in  which  signalmen  are 
kept  at  work  beyond  12  hours  are  com* 
paratively  rare.  During  the  past  18 
months  three  classes  of  signal  boxes 
have  been  established  on  most  of  the 
lines.  When  a  signalman's  duty  is  con- 
tinuous and  exacting,  it  is  in  an  eight 
hours  box ;  when  it  is  less  exacting,  it 
is  in  a  10  hours  box,  and  in  the  12 
hours  boxes  the  number  of  trains  dealt 
with  is  very  small.  There  are  very  few 
signal  boxes  in  which  the  men  do  over 
12  hours'  consecutive  duty.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
ignored  the  fact  that  within  the  last  12 
months  a  very  considerable  amonnt  has 
been  added  to  the  working  expenses  of 
railways  in  ctmsequence  of  the  increased 
wages  paid  to  the  men.  Again,  if  he 
will  examine  the  Returns,  he  will  see 
that  on  the  great  lines  there  has  been  a 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  sig^l- 
men  as  well  as  of  goods  guards  and  fire- 
men. Passenger  guards  do  not  work 
long  hours,  and  it  does  not  necessarily 
follow  that  they  are  at  work  all  the  time 
returned.  There  is  generally  an  interval 
between  the  up  and  down  journeys  of 
the  trains  of  which  they  have  charge,  bat 
the  interval  is  always  counted  in  the 
hours  of  work.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Railway  Companies  had  not  taken  any 
notice  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  But  let  me  call 
attention  to' a  Report  made  by  Colonel 
Rich  with  regard  to  the  aeplorable 
accident  on  the  Great  Western  line  at 
Norton  Fitz  warren.  That  Report  showed 
that  the  signalman,  who  was  the 
principal  cause  of  the  accident,  had  onlj 
been  on  duty  a  short  time  before  it 
occurred ;  but  it  was  pointed  out  that 
the  regulations  of  the  company  with 
regard  to  shunting  had  not  been  com* 
plied  with.  Sir  Henry  Calcraft,  in 
forwarding  the  Report  to  the  Great 
Western  Directors,  called  attention  to 
the  cause  of  the  accident,  and  urged 
the  necessity  of  providing  refuge  sidings 
at  all  stations  where  trains  were  likelj 
to  be  shunted  in  order  to  allow  other 
trains  to  pass.  Ho  a^so  recommended 
the  company  to  consider  whether  a 
simple  signalling  contrivance  suggested 
by  the  Inspector  could  not  be  advan- 
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tageou?ily  adopted.  The  Great  Western 
Company  almost  immediately  on  tho 
receipt  of  that  Report  set  aside  a  con- 
siderable anm  for  making  refuge  sidings 
on  the  section  of  the  line  Ijetween 
Bristol  and  Exeter*  They  have  since 
also  had  before  them  many  contrivances 
whereby  when  a  siguahnan  has  once 
shunted  a  train  teraponirity  on  tlie  main 
line  his  attention  cannot  be  withdrawn 
from  the  fact  it  is  there.  I  would  also 
point  out»  as  Colont4  Rich  remarked  in 
his  Report,  that  vn  the  Great  Western 
Railway  there  is  at  the  present  moment 
an  enormous  amount  being  expended  in 
secnriog  the  great-*r  safety  of  passengers. 
And  other  railways  in  the  United  King- 
dom arc  adopting  a  similar  p<:>lrcy.  Now, 
we  cannot  accept  the  Rerfulution  moved 
by  tbe  Member  for  Northamptonshire, 
The  terms  of  it  are  not  at  all  in  accord- 
ance with  the  fiicts  ;  but  I  do  say  this,  on 
tehalf  of  the  Railway  Companies,  that 
they  have  not  the  slightetit  objection  to 
an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  lines 
or  into  the  duties  imposed  on  the  men. 
I  think  tliat  if  such  an  inquiry  did  take 
place  it  would  be  found  that  many  of  the 
fignrea  which  have  b:,*en  brought  before 
thia  House  bythehon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton wilt  bear  explanation,  and  that 
the  case  for  the  Railway  Companies  will 
he  considerably  Ixjtter  than  he  has  made 
it.  I  shoutd  like  to  say  one  word  with 
regard  to  the  Board  of  Trade's  recent 
requirements  on  various  railway  lines. 
In  accordance  with  the  powers  granted 
under  the  Act  of  1881)  Railway  Com- 
panies have  hem  cilled  U|>on  to  provide 
within  a  specified  time  most  im]xirtant 
alterations  in  their  systems,  including 
locked  telegraphs,  interkicking  signals, 
continuous  brakes^  and  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  mixed  trains — trains 
partly  goodii  and  partially  jiassenger. 
Seeing  that  the  alterations  could  not  be 
carried  out  without  a  considerable  ex- 
penditure of  time  and  money,  a  fixed 
period  has  been  allowed  for  the  work. 
The  time  has  not  yet  expired,  but  the 
companies  are  rapidly  pressir,g  forward 
the  changes,  &nl  no  doubt  they  will  be 
completed  by  the  time  fixed,  I  regret 
very  much  that  lum.  Members  who  have 
taken  p:irt  in  this  discussion  have  not 
confined  their  ntteation  to  the  ])rincipal 
part  of  the  Resolution,  but  have  im- 
ported into  the  debatj  the  question  of  , 
strikes.     This  is  most  unfortunate.    The 


House  and  the  public  generally  have  at 
henrt  the  interests  of  railway  servants, 
and  I  believe  that  amongst  the  com- 
mercial classes  it  is  felt  where  unfortu- 
nately a  strike  does  take  place  upon  a 
line,  it  is  far  wiser  to  let  the  men  and  j 
the  Directors  come  to  an  arrangemenl 
rather  than  allow  outsiders  to  interfere* 
Upon  moat  of  the  great  lines,  the  rela- 
tions between  the  Boards  of  Directors  i 
and  their  servants  are  extremely 
amicable,  and  only  a  short  time  ago  a 
number  of  Great  Western  drivers  at  a 
meeting  passed  a  resolution  expressing 
a  hope  that  the  Directors  would  negotiate 
with  nobody  bnt  their  own  servants.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  of  this  :  that  unless  the 
amicable  relations  now  prevailing  are 
interrupted  by  outsiders,  they  will  con* 
tinue,  and  tho  public  will  be  infinitely' 
better  served.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  will  withdraw  his 
Resolution.  It  will  be  a  great  pity  if  he 
does  not,  because  the  inquiry  to  vhioh 
we  are  quite  willing  to  consent,  would 
have  far  better  results  than  the  adoptioa 
of  the  Resolution. 

•(6.0.)  Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark- 
shire, N.K.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  has  shown  an  anxiety  that 
the  railway  strike  in  Scotknd  should 
he  eliminated  from  this  discussion.  Not 
only  has  he  deprecated  any  allusion  to 
itj  but  he  would  seem  desirous  of  per- 
s adding  the  House  that  it  is  altogether 
foreign  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northamptonshire  (Mr. 
Channing).  I  do  not  at  all  complain  of 
the  moderate  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  has  just  presented  hie 
own  views  to  the  House,  but  I  ventur*^ 
to  think  that,  if  he  represented,  as  1 
have  the  honour  to  do,  a  district  in 
which  the  strike,  and  according  to  our 
view, the  mrsguided  conductof  the  Railway 
Companies  has  spread  misery  and  dis- 
aster among  a  large  industrial  popula- 
tion, he  would  not  regard  the  strike 
with  so  much  calmness  and  indifference 
as  he  has  evinced,  but  would  be  glad,  a» 
I  am  sure  tho  House  is,  to  join  my  hon. 
Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House  in  an 
endeavour  to  draw  from  it  some  light  on 
the  iiubject  dealt  with  by  the  Motion  now 
under  dscussion,  I  am  quite  sui"e  that 
tlic  House  and,  1  may  add,  the  country 
generally  look  with  a  good  deal  of 
anxiety  for  the  answer  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  are  about   lo  give  to  the 
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deaiaiid  made  by  this  Motion  for  some 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  case  for  such  intervention 
haa  already  been  put  pretty  fully  before 
the  House  by  my  hon.  Friends,  and 
therefore  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the 
House  long  on  the  subject  But  I 
thiuk  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  may  fancy  that  he  has  partly 
persuaded  the  House  of  the  truth  of 
his  oontention  that  there  is  in  reality 
no  grievance  on  the  part  of  the  Railway 
aervants,  and  that  the  complaints  that 
have  been  made  about  the  electa  of  long 
hours  are  founded  upon  no  substantial 
fact.  The  Mover  of  the  Resolution  has 
adduced  statistics  from  the  authentic 
Returns  which  have  been  laid  before  the 
House,  and  I  will  only  supplement  the 
figures  by  giving  a  few  illustrations  of 
the  hours  that  have  been  worked  by  rail- 
way employ h  in  my  own  constituency, 
ana  that  within  the  last  month.  I  find 
that  one  man,  an  engine  driver,  worked 
84  hours  in  six  days,  or  an  average  of 
14  hours  per  day ;  another  worked  an 
average  of  nearly  14^  hours  ;  another 
averaged  13  hours  and  50  minutes; 
another  15  hours  and  35  minutes; 
another  14  hours  and  30  minutes; 
another  1 4  hours  and  1 0  minutes ; 
and  another  15  hours  and  6  minutes,  I 
venture  to  think  that  these  simple 
figures  will  be  convincing*  I  could  give 
stronger  ones  in  individual  instances, 
aa  I  have  hsA  cases  furnished  to  me 
in  which  men  have  worked  for  48  hours 
out  of  60;  but  I  prefer  to  take  the 
more  moderate  instances  I  have  given 
of  excessive  over- work  as  average  sam» 
plea,  and  I  maintain  that  tho^e  hours 
are  such  as  call  for  some  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  }>art  of  this  House,  and 
for  some  consideration  as  to  whether  a 
remedy  cannot  be  applied.  It  has  been 
s^id  in  the  course  of  this  Debate,  that 
that  the  Scotch  strike  is  not  the  result 
of  a  genuine  demand  for  shorter  hours, 
but  under  that  cover  it  is  in  reality  a 
demand  for  mora  money — that  the  men 
are  willing  to  work  lon^  hours  and  that 
all  they  want  is  increased  pay,  I  may 
state  that  T  have  been  acquainted  with 
this  question  for  many  years  in  my 
own  constituency,  and  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  giving  a  most  emphatic  denial 
to  this  cruel  aspersion.  I  say  it  is  cruel » 
b&cause,  when  men  aro  fuund  to  be 
Mr.  D,  Crawford 


working  an  average  of  14  or  15  hours 
a  day  for  a  week,  we  do  not  re- 
quire to  look  for  any  greedy  or 
unworthy  motive  for  the  demand 
they  make  for  the  shortening  of  those 
hours,  I  think  that  the  common 
instincts  of  humanity  are  sufficient  to 
guide  UB,  without  looking  for  any 
avaricious  motive.  I  will  go  further, 
and  say  from  m^  own  knowledge 
and  experience  of  these  intelligent 
and  respectable  men,  who  stand  high  in 
the  rflnks  of  the  industrial  claaseSi  that 
the  motive  which  actuates  them  in 
making  this  demand  is  the  desire  for 
further  opportunities  of  improving  their 
education,  the  desire  for  home  life  and 
for  increased  facilities  for  communion 
with  their  families.  Well,  the  question 
is,  what  remedy  ought  to  be  applied? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Hov>0.'tb),  in  his  fair  and  courteona 
speech,  observed  that  this  is  not  m 
case  for  the  philanthropist,  but  that  it 
is  one  for  the  influence  of  public 
opinion.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Sf  ember  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan)  has,  I  think, 
shown  that  every  machinery  which 
public  opinion  could  apply  has  already 
been  brought  to  bear  on  the  Scotch  Rail* 
way  Directors.  It  is  not  to  philanthropy 
that  we  apply.  We  appeal  to  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  not  aa 
a  philanthropist,  but  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  Pablic  Department 
We  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  we  give  intelligible  reasona 
for  doing  so.  The  Railway  Companies 
occupy  a  very  exceptional  |30sition.  They 
are  constituted  by  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  are  in  the  enjoyment  of  peculiar 
powers  and  privileges,  which  give  them 
practically  a  monopoly  of  the  traffic  of 
the  country.  In  return  for  these  excla* 
sive  privileges,  and  in  the  interests  of 
the  welfare  and  safety  of  the  public,  we 
are,  1  hold,  entitled  to  hold  and  retain  in 
our  hands  certain  powers  of  control,  and 
it  m  on  this  ground,  and  on  the  ground 
of  the  semi-public  nature  of  the  service 
which  is  rendered,  that  I  say  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton- 
shire is  entitled  to  ask  that  the  Board  of  i 
Trade  should  possess  some  sort  of  control 
over  the  hours  of  labour,  I  for  one  do  ' 
not  expect  too  much  from  the  interven- 1 
t  ion  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  but   I   do  J 
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€zpect  something.  If  th«  men  were  free 
to  treat  through  their  unions  face  to 
face  with  their  employers,  I  do  not  think 
that  any  intervention  on. the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Traile  would  bo  required* 
But  the  employers  refuse  to  recognisa 
the  union  on  a  point  of  punctilio,  which 
tB  highly  tinljecoming  at  a  moraent 
when  misery  and  disaster  are  spreading 
through  tbe  land.  Only  to-day  1  re- 
<3eived  a  letter  from  a  respected  const i- 
inent  of  mine  telling  me  how  the  nnl- 
way  strike  was  causing  hunger  and 
-destitution  in  quite  a  different  trade, 
It  is  grievous  in  such  a  state  of  things  to 
contemplate  the  attitude  of  the  directors 
in  refusing  t*i  discuss  terms  with  the 
men.  At  any  rate,  whether  the  men 
were  right  or  not  in  making  the  con- 
cession, they  showed  a  spirit  of  great 
concession  and  conciliation  in  consenting 
to  treat  with  the  employers  on  any  other 
basis  than  that  of  the  union.  In 
the  long  run,  I  csontend,  these 
unions  will  be  found  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  the  men's  protection^  and  I 
trust  they  will  never  be  induced  to  give 
them  up.  If  strong  unions  were  es- 
tablished, the  men  on  the  one  hand  aud 
the  masters  on  the  other,  from  the  unions 
I  feel  assured  that  we  might  obtain  Boards 
of  Conciliation  or  Arbitration,  which 
would  render  the  intervention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  unnecessary.  Bat  as  it 
is,  notwithstanding  the  clear  voice  of 
public  opinion,  the  employers  decline 
to  adopt  any  such  coarse.  Even  after 
the  large  concessions  which  were  offered 
through  liord  Aberdeen  they  decline 
to  come  to  terms  ;  and  when  they  take 
take  such  an  attitude  we  say  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  if  the  Btmrd  of  Tmde  had 
power  to  step  in  and  say,  "  We  cannot 
tolerate  these  things  any  longer  j  we  can 
no  Ioniser  allow  the  employment  of  the 
imen  for  these  excessive  hours  to  the 
danger  of  the  public/'  guch  a  control 
would  have  the  effect  of  making  it  com- 
pulsory on  the  Companies  to  treat  with 
the  men  in  a  reasLinable  manner  as  to 
the  hoars  i4  laboun  1  will  not  further 
detain  the  House,  but  I  have  felt  im- 
pelled to  say  these  few  words,  because 
my  own  constituency  is  so  deeply  affected 
by  what  is  going  on  ;  and  now  that  the 
matter  is  before  them,  I  trust  that  we 
shall  receive  au  answer  to-night  that 
may  satisfy  the  reasonable  expectations 
of  the  public. 


^(6.120  TebFIRST  COMMISSIONER 
OF  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunk et,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  I  propose  to  engage  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  a  short  time 
only,  and  I  need  hardly  say  not  as  claim- 
ing to  8pe:ik  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  I  desire  merely  to  speak  for 
myself,  leaving  it  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  B<mrd 
of  Trade  to  represent  the  views  which 
the  Government  entertain  on  this 
subject.  But  as  I  happen  to  be  con- 
ueeted  as  a  director  with  one  of  the 
^reat  railways — the  London  and  North 
Western  Hail  way — incriminated  by  thit.. 
Motion,  I  should  like  to  be  permitted  to? 
say  how  tlie  case  stinds  with  ua  in 
regard  to  overtime,  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  if  the  House  wilt  allow  em« 
I  shall  be  able  to  present  the  case  iu  a. 
different  aspect  from  that  which  has' 
been  sketched  out  in  the  Resolution 
and  painted  iu  the  speech  of  the» 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire,  and 
of  those  hon.  Membjrs  who  have  sup. 
|x>rted  his  Motion.  What  I  principally 
complain  of  in  this  llssolution  is  its  widft 
and  sweeping  character*  This  is  not  a 
Resolution  directed  against  the  action  of 
the  North  British  or  any  other  Railway 
Comjiany  of  whose  action  any  hon. 
Member  may  disapprove  ;  it  is  directod 
to  the  whole  of  the  railway  systema 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  is  composed 
of  two  |3art8,  the  first  part  insisting 
that— 

*'  'ilifl  ^x«'<»«MivB  hours  of  labour  which  aro 
in* podttil  on  railway  servants  hy  the  exiatio^, 
*irr*inpjment«  of  the  llailwny  Compaaiea  of  the 
United  KtQgdom  cooatituteu  giavu  soandal*** 

•Mr.    CKANNINQr     A  grave   social 
injustice. 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET:  It  is  printed 
in  the  paper  as  I  read  it.  The  second 
pirt  of  the  Resolution  deals  with  the 
allegation  that  these  excessive  houra 
cause  great  danger  to  the  railway  ser- 
vants and  to  the  pnblic.  As  to  the  first 
of  t)»ese  charges,  I  will  only  nsk  leave  to 
deal  with  it  very  briefly.  So  far  as  it  ia 
a  general  accusation,  it  is  apparently 
intended  to  stir  up  discord  between  the 
Railway  Companies  and  their  servants. 
I  hope  to  show  that  so  far  as  the  great 
Railway  Companies  of  the  country  are 
concerned,  they  are  utterly  without 
foundation.  As  regards  tlie  Railway  Com- 
pany with  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
be  connected,  there  has  never  been  and 
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tbere  is  not  now  the  smallest  difference 
between  the  Company  and  its  servants. 
The  most  cordial  relations  have  always 
prevailed  between  them,  and  I  can  join 
cordially  in  all  the  praises  justly  bestowed 
on  the  admirable  character  and  condact 
of  the  men.  I  think  the  only  definite 
charge  made  against  the  London  and 
North-Western  Hail  way  Company  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  introduced  the 
Motion  was  the  great  hardships  imposed 
on  the  servants  of  the  Company,  by  their 
haying  to  walk  long  distances  to  the 
signal  boxes.  I  can  inform  him  that 
that  charge  is  a  most  unfortunate  one, 
and  is  exceedingly  uncalled  for.  For 
it  happens  that  the  London  and 
North-Western  Company  have  built  a 
•  greater  number  of  cottages  for  their 
eniployia  than  any  other  Company,  for 
the  express  purpose  of  locating  them 
near  their  work,  and  they  are  still 
engaged  in  such  building  That  is 
the  only  specific  charge,  I  think, 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  made 
against  the  London  and  North- Western 
Company.  But  what  is  the  first  of 
his  general  charges  ?  It  is  that  the 
hours  of  overtime,  which  are  imposed 
npon  railway  servants,  are  a  grave 
social  injustice.  What  is  the  meaning 
of  the  words  '*  imposed  upon  the  servants 
of  the  Companies?"  The  fact  is  this: 
that  it  is  a  contract  entered  into 
voluntarily  and  freely  by  the  men,  for  a 
week  of  60  hours,  well  paid,  and 
with  extra  pay  for  any  overtime  which 
exceptional  circumstances  may  render 
necessary.  I  say  that  any  person  who 
who  really  knows  what  eagerness  there 
is  amongst  the  workmen  of  this  country 
to  enter  the  railway  service,  anyone  who 
knows  the  liberal  terms  on  which  those 
railway  servants  are  engaged,  the  con- 
stant work  they  obtain,  and  the  oppor- 
tunities of  advancement  which  they  have, 
will  see  that  it  is  perfectly  absurd,  that  it 
is  a  misuse  of  language  to  speak  of  these 
terms,  which  are  willingly  accepted  as 
part  of  the  contract,  as  being  "  imposed '' 
on  the  servants  of  the  Company. 
Where,  then,  is  this  great  social  in- 
justice t  What  ai'e  the  facts  with 
regard  to  overtime?  I  can  assure 
the  House  that  the  only  difficulty 
we  have  in  the  matter  is  not  any 
dbmplaint  on  the  part  of  the  men  about 
overtime,  even  in  individual  cases,  not 
even  reluctance  to  accept  overtime, 
j¥r.  Plunket 


our  only  trouble  is  to  provent  Ae  over^ 
zealous  servants  of  the  Uompaay  indulg- 
ing in  occasional  overtime  against  the* 
regulations  which  we  have  made  in  th» 
most  stringent  way  that  we  can,  to 
prevent  the  occurrence  of  OYarldme^' 
except  in  certain  exceptional  caseei 
I  am  not  going  into  the  qnestiol^ 
of  the  present  unfortunate  conflietr 
in  Scotland,  nor  into  the  general  quee^ 
tion  of  Trades  Unions.  I  shall,  on  this 
occasion,  express  no  opinion  upon  theefr 
questions.  I  will  merely  say  that  I 
believe  there  is  no  kind  of  employment 
in  the  country  into  which  Trade  Unions 
have  been  introduced  to  snob  a  small 
extent  as  in  that  of  railway  aerTantSb 
I  dare  say  for  very  good  reason,  beoaus^ 
hardly  in  any  instance  has  any  neoes* 
sity  been  felt  for  recourse  to  snoii' 
action.  But  the  really  important  part 
of  this  Resolution  is  the  latter  pari^ 
and  if  the  insinuations  are  generally 
well  founded,  it  is  a  matter  not  only  for 
indignation  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
but  one  for  very  grave  apprehension.  .  ▲ 
great  deal  has  been  said  abont  the  Be- 
turns  which  have  been  presented  to- 
Parliament  by  the  Railway  Companiea 
in  obedience  to  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  is  an  old  saying  that  it  is  easy  to^ 
twist  figures  in  any  direction  to  make  out' 
a  case,  and  especially  when  the  figoiea 
dealt  with  are  so  complicated  and  so- 
numerous  as  they  are  in  this  yolnminoii» 
Return.  I  shall  only  ask  on  behalf  of 
the  London  and  North  Western  Com- 
pany, with  which  I  am  oonneoted,  td» 
deal  with  the  question  of  overtime,  bat 
I  believe  a  similar,  or  nearly  similar, 
case  can  be  made  out  for  all,  or  neaity 
all,  the  great  railways.  In  foirlj 
arguing  this  question  it  doea  noit 
do  to  say  that  there  are  70,000  oaaoa 
of  overtime.  The  importance  of  thia 
70,000  cases  depends  upon  the  num» 
ber  of  men  employed,  and  the  number' 
of  hours  they  were  engaged,  as  oovered 
by  this  Return.  I  am  going  tl> 
quote  a  few  figures,  on  which  I  can 
assure  the  House  they  may  rely  abso* 
lutely,  to  show  the  case  of  the  London* 
and  North  Western  as  to  the  average^ 
amount  of  overtime  which  is  worked  bj 
their  servants.  Of  course,  the  fignrea  tS 
these  Returns  appear  very  large  in  the 
aggregate,  but  when  you  take  the  total 
number  of  men  employed,  and  th» 
number  of  working  days,  the  average  ofr 
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OYertime  is  yeiy  small,  indeed,  having 
regard  to  the  nature  of  the  employment. 
The  total  nnmber  of  instances  of  over- 
time has  been  reduced  to  a  daily  average 
by  dividing  it  by  26 — 26  days  being 
taken  as  the  working-  days  of  a  month — 
and  this  daily  average,  divided  between 
the  total  number  of  racn  employed, 
shows  the  daily  percentage  of  men  tfm- 
ployed  more  than  12  hours  a  day. 
With  reference  to  passenger  guards  on 
the  London  and  North- Western  Railway, 
the  total  number  employed  in  March » 
1890,  is  set  out  at  449,  For  that  month 
only  three  of  these  were  employed  be- 
yond the  12  htiurs,  or  a  daily  percentage 
upon  the  total  number  of  men  employed 
of  '025,  Perhaps  the  House  would  like 
to  know  how  this  calculation  will  com- 
pare with  the  Returns  presented  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  I  will  compare  as  I  go 
along.  I  have  said  that  the  percentage 
WBS  '025 ;  three  years  ago  tbe  figures 
were  3*  18.  That  sliows  a  considerable 
diminution  of  overtime  effected  by  care* 
ful  rules  in  that  period.  I  take  the  case 
of  the  brakesmen  for  the  same  month* 
The  total  number  la  1,373,  and  the  num- 
ber of  instances  of  overtime  is  783,  or 
2' 19  against  8'17,  three  years  ago, 
Neit,  engine  drivers  and  tiremen.  The 
total  is  5,652,  and  the  nnmber  of  in- 
stances of  overtime  is  30,457,  or  2072, 
as  against  29-16  three  years  ago.  As  tt) 
signalmen  the  tignres  are  2,293,  num- 
ber of  instances  180,  or  '3,  os  against 
64.  Examiners:  Total,  636;  number 
of  instances  176,  or  106  as  against 
3'46.  These  figures  show  that  there 
is  really  a  very  small  percentage  of 
individuals  who  are  engaged  in  working 
overtime  on  that  railway.  And  to  sum- 
marise mj  remarks,  I  may  say  that  practi- 
cally the  only  class  of  i*aihvay  Sdrvants 
who  are  subject  to  irregular  hours  of 
working,  or  to  what  may  seem  to  be 
excessive  hours,  are  enj^ine  drivers,  fire- 
men, and  guards.  But  it  must  be 
remembered  that  these  men  are  in 
many  cases  not  working  with  the 
trains  during  the  wliole  of  the 
time  they  are  represented  to  Ije,  that 
they  have  cousi  do  ruble  intervals  of  rest, 
and  the  hours  of  working  given  include 
the  time  they  are  in  attendance  before 
the  starting  of  the  trains.  Bat  one  must 
go  a  little  further  in  order  to  realise  how 
shadowy  is  the  charge  that  is  made. 
There  is  really  no  excessive  use  of  over- 


time. I  liave  here  a  few  statements 
which  I  shall  ask  the  leave  of  the  House* 
to  read  from  a  memorandum  which  has 
been  very  carefully  drawn  up  by  the  , 
officers  of  the  North- Western  Railway^ 
They  will  give  the  House  a  practical 
insight  into  how  this  overtime  ia 
worked  on  the  railway  of  which  I  an* 
speaking,  and  they  will  show  thf«t  the 
oflBcers  of  that  company  have  done 
everything  that  it  is  possible  for  them, 
to  do  in  order  to  comply  with 
tlie  policy  adopted  by  Parliament  and 
to  reduce  overtime  to  ita  minimum. 
I  hope  the  Houaa  will  be  a  little 
|^>atient  with  me  while  1  read  somft 
sentences  from  this  document,  because  , 
if  the  House  is  to  come  to  a  cdnclusioit 
upon  so  serious  a  matter  as  altering  its 
deliberately  adopted  policy  as  regarda 
the  relations  of  railway  employers  and 
railway  workmen,  it  ought,  at  least,  to* 
understand  thcu'onghly  what  is  the 
practical  M'orking  of  the  machine  with 
M'hich  they  propose  to  interfere.  I  think 
that  these  extracts  will  show  tliat^  so  far 
at  least  as  tlie  London  and  North- 
western Company  is  concerned,  the 
company  through  its  olEcers  hae  done^ ' 
and  is  doing,  all  that  is  humanly  f  ossibk 
to  minimise  the  risks  of  overtime,  and 
also  will  prove  the  absolute  necessity  of 
overtime  in  certain  cases ;  that,  is  i|  the 
public  require  a  company  with  but  one 
railway  to  conduct  both  a  rapid  passenger 
ti'afBc  and  a  vast  amount  of  shiw  gocds 
tratfic.  Let  me  first  of  all  take  the 
case    of  signalmen — 

**  At  buBjT  itatioDS  and  juDction»,  and 
•tationa  auch  aa  Kuatoo^  Watford,  litetchley, 
Wolveftont  &c,,  there  are  three  aignaliDeD 
appointed  for  each  cabin,  which  rtsulta  in 
anifta  of  eig^ht  houra  for  each  man — the  first 
man  uaually  couilog  qq  duty  at  6  a.m.,  the 
setoad  at  2  p.m.i  and  the  third  at  10  p.m.  Al 
poata  of  secondary  imporlance^  but  on  I  he  main 
fine,  da,  for  example^  Sudbury,  Tinnerf  Kicg*a 
Laiiirley,  Atheritonf^.  fcc,  there  are  five  men 
for  two  cabina,  eo  that  by  utihfiito^  the  fifth 
man  for  the  relief  of  the  four  others  thtj  whole 
tive  get  10  houia  duty  each.  On  branch  hnea 
and  at  places  which »  although  on  main  linet^ 
are  merely  tntermediiite  poets,  and  not  in 
ihemaelvea  very  busy  or  of  great  importance^ 
the  majority  of  the  cabinn  are  twelve-hous 
po^ta— th»t  is,  there  are  two  men  fo» 
uach  dibio,  one  coming  on  duty  at  & 
\,m,t  and  the  other  at  6  p.tn.,  ihe  met» 
taking  day  and  ni^ht  duty  in  altemalft 
weeks.  Ua  line**  which,  while  they  are  doI 
trunk  Itoea,  cannot  by  roaaoa  of  th^ir  import* 
aoee  be  called  brunch  Unea  (a«,  for  inatance*. 
the  Liverpool  und  MandiffiUr,  Uu«by  and 
Birmingham,  and  Liverpool  and  Wigae)  th^ 
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#abmfl  are  eight,  ten,  or  twelve  hour  pcwU, 
according  to  the  varying  circumstances  of  each. 
ca«e.  On  what  ia  called  the  southern  division^ 
extending  from  London  to  Stafford  (excluairo 
of  brancoee),  there  are  in  all  112  signal  cabins. 
Of  tbeae  39  are  eight-hour  posta,  31  are  ten- 
hour  poBts,  42  are  twelve- hour  posts.  There 
are  prMCtioally  no  signal  cabins  on  the  London 
And  North* Western  Hallway,  where  tho  men 
work  more  than  12  hours.  It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  that  at  many  of  the  places  where  the 
men  are  on  duty  12  hours  the  work  is  light, 
And  comparatively  fow  trains  are  passing.  In 
addition  to  the  regular  staff  of  sigaalmen 
filling  the  regular  posts  of  duty,  who  number 
2,293,  the  company  have  12>5  men  continually 
employed  for  relief  purposes  in  case  of  sickness 
or  of  men  requiring  special  leave  of  absence, 
beaides  which  upwards  of  3*50  men  ordiuarily 
employed  as  porters  or  in  other  capacities  have 
been  trained  in  aignalmen's  duties,  so  as  to  b« 
competent  to  relieve  the  regular  men  in  any 
ca^e  of  emergency  which  may  arise." 

Now,  I  contend  it  would  not  bo  possible' 
unleag  you  establish  with  a  lavish  hand 
an  utterly  useless  staff  of  servants,  to 
contrive  a  system  which  would  more 
carefully  guard  against  the  necessity  of 
overtime  arising  for  signalmen  in  the 
<3ases  I  have  taken.  Then  let  us  take 
ihe  case  ol  passenger  guards — 

**The  hours  of  passenger  guards  are  regu- 
lated by  what  is  known  as  a  *  rofter  '—that  is 
to  say,  that,  supposing  there  are  10  guardn 
Attached  to  a  certain  statiim,  a  table  is  drawn 
Up  which  practically  divides  the  day*i  work 
into  10  portions,  each  day's  work  for  one  man 
being  numbered  from  1  to  10.  The  men  take 
these  portions  consecutively,  changing  once  a 
veekf  Sv>  that  each  man  will  work  through  the 
■* roster*  in  10  weeks,  and  will  be  No.  1  the 
£r«t  week,  No  2  the  second  week,  and  so  on. 
The  *  rosters*  for  the  main  line  or  through 
^ards  are  so  drawn  up  as  to  provide  for  each 
iDfta  working  as  nearly  as  possible  10^  hours 
A  day,  including  half  an  hour  before  the  depar* 
ture  of  their  trains ;  but  in  some  oases,  owing 
to  the  exigencies  of  the  train  service,  the  men 
have  to  work  more  than  10  hours,  and  as  much 
aa  12,  12|,  and  even  13  hours,  but  in  such  casee 
they  get  a  r^st  day,  and  so  only  work  practically 
only  work  five  days  in  the  week,  or  a  total  of 
from  60  to  70  hours  per  week.  The  hours  of 
the  IochI  guards  ore  arranged  on  the  same 
principal  by  means  of  *  rosters,'  but  they  are 
oil  the  average  longer  than  those  of  the  through 
guards,  and  vary  from  12  to  13^  hours,  intlud- 
ing  certain  intervals  between  the  arrival  of  one 
train  and  the  departure  of  another,  which  they 
«re  at  liberty  to  utilise  for  meals  and  for 
nesting.  These  intervals  are  often  very  oon- 
aiderablp,  and  in  a  great  number  of  esses, 
although  12  V  ^^  1^  hours  may  elnpse  between 
«  man  leaving  home  in  the  morning  and  return* 
ing  at  night,  he  haa  intervals  of  rest  during 
the  day  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  three 
or  four  hours,  and  his  actual  time  ol  working 
is  thus  reduced  to  about  7|  or  8  hours." 

I  know  this  is  rather  a  dull  statement, 
but  really  these   are   circumstances   on 
Mn  FlunhA 


which  we  must  base  our  judgment  on 
this  practical  and  mo«t  important  ques- 
tion. I  think  the  figures  I  haye  read  to 
the  House  must  have  satisfied  all  hon. 
Gentlemen  present  that  every  possible 
precaution  has  been  taken  to  equalise 
the  work  of  the  men  and  to  impoae  as 
little  excessive  work  on  each  man  aa 
possible.  Here  is  the  way  that  OTer* 
time  comes  in,  especially  in  the  case  ol 
brakesmen  and  engine-drivers — 

**  For  about  seven  or  eight  months  in  thejeur 
the  goods  trains  run  fairly  well  to  time*tabte 
time,  and  it  is  an  exceptional  circumstance  for 
them  to  be  as  much  as  an  hour  late,  but  no 
doubt  during  tho  worst  months  of  the  winter — 
say,  from  November  to  March— late  running  is 
frequent  and  nnavoidable,  and  it  is  in  view  of 
this  fact  that  the  greatest  difficulty  in  regulating 
the  hours  of  the  brakesmen  arises.  The  men 
are  instructed  in  every  case  where  they  find 
they  are  likely  to  be  on  duty  by  reason  of  the 
delay  of  their  trains  an  unduly  long  time,  to 
report  the  fact  to  the  station-master  at  the  next 
station  they  stop  at,  in  order  that  the  latter  may 
telegraph  forward  to  the  nearest  place  on  the 
journey  at  which  a  substitute  caa  be  provided, 
and  the  msn  be  relieved.  Ko  doubt,  in  spite  of 
all  precautions,  cases  do  sometimes  arise,  and 
ta  the  nature  of  things  will  always  do  so,  la 
which  the  hours  of  the  men  are  unduly  pro* 
longed  ;  but  the  company  use  every  meant  itt 
their  power  to  minimise  these  cases,  and  th» 
men  are  exhorted  to  co-operate  with  those  in 
authority  over  them  in  effectiog  this  object- 
Brakesmen  are  not  allowed  any  regular  meal 
hours,  ss  they  have  ample  fiicilities  for  fretting 
their  moats  while  on  tho  journey,  and  stoves  aro 
provided  in  the  brake-vans  to  enable  them  ta 
cook  or  warm  their  food.  At  the  princinal 
centre  oomlortable  Lodging-houses  are  provided 
for  tht«  men  free  of  charge,  so  that  they  need 
lose  no  time  in  obtaioing  refreshment  and  re* 
pose  at  tlie  end  of  the  journey, *^* 

Not  only  are  they  exhorted  to  co-operate 
with  those  in  authority,  but  if  they 
break  through  the  rule  thug  laid  down, 
and  do  indulge  in  excessive  overtime,  they 
are  punished,  and  unless  they  are  able  tci 
^\T^  a  satisfactory  account  of  the  delay, 
the  men  are  actaallyfincd  by  the  company. 
Now  this  is  almost  the  last  quotation  I 
desire  to  make,  but  as  it  refers  to  engine- 
men  I  am  sure  tho  IfoUBe  would  like  to 
know  how  and  under  what  circumstances 
their  employment  is  regulated — 

**  The  hours  of  duty  of  engine-drivera  are 
fixed  by  a  '  roster '  ana  on  the  '  link '  system  m 
the  same  way  as  the  hours  of  the  guards  and 
brakeemtjn.  The  principle  upon  which  the 
'rostota'  for  the  passenger  service  ana  made 
up  is  that  of  restricting  the  hours  of  each 
man  to  a  maximum  duty  of  12  hours  per 
day,  in  addition  to  which  he  must  be  on  duty 
with  his  engine  an  hour  before  the  train  starts 
and  haIf*au-hour  after  finishing.    This  make* 
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A  ntaximum  of  13^  hours  for  a  dfty*0  work ;  but 
in  ca»eB  where  the  maximum  ta  reached  a  rest 
day  is  allowed,  6o  aa  to  Teatrict  tho  total  hours 
for  the  week  to  not  more  than  60,  It  must  be 
borue  in  tnitid,  moreover,  that  the  men  are  not 
in  all  casea  actually  working  during  the  whole 
of  the  time  that  elapaea  between  their  leaving 
homo  and  retuming^ttts  it  frequently  occara 
that  there  are  conniderable  intervals  of  rest 
IwtwoeQ  the  arrival  of  one  train  and  the  de* 
parture  of  another.  In  the  case  of  goods  drivers 
the  time  fixed  by  the  •  rostera '  is  restrictfld  to 
XO  hotirs  lime-table  time,  uhlch^  with  the 
addition  of  one  hour  before  starting  and  half* 
an*hour  after  fiQishing,  makes  np  a  maximum 
day  of  1 1  ^  hours,  but,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
passenger  drivers^  the  total  hours  for  the  week 
are  refltncted  to  60.  The  object  of  keeping  the 
maximum  lower  in  the  case  of  the  goods  men 
than  in  that  of  the  passenger  men  is  that  goods 
trains  are  more  subject  to  delay  than  pafesen- 

ger  trains^  and  therefore  the  time  fixed  is  more 
able  to  be  exceeded*  Ths  limits  of  1 3^  hours 
for  passenger  drivers  and  11^^  hours  for  goods 
^rivers  are  treated  ns  maximums,  and  the 
drosters'  are  compiled  so  as  to  restrict  lbs 
working  day  as  far  as  practicable  to  10  hours. 
It  is  to  the  company^a  interest  to  do  to,  as  all 
overtime  made  after  10  hours  have  been  worked 
is  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  time  and  a  quarter/* 

Then  the  Memorandum  goes  on — 

"  Of  course  the  great  difficulty  ia  dealing 
with  engine  men*a  hours  of  duty,  especially  of 
goods  drivers^  ia  the  same  which  ariaea  in  the 
case  of  the  brakesmen — namely,  that  whatever 
arrangements  may  be  made  beforehand,  they 
are  liable  to  be  upset  by  delays  to  the  trains 
arising  from  bad  weather,  fogs^  engine  failures, 
breakilown,  or  other  unforeseen  circumstances. 
To  meet  this  contingency  the  most  careful 
arrangements  are  made  for  providing  relief 
men  to  take  the  places  of  those  who  may  have 
been  detained  on  duty  for  a  number  of  hours 
reaching  to  or  exceeding  the  maximum  of  13 
hours,  and  I  he  men^  like  the  brakesmen,  are 
instructed  in  such  cases  to  put  themselves  in 
communication  with  the  station- masters  and 
CO -operate  in  the  arrangement  a  for  their  own 
relief.'^ 

I  have  a  similar  Memorandum  with 
regard  to  shunters^  but  as  the  most 
important  part  of  this  case  tuma  on  the 
employment  of  brakesmen  of  goods 
trains  and  engine  drivers,  I  will  not 
trespass  further  on  the  patience  of  the 
House  with  regard  to  the  shunters. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  in  the  Retnrn 
which  bus  been  presented  to  Parliament 
some  very  striking-  figures  occur  oven  in 
the  colunm  relating  to  the  London  and 
North- Western  Railway  Company.  But 
the  percentage  set  opposite  to  those 
figures  in  the  Return — one  in  a 
thousand — proved  how  entirely  ex- 
ceptional they  are.  There  do  appear 
some  instances  iu  wkich  men  have 
worked  hours  which  would  really  have 


been  a  most  unconscionable  strain  upon 
the  endurance  of  the  men,  and  which 
would  render  them  quite  unfit  for 
work  if  it  wna  a  thing  that  happened 
frequently.  Certainly  it  would  be  a 
scandalous  thing  if  such  instances  were 
allowed  to  occur  where  they  could 
possibly  be  avoided.  But  the  contention 
all  through  this  Debate  bag  been  that 
the  railway  companies  force  their  men 
to  this  extreme  strain  upon  their 
strength.  The  very  opposite  is  the  case. 
Not  only  do  justice  and  humanity  dictate 
to  the  company  that  they  should  abstain 
frcm  doing  so,  but  their  direct  pecuniary 
interest  also.  Every  instance  of  over- 
time is  an  additional  burden  on  the  Rail* 
way  Company.  The  truth  is  that  the 
isolated  instances  to  which  I  have 
referred,  in  which  men  are  worked  for 
very  long  hours  are  caused  by  ciroum* 
stances  which  it  is  perfectly  impossible 
to  foresee  or  to  control.  Take,  for 
example,  a  case  where  a  railway  engine 
runs  off  the  line  at  a  certain  distance 
from  any  station.  The  engine  driver 
must  stick  by  his  engine  :  it  may  be  for 
many  hours  beyond  the  time  contem* 
plated  in  the  duty  entrusted  to  him- 
But  every  hour,  every  minute,  of  that 
tim^  will  be  st^t  down  as  overtimei 
and  will  appear  in  the  Relum 
as  part  of  tho  overtime,  worked 
on  the  London  and  North  Western 
Railway.  I  should  like  to  give 
the  House  one  or  two  instances  of  how 
this  overtime  is  really  worked  out. 
Here  is  one  r^On  the  6  th  of  October  a 
brakesman^  of  Manchester,  was  in  charge 
of  a  train  from  Rochdale  to  Accrington, 
and  was  on  duty^ — it  seems  a  very  long 
time— 15  hours  and  15  minutes  in  con- 
setjuence  of  a  delay  which  occurred  to 
his  train  through  the  line  being  blocked 
by  an  engine  which  left  the  rails*  The 
lines  over  which  the  train  ran  belongs  i^ 
the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  jxjssible  chance  of  the 
man  obtaining  relit- f  until  he  got  back  to 
Manchester.  In  another  case  a  driver 
and  fireman  from  Crewe  were  on  duty 
owing  to  an  error  of  judgment  for  21 
hours  and  40  minutes.  On  the  matter 
being  reported  and  investigated  the 
driver  was  fined.  How  is  it  possible  for 
any  Railway  Company  to  make  provision 
against  a  case  of  that  kind.  But  down 
goes  this  case  in  the  Return  as  a  case  of 
a    man    working    for     21    hours,    and 
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we  are  told  that  the  company  has  com- 
mitted an  act  of  great  social  injustice  to 
its  servants,  and  that  it  has  apparently 
most  guiltily  caused  danger  to  its  servants 
and  the  public.  The  real  truth  is  that 
cases  of  overtime  are  not  normal,  they 
are  exceptional  and  they  are  deplored 
by  the  companies  when  they  occur.  I 
think  I  have  shown  that  the  companies 
have  taken  every  possible  precaution  to 
prevent  their  occurrence.  They  have 
even  go.ie  so  far  as  to  punish  their 
servants  when  they  break  through  the 
regulations  and  work  overtime,  and  I 
say  that  under  these  circumstances  it  is 
absurd  and  most  unjust  to  the  great 
Railway  Companies  of  the  Kingdom 
to  charge  upon  them  such  cases  as 
I  have  spoken  of,  as  either  unjust 
to  the  men  or  guiltily  dangerous  to  the 
public.  I  sliall  not  comment  upon  the 
proposal  wliich  is  made  at  the  end  of  the 
resolution.  I  do  not  very  clearly  under- 
stand the  hon.  Member  to  adhere  to  his 
original  proposltio::!. 

•Mr.  CHA!^NING:  I  sxid  I  adhered 
to  the  proposal,  but  added  that  I  thought 
it  would  meet  my  view  and  that  of  other 
Members,  if  something  in  the  form  of 
arbitration  was  arranged,  something 
similar  to  what  the  railway  servants 
asked  for  15  years  ago,  namely,  the 
reference  of  disputes  to  some  body  like 
the  Railway  Commission. 

•Mr.  PLUNKEI  :  Well  then,  is 
it  not  a  very  strange  thing  to  come 
to  this  House  with  such  charges 
as  are  levelled  against  the  Railway 
Companies  in  this  Resolution  and  con- 
clude in  such  a  va;2:uo  way  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  done  ?  If  this  Resolution  is 
carried,  we  shall  place  on  the  records  of 
this  House  most  calumnious  statements 
as  regards  the  management  of  the  great 
railways  of  this  country  in  their  dealings 
with  their  men,  and  we  shall  create  a  feel- 
ing against  the  companies  as  regards  their 
measures  of  protection  for  the  public. 
I  do  not  think  the  House  ought  to  be 
called  upon  in  this  off-hand  way,  and 
upon  such  slight  evidence  as  has  been 
adduced,  to  reverse  the  policy  long  ago 
deliberately  adopted  by  Parliament  of 
not  interfering  beyond  what  is  absolutely 
necessary  between  employers  and  their 
servants,  but  of  leaving  the  responsibility 
and  the  risk  to  rest  with  those  who  are 
invested  with  the  power. 
Jfr.  Plunket 


(6.53).  Mr.  LOCKWOOD  (York) : 
I,  in  company  with  others,  have  listened 
with  a  great  amount  of  pleasure  to  the 
extremely  interesting  Paper  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  read  to  ns  on 
the  subject  of  the  working  of  the  Lon* 
don  and  North  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
given  us  his  reasons  for  selecting  this 
Company  for  the  eulogium  he  passed 
upon  it  He  has  told  ns  he  is  nearly 
connected  with  the  interests  of  the  Com- 
pany, and  therefore,  no  doubt,  the  House 
in  accordance  with  its  usual  custom 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  aa 
tD  the  position  of  the  venture  with  which 
he  is  so  nearly  and  closely  connected. 
But  when  we  remember  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Channing),  in  introducing  hia  Motion, 
alluded  to  the  case  of  the  London  and 
North  Western  as  one  which  in  the 
main  was  an  example  to  be  followed  by 
other  Railway  Companies,  it  does  ap- 
pear to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  engaged  in  a  work  of 
supererogation  in  defending  a  Company 
with  which  he  is  so  intimately  con* 
nected. 

•Mr.  plunket  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
but  the  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
this  Resolution  said  that  all  the  companies 
in  England  and  Scotland  were  equally 
bad.     [Crtwo/"No,  no!"] 

•Mr.  channing  :  What  I  said  aboni 
the  London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  was  that  it  had  made  very 
important  reductions  in  the  overtime 
work,  for  15  or  18  hours  and  upwards. 
Mr.  LOCKWOOD :  I  think  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  so  far  from  wishing  to 
point  the  finger  of  scorn  at  the  London 
and  North  Western,  my  hon.  Friend 
called  attention  to  it  for  the  parpoae 
of  showing  that  the  Company  haa 
lately  been  behaving  a  great  deal 
better  than  formerly.  And  what  is  tho 
kind  of  case  the  right  hon.  Gentlen^un 
establishes  by  the  voluminous  figures  he 
has  given  us  ?  It  is  how  well  a  comr 
pany  can  be  made  if  it  only  trieSw 
What  we  complain  of  is  that  often 
Railway  Companies  have  not  followed 
the  example  of  the  London  and 
North  Western  in  the  matter  of  tho 
time  during  which  their  employig  are 
engaged  in  the  work  of  the  company,  and 
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also  in  the  question  of  overtime.  The 
right  hoTi*  Gentleman  has  figures  which 
fire  not  »t  the  disixisal  of  the  rest  of  the 
Members  of  tlie  Honse,  and  for  some 
time,  I  at  niiy  rate,  did  not  appreciate 
the  source  fmm  which  he  drew  the 
figures.  The  figures  wnfch  which  w^e 
have  to  deal  are  coutaineil  in  the  latest 
return,  which  is  dated  1890«  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  has  said  there  may  he 
instances  of  overtime,  but  that  they  only 
occur  in  the  cases  of  engines  going  oH 
the  line,  or  of  some  unforeseen  circum- 
stance  or  error  of  judgment.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  1890  ?  9145 
per  cent,  of  the  engine  drivers  and  fire- 
men were  employed  for  12  hours  and 
upwards.  There  were  19,098  cases  in 
which  men  worked  13  hours.  Did 
19,098  engines  go  ofiE  the  line? 
Were  there  19,000  errors  of  judg- 
ment? If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  the  trouble  to  compare 
the  position  of  his  company  in  1890 
with  its  position  at  present,  I  do  not 
think  he  would  use  such  hard  words  as 
he  did  of  niy  hon.  Friend.  What 
stronger  argument  could  my  hon.  Friend 
uddnco  on  behalf  of  this  Motion  than  the 
condition  of  things  which  has  been 
deposed  toby  the  authority  to  which  w'e 
liave  just  listened  t  Had  there  been  on 
the  Scotch  railway  lines  a  condition  of 
things  similar  to  that  which  exists  on 
the  great  and  prosperous  line,  the  Lon- 
don and  North  Western,  the  present 
terrible  strike  with  all  its  terrible  accom- 
paniments would  never  have  tiiken 
place.  To  what  conclusion  then  are  we 
driven?  That  there  are  instances  in 
which  other  Railway  Companies  refuse 
to  follow  the  good  example  we  have 
heard  of  to-night.  AU  my  hon»  Friend 
asks  is  that  in  such  cases  there  should  be 
power  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
intervene.  For  my  part  I  trust  the 
House  is  not  going  to  let  the  matter  be 
fihuffled  off  on  a  Commission,  and  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  pursue  the  matter  to 
A  Division. 

•(7  2.)  Mr  a.  E.  GATHORNE- 
HARDY  (Sussex,  East  Grinstead) :  I 
do  not  wish  to  intirvene  for  more  than 
a  few  minutes.  I  had  not  intended 
to  speak  at  all,  and  I  do  so  now 
only  because  1  think  I  can  show  that 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Lockwood)  is  uuder  a  grave  mis* 
apprehension  with  regard  to  the  speech 


just  delivered*  He  seems  to  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Bench 
below  (Mr*  Plunket)  gave  figures 
different  from  those  he  himself  has 
taken  from  the  Return.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  figures  given  by  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  w*ere  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  an  analysis  of  the  official 
figures  giving  a  daily  instead  of  a 
monthly  avemge.  If  you  declare  that 
tliere  are  91*45  men  employed  for  more 
than  12  bonra  a  day,  and  then  say,  **  Look 
how  many  engines  that  means  running 
off  the  lines,  and  how  many  errors  of 
judgment,"  and  so  forth,  no  doubt  it 
sounda  plausible  ;  but  when  you  take  the 
figures  and  analyse  them,  and  find  that 
in  the  case  of  each  individual  they  mean 
the  small  percentage  that  the  rig^t  hon. 
Gentlcnmn  specified,  it  raises  a  very 
different  question,  I  confess  that  I,  for 
my  part,  am  not  partial  to  an  inquiry, 
whether  it  be  by  a  Royal  Commission  or 
whether  it  be  by  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, into  the  management  of  railways ; 
but  1  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to,  and  a 
great  many  of  the  arguments  used  by 
Members  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
are  a  proof  that  something  of  the  kind 
ia  in  this  particular  instance  necessary. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  demon- 
strated to  every  one  who  is  not  led  away 
by  mere  rhetoric,  hut  who  deals 
with  the  figures  and  with  the  speeches 
of  those  who  aigue  the  question  that 
there  is  a  great  misapprehension  as  to 
this  matter.  Take  the  remarks  that  fell 
from  both  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  and 
the  hon*  Member  who  seconded  it. 
I5oth  said,  and  rightly,  that  if  the  safety 
of  the  public  demanded  some  sacrifice  of 
the  dividends  of  shareholders,  the  share- 
holders should  give  way,  and  the  safety 
of  the  public  should  be  considered.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  point  of  overtime 
is  far  from  being  &  saving  to  railways, 
and  is  beyond  all  doubt  a  very  great 
source  of  expense  to  them,  and  one 
which  they  would  give  a  great  deal  to 
get  rid  of.  Take,  for  instance,  the  normal 
case  of  brakesmen,  drivers,  and  firemen^ 
on  a  goods  train— and  the  great  majority 
of  the  cases  that  have  been  alluded  to 
are  derived  from  these  particular  sources* 
With  regard  to  the  signalmen,  I  think  I 
could  show  that  overtime  does  not  often 
arise  in  regard  t*>  them  if  I  cared  to  go 
into  the  question,  especially  by  referring 
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to  certain  railways  with  which  I  am 
intimately  acquainted.  As  to  the  other 
cases,  there  is  no  doubt  that  from  time 
to  time  men  do  work  possibly  as  much  as 
15,  and  occasionally  even  a  Krger  number 
of  hours.  But  how  is  that  time  made  up  ? 
It  is  made  up  in  this  way  :  Owing  to  the 
precautions  taken  for  the  saiety  of  the 
pub  lie  J  the  goods  trains  men  are  shunted 
into  sidings,  and  yet,  although  they  are 
not  then  engaged  in  arduous  duties,  and 
though  their  time  is  lost  to  the  Railway 
Companies,  they  aro  paid  overtime  or 
time  and  a  quarter  for  all  the  time  so 
occupied.  So  far  from  this  being  a 
Baving  to  the  companies  or  the  share- 
holders, they  lose  by  it.  It  is  impossible, 
I  maintain,  to  lay  down  with  regard  to 
these  hours  of  railway  servants  a  Vro 
crustean  rule.  There  aro  many  cases  in 
which  eight  hours  might  be  too  much ; 
there  are  certain  signal  boxes  where  men 
ought  not  to  work  that  length  of  time, 
and  there  are  others  where  men  might 
work  12  hours  and  yet  the  labour  would 
not  be  excessive.  You  cannot  compare 
the  position  of  a  signalman  at  Cannon 
Street  or  Doncaster  Stations^  for  instance, 
with  that  of  a  small  branch  line  where, 
perhaps,  there  are  only  three  trains 
running  a  day,  and  those  very  \vell 
known.  You  cannot  treat  the  labour  of 
men  in  small  signal  boxes  like  that  of 
the  other  class,  as  being  continuous. 
Without  wishing  to  throw  ridicule  on 
anyone,  I  should  like  t-o  mention 
a  case  which  shows  the  absurdity 
of  the  inferences  which  some  people 
draw  from  the  figures.  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  a  case  in  which  a  man 
is  put  down  as  working  la  hours  a 
day.  I  happen  to  have  analysed  this 
case.  It  is  that  of  a  man  wlio  ran  an 
excursion  train  down  to  the  s  /aside  in 
the  morning.  It  took  three  hours  to  run 
down.  He  spent  nine  hours  at  the  sea- 
side»  and  ran  the  same  train  back  in  the 
evening.  He  appears  on  the  list  as  one 
of  the  men  who  is  overworked  t<3  the 
extent  of  a  15  hours  stretch  in  the 
day,  and  this  is  one  of  the  cases  referred 
to  which  go  to  make  up  this  indictment 
of  hardship  and  upon  which  a  great  deal 
of  stress  has  been  laid.  If  I  believed  it 
was  possible  for  any  regulation  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  do  away  with  this 
working  overtime,  I,  as  representing  one 
of  the  railways  in  this  country,  would 
very  gladjy  assent.  Ev^cryone  who  has 
J/r.  A.  E.  Gathorne' Hardy 


anything  to  do  with  the  running  of  % 
line   must    know   very    well  that    one 
accident  must  cost  a  railway  more  than 
the  employment  of  a  larger  number  of 
extra  men.     But  the  difficulty  we   have' 
in    regard  to   goods   trains    is   that  no 
amount  of  consideration  that  I  can  see 
would  enable  us  to  lay  down  a  hard-and- 
fast  line   as   to  how   the   men   are    to 
be    worked    for    any    particular    time. 
Naturally,  if  passenger   traffic   is  going 
wrong,  goods  trains  have  to  be  shunted 
in  preference,  and  have  to  wait  a  con- 
siderable time.     All  the  Railway  Com-* 
p:inies  that  I  know  are  incurring  a  capital 
expenditure  for  the  purpose  of  making  1 
additional  sidings  and  bringing  into  use 
appliances  so  as  to  bring  this  source  of 
difficulty  as  far  asp  ssible  to  a  minimum. 
I  say  it  is  impi^ssible,   by  laying  down 
any  such  regulation,  or  asking  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  lay  it  down,  to  put  an  end  U> 
working    overtime.       Beheve    me,    tbe  ( 
manager  of  every  Railway  Com|)any  in 
the   country   is   quite  as  much  alive  as  I 
any  Member  in  the  House  to  the  desir- 
ability of  making  all  possible  effort  in  1 
this  direction.      I  will  not  be  led  into! 
discussing  the   question    of  the  present! 
attitude  of  the   North   British  Hailwajr 
Company,  because  1  think  it  has  drawn 
away  the  attention  of  the  House  from  , 
the  real  question   it  has  to   decide.     1' 
l)elieve   myself  that   the    effect  of    th& 
evident  misapprehension  which  prevails 
in  the  House  is  tlie  reason  why,  in  this 
particular   instance,    there   ought   to  be 
some   sort    of    inquiry.      With    regard 
to     the     question     of     Boards    of   Ar- 
bitration   and    Conciliation,    so    far   as 
1    can    see  there    is    nothing    touching  i 
upon  them  in  the  four  corners  of  this  I 
Resolution,  and  I  cannot  myself  see  how  I 
that  question  is  to  be  dealt  with.     \i  the] 
House  were  to  interfere  in  lab«3ur  dis- 
putes in  the  interest  of  the  safety  of  the^ 
public,    then    I  say   it    would    have   to 
interfere  not   merely  with   the  action  of 
the  employers,  but  with   the  action  of 
the     employ ^li.      If   it    is    a  dangeroua 
thing,  both  to  the   men  and  the  public,  | 
that  men  should  be  worked  overtime,  I 
then  how  muck  more  dangerous  is  it,  at  I 
any  rate  to  the  public,  that  railway  ser-j 
vants    should   leave    their  employment  I 
without  notice,   leaving  the  trains  and  ( 
the  signals  at  the  mercy  of  the  resources* 
of    the    company.     I    know  that   evei^J 
Member  who  advocates  the  uuse  of  tkel 
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companies  k  taking  up  an  unpopular 
position,  but  I  believe  if  it  be  a  right 
position,  no  one  on  either  side  of  the 
House  will  Bhrink  from  bis  views  ;  and  I 
tnist  that  when  hon.  Members  have 
expressed  their  views,  those  who  differ 
from  them  will  at  least  give  them  credit 
for  sincerity, 

•(7,150  Mr,  C.  S.  PAKKER  (Perth): 
I  won  Id  give  fait  credit  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  for 
doing  what  be  thinks  his  duty  in  repre- 
senting the  side — and  there  are  always 
two  sides  to  a  questiun^ — of  the  Railway 
Companies.  We  have  had  the  advantage 
to-night,  and  I  say  it  sincerely,  of  hear- 
ing the  casG  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company  fntm  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  represents  them,  and  the  case 
of  the  London  and  North- We  stern 
Railway  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  now  that  of  some  smaller 
railway  from  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
jnat  sat  down.  I  only  regret  that  he 
shonld  have  devoted  so  much  of  his 
speech  to  attacking  what  is  not  in  the 
Resolution.  He  insisted  with  considerable 
emphasis  that  it  is  imposi^ible  as 
to  honra  of  labour  to  hiy  down 
a  hard-and*fast  line.  The  hon.  Member 
who  brings  forward  the  Motion 
entirely  agrees  with  him  as  to  that, 
and  for  that  y^ry  reason  he  does 
not  propose  a  Procrustean  rule.  He 
does  not  propose,  even,  that  the  Boiird  of 
Trade  should  ^lay  down  hard-and-fast 
lines  ;  but  what  is  proposed  in  the  Reso- 
lution, if  it  indicates  anything,  is  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  obtain  powers 
by  legislation  to  issue  Orders  to  Railway 
Companies  where  necessary,  dii*ecting 
that  the  hours  worked  by  their  men 
ehould  be  reduced  w^herever  there  are 
bad  cases.  That  is  what  is  proposed, 
and  for  that  I  intend  to  vote.  There 
exists  in  the  Act  of  lS89a  section  under 
which  the  Returns  are  made,  which 
have  been  so  useful  to-night,  and  it  is 
due  to  the  hon.  Mover  (Mr.  Channing) 
to  observe  that  it  was  he  who  first 
obtained  those  Returns.  He  wished 
them  to  have  been  fuller,  and  they  were 
only  given  by  the  Government  in  their 
present  form  as  a  compromise.  Such 
as  they  are,  they  have  furnished  ample 
material  for  argument^  and  his  whole 
case  is  founded  on  them  \  but  the  facts 
are  only  laid  down  in  large  figures, 
and  it  is  necessary  to  have  an    analy- 


sis before  their  meaning  can  be  surely 
ascertained.  I  do  not  think  much 
has  been  gained  by  two  hon.  Members 
who'^are  interested  in  railways  drawing 
attention  to  exceptional  cases  in  which 
the  men  gain  by  overtime  ;  the  question 
must  be  regarded  broadly.  I  beheve 
the  men  as  a  body  arc  opposad  to 
working  long  hours  in  spite  of  the 
increased  amount  they  make  in  wages* 
We  have  been  told  that  the  practice 
of  long  hours  and  overtime  is  not 
systematic ;  but  there  is  a  phase  of 
overtime  work  in  connection  with  my 
own  constituency  of  Perth  against 
which  the  men  loudly  complain,  and 
which  is  carried  on  systematically. 
The  systom  is,  that  the  men  who  are 
worked  for  one  week  15  hours  a  day 
and  more  are  given  very  short  hours  in. 
the  next  week,  the  object  being  that  the 
company  may  not  have  to  pay  for 
overtime,  which  is  calculated  upon  the 
fortnight.  Many  days  the  men  are 
left  at  home  all  day,  or  had  out  only 
for  a  few  hours.  I  think  thia 
House  will  feel  tliat  human  nature  is 
not  BO  constituted  that  it  is  a  sound 
principle  to  work  men  one  week  for  15 
hours  a  day  or  so,  and  the  next  week  let 
them  remain  idle — the  object  being  to 
pay  as  little  overtime  as  possible. 

^Mr,  a.  GATHORNE-HARDY  :  I  may 
say  I  know  of  no  such  raise  as  that  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alludes.  There 
may  be  such  a  case  in  Scotland,  but  our 
naen  are  all  paid  by  the  week. 

•Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER :  It  is  the  case,  1 
believe,  on  one  or  two  Scotch  railways, 
and  I  am  glad  to  have  called  attention  to 
it,  I  think  the  House  and  the  country 
may  be  congratulated  on  the  opportune- 
ness of  the  Motion.  It  has  not  been 
brought  forward  in  connection  with  the 
Scotch  strike,  the  notice  of  Motion  having 
been  given  before  the  strike  took  place. 
But  this  is  an  opportune  time  for  ex- 
pressing the  sentiments  that  naturally 
arise  in  discussing  the  question.  All 
the  expressions  of  feeling  in  this  Debate 
have  been  such  as  will,  I  think,  be  well 
received  by  public  opinion.  The  House 
may  safely  accept  the  principle  of  the 
Hesolution,  because  we  are  not  dealing^ 
with  an  ordinary  case  of  employer  and 
employed — we  are  not  interfering  in  the 
conditions  of  labour  generally,  but  are 
dealing  with  an  altogether  exceptional 
case.     We  are  justified  in  interfering  on 
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the  groutifl  that  tlie  Railway  Companiea 
fiave  obtained  certain  powers  from 
Parliament  in  the  public  interest— and 
Parliament  will  always  be  jealous  ba 
to  the  use  of  powers  so  granted, 
especially  when,  as  happens  in  most 
<ja8ea»  they  savour  very  much  of  the 
nature  of  monopolies.  Most  railways 
have^what  was  not  anticipated  when 
the  railway  system  was  first  instituted — 
a  monopoly  of  traffic,  both  as  to  g*xKls  and 
passcngerSt  Their  rates  are  fixed  by 
Parliament,  and  I  think  it  was  intended 
i )  be  stipulated  that  the  service  should 
be  good.  If  the  service,  on  the  contrary, 
breaks  down,  it  is  time  for  Parliament  to 
revise  the  terms.  I  think  a  strong  primd 
Jacie  case  has  been  made  out  to-night,  not 
against  all  the  Railway  Companies,  but 
tigainst  many  of  them,  that  the  hours 
worked  are  so  long  as  to  be  dangerous 
to  the  public^  and  that,  at  all  events  in 
-extreme  cases,  there  should  he  some 
limit  to  the  powers  of  the  companies  to 
expose  the  pubhc  or  the  men  themselves 
to  the  risk  of  accident  by  overstraining 
their  servants,  I  think  it  will  be  sound 
policy  in  the  case  of  these  Public  Com- 
panies to  arm  the  Board  of  Trade 
•  with  power  to  interfere, 

•(7.26.)  Mr,  LLEWELLYN  (Somer- 
set,  N,)  :  I  have  not  the  fortune  to  be  a 
Director  of  any  Railway  Company,  but 
for  a  great  many  years  I  have  taken  a  great 
interest  in  this  question.  As  a  boy,  in 
•order  to  qualify  myself  for  the  work  of  an 
engineer,  I  served  as  fireman  for  a 
long  time,  and,  in  addition,  I  per- 
formed the  still  harder  duties  of  a  cleaner 
-and  a  lighter,  I  certainly  think  that  if 
the  London  and  North  Western  and  the 
Great  Western  Companies  csn  manage 
to  work  its  engine-men  and  signalmen 
for  reasonable  hours,  other  companies 
■can  do  the  same.  The  difficulty 
that  is  felt  by  Directors  of  Railway  Com- 
panies in  regard  to  overtime  has  not  been 
very  fairly  put  before  the  House,  The 
men,  I  know  very  well,  are  willing  at 
times  to  work  overtime.  We  are  dealing 
•with  an  exceptionally  intelligent  and 
'willing  class  of  men,  who  are  ready, 
knowing  perfectly  as  they  do  the  im- 
portance of  the  work  they  are  engaged 
in,  to  do  that  work.  Bat  because 
Directors  may  say  it  is  difficult  to  prevent 
men  working,  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of 
someone,  whether  Directors  or  others,  to 
l^revent  the  men  working  the  eitra- 
Mr.  C,  S,  Parker 
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ordin^iry  hours,  Tlie  average 
as  shown  by  the  Returns,  are  very 
excessive  indeed,  and  the  causes  of  those 
long  hours  are  not  exclusively  accidents 
and  breakdowns.  It  is  well  known  to 
superintendents  and  others  before  a  train 
starts  w  hether  the  men  employed  on  it 
will  be  at  work  an  excessive  number 
of  hours  or  not.  The  caaa  of  the 
engine-driver  who  was  sent  to  ihe 
seaside  for  a  day  is  spoken  of 
as  being  one  of  no  great  hardship. 
That  may  be  so  ;  hut  it  is  quite  poastble 
that  the  engine-driver  did  not  want  to 
be  at  the  seaside,  and  that  he  wished  to 
spend  his  leisure  hours  in  doing  ofhor 
work  at  home.  I  want  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  what  notice  is  taken  by 
the  Department  of  the  Reports  of  Inspec- 
tors 1  Inspectors  are  called  on  from  time 
to  time  to  hold  inquiries  into  accidents, 
many  of  which,  no  doubt,  though  not 
all,  result  from  the  over- working  of 
officials,  I  should  like  to  know  how 
far  the  Department  has  taken  action 
upon  the  Reports  of  its  Inspectors  in 
these  cases.  I  know  very  well  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  keeps  a  watchful 
eye  over  his  Department  ;  but  I  sbouH 
like  to  know  what;  is  the  use  of  theae 
costly  inquiries  if  they  do  not  lead  to 
remedying  of  the  evils  so  plainly  put 
forward  by  the  Inspectors.  With  regard 
to  the  number  of  hours,  it  is  repeatedl}' 
said  the  men  ask  for  overtime ;  but  I 
doubt  whether  this  is  tho  case.  I 
know  it  18  on  one,  where  the  week 
consists  of  seven  working  days,  the 
men  being  called  upon  to  work  on  Sun- 
days and  receiving  no  extra  pay  fo^ 
work  on  that  day,  because  at  the  time 
of  enterinff  the  service  they  agreed  to 
seven  days'  work  in  tho  week.  Though 
the  subject  is  not  always  put  forward  in 
that  way,  really  the  demand  of  the  men 
is  less  for  an  increase  of  ]^ay  than  a 
reduction  of  hours.  It  is  impossible  for 
men  to  get  away  at  the  end  of  a  normal 
day  of  12|  hours.  It  may  be  said  there 
is  an  allowance  of  time  for  meals,  but  it 
is  often  the  case  that  xa^xi  cannot  get 
away  for  meals  ;  a  man  may  get  half  an 
hour  from  9.30  to  10,  and  again  an  hour 
between  3  and  4.  Over  and  over  again 
men  cannot  get  away  for  meals,  because 
they  have  to  wait  for  an  overdue  train* 
I  hope  hon.  Members  will  not  allow  the 
matter  to  be  prejudiced  by  the  tntrodud* 
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f^oa  of  circumstances  conaected  witli  tlie 
Sootch  strike.  1  think  it  has  been  clearly 
filiown  that  the  grierance  lies  in  the 
question  of  overtime — the  m.en  cannot 
get  away  to  their  homes.  Whatever  you 
pay  a  man,  if  you  keep  bim  at  work 
from  6  in  the  morning  until  7,30  in 
•the  evening,  ho  cannot  have  the 
advantages  other  men  enjoy — home-life, 
(Test,  or  recreation ;  he  flees  little  of 
his  children :  he  cannot  havo  the 
recreation  afforded  by  clubs  and 
peading-rooms  if  he  works  13  or  more 
hours  a  day.  I  sincerely  hope  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  may  see 
his  way  to  giving  a  reply  that  w^ill  be 
satisfactory  to  us.  I  think  the  terms 
■of  the  Motion  are  sufficiently  vague,  if  I 
may  say  so,  sufficiently  wide  to  admit  of 
such  an  answer,  though  not  for  a  mo- 
ment conveying  official  support  to  the 
eight  hours  movement.  Here  is  an 
exceptional  case,  and  if  a  Department  of 
State  having  sutllcient  powers  does  not 
exist,  it  ought  to  exist,  for  the  regula- 
tion of  this  question,  and  I  fully  believe 
the  D^?partment  over  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  presides  could  bring 
such  pressure  to  bear  upon  Railway 
directors  that  ivould  put  an  end  to  the 
tjvils  complained  of. 

(7.34.)  Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire, 
Brigg) :  Mucli  has  been  brought  into 
Chis  discussion  with  which  this  Motion 
has  nothing  to  do.  Serious  as  the  strike 
hi  Scotland  is,  I  do  not  see  how  it  affects 
the  question  of  excessive  work  which 
is  imposed  upoa  railway  servants  alt  over 
the  Kingdom.  J  venture,  for  a  few 
minutes,  to  recall  IIlb  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  real  point  under  dis- 
cuss ion.  We  are  not  concerned  with  the 
exceptional  position  of  men  employed 
on  certain  branch  lines,  and  what  an 
hon.  Gentleman  said  just  now,  in  interest- 
ing detail,  of  the  man  who  was  able  to 
enjoy  a  few  hours  at  the  seaside,  and 
so  on,  is  really  not  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject before  us.  A  g^at  deal  of  timt*,  too, 
was,  I  venture  to  say,  wasted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  defended  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company  in  telling  us  what  alterations 
the  company  are  making  in  their  workn, 
the  arrangements  for  sidings,  and  so  on. 
These  matters  have  nothing  to  do  w  ith 
the  questior,  whi^'h  is  simply  whether 
or  not  men  working  on  railways — guards, 
signalmen,  tiremen,  drivers,  and  others— 
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wrork  excessively  long  hours,  and  are 
compelled  by  Railway  Companies  to  do 
so.  The  facts,  I  maintain,  have  been 
established.  As  to  the  figures  given,  by 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site broiight  out  his  interesting  decimal 
calculations,  nobody  knows  better  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  read 
them  from  his  prepared  brief  that  they 
are  utterly  and  entirely  fallacious, 
because  if  you  spread  the  amount  of 
overwork  over  a  number  of  men,  some 
of  whom  did  the  work  and  some  did  not, 
you  may  bring  down  the  individual  per- 
centrige,  bat  convey  altogether  a  wrong 
impression.  The  figures,  carefully  pre- 
pared, as  I  have  no  doubt  they  Avere, 
have  not  the  slightest  bearing  on  the  sub- 
ject. This  is  not  a  question  of  overtime  in 
the  sense  the  woni  is  con^stantly  used.  It 
may  mean  that  you  are  getting  from  a 
man  as  regards  his  booked  time  a  longer 
number  of  hours  than  he  ought  to  give, 
part  of  which  ought  to  be  regarded  as 
overtime,  but  which  is  not  overtime,  but 
regularly-demanded  work.  Then  the 
term  has  been  used  in  another  fashion, 
extm  work  for  which  extra  payment  is 
made  ;  and  we  have  heard  credit  taken 
by  Railway  Companies  for  so  many  hours* 
work  obtained  beyond  the  long  hoars  of 
regular  service  for  which  time  and  a 
half  baa  been  paid.  The  demand  is  that 
a  man's  work  ahould  be  \0  hours  gross; 
but  you  are  working  men  13  hours, 
and  you  do  not  call  the  three  hours  over- 
time, yon  call  them  part  of  the  regular 
time,  and  then  take  credit  because  you 
work  them  another  liciur  and  a  half,  and 
pay  as  time  and  a  half.  We  complain  of 
both.  It  IS  unfair  to  the  railway  servant 
that  his  regular  booked  time  is  much  too 
long,  and  then  you  allow  him  to  work 
longer  still,  offering  Ui  the  already  tired 
man  the  inducement  of  extra  jwiy.  So 
you  work  a  system  which  is  injurious  to 
the  railway  servants  and  dangerous  to 
the  public.  Then  we  have  had  a  learned 
dissertation  on  the  law  of  supply  and 
demand,  which  was  wholly  irrelevant. 
Unfortunately,  wo  have  at  this  moment 
more  m?n  seeking  employment  tlian 
there  is  employment  to  be  had,  and,  as 
the  result,  the  RailwMy  Companies  know 
that,  though  the  terms  they  c  ffer  are 
harsh,  they  can  get  men  to  accept  thtm, 
and  do  work  we  s^ny  they  should  n('t  be 
allowed  to  undertake.  The  Ki^vay 
Com  panics  can  get  men  who  are  not  com 
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petent  for  the  work,  and  though  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand  may  control 
these  matters  as  between  the  employers 
and  those  men  they  employ,  we  maintain 
— and  I  do  not  think  1  need  argue  ifc  at 
length — that  as  between  the  companies 
and  their  stafE  and  the  public,  you 
must  not  allow  the  companies  to  imperil 
the  safety  and  lives  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  because  the  laws  of  supply  and 
demand  allow  the  companies  to  get  an 
article  they  ought  not  to  get  at  a  price 
they  ought  not  to  pay.  Now,  these  men 
dare  not  speak  out  until  they  can  do  so 
in  unison  by  means  of  such  a  strike  as 
we  now  have  in  Scotland.  I  can  show 
from  a  document — the  name  of  the 
author  I  will  not  disclose  except  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  whom  I 
have  perfect  confidence  —  a  letter 
sent  to  me  as  the  result  of  an  interview 
with  certain  men  during  my  long  vaca- 
tion. I  do  not  wish  to  give  the  slightest 
indication  as  to  who  the  writer  is,  but  I 
mention  some  of  the  facts  referred  to  as 
describing  not  an  exceptional  state  of 
things,  as  in  the  case  of  the  man  who 
had  leisure  for  visits  to  the  seaside,  and 
so  on.  I  take  the  record  of  work  at 
three  periods  of  the  year,  and  not  a 
time  of  exceptional  pressure — in  spring, 
summer,  and  winter.  These  entries  are 
copied  from  the  man's  time  book,  which 
shows  the  exact  hours  of  his  work.  Tbere 
18  a  late  and  an  early  time  for  beginning 
work.  I  do  not  know  the  technical  term 
nsed,  and  I  take  the  entries  over  a  fort- 
night as  they  come.  The  man  began 
work  at  8  in  the  morning,  and  these 
are  the  times  he  left  work  : — 6  min.past 
10;  20  min.past  10;  22  min.past  10; 
4  min.  past  10  ;  and  then  comes  an  entry 
half-past  1  in  the  morning.  Then  comes 
a  comparatively  very  short  day  in  which, 
starting  at  8.15,  he  finished  at  9.20. 
But  I  find  this  is  followed  by  days 
beginning  at  6  in  the  morning,  and 
finishing  at  7.31,  7.27,  and  soon.  Then, 
in  the  month  of  January,,  work  com- 
menced at  8  in  the  morning,  and  finished 
at  9.45  on  three  occasions,  9.52,  and  again 
at  5  min.  past  2  in  the  morning ;  after 
which  he  was  at  it  again  at  8  o'clock,  and 
finished  at  7  min.  past  9. .  Now  I  give 
entries  for  the  spring  season^  Work 
began  at  8  o'clock,  and  the  times  for 
knocking  off  work  were :  10.7,  9.50, 
1.0,  10.3,  11.32,  11.25,  and  9.29. 
Mr.  Waddy 


Now,  I  say  deliberately  this  records  it 
state  of  things  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
scandalous.  If  anybody  will  take  the 
trouble  to  reckon  the  hours  of  daily 
labour,  ho  will  find  this  man  worked 
14  h.  7  min.,  13  h.  50  min..  14  honrs, 
14  h.  3  min.,  15  h.  32  min.,  15  h.  32 
min.,  15  h.  25  min.,  13  h.  29  min.,  and 
BO  on.  These  are  not  exceptional  times 
picked  out  for  the  purpose.  I  take  the 
entries  as  they  come.  This  is  the  way 
this  poor  man  was  worked,  and  his 
Sunday  rest  came  once  a  fortnight 
Every  alternate  Sunday  he  had  to  be  at 
work  usually  from  8.15  a.m.  to  9.15  p.in. 
This  is  a  state  of  things  which  ought  not 
to  exist,  and  should  not  be  allowed* to 
exist.  I  have  been  waiting  and  expecting 
that  long  before  this  some  occupant  ^ 
the  Treasury  Bench  would  rise  and  teD 
us  what  the  Government  propose  to  do^ 
not  prefacing  his  speech  by  telling 
us  he  speaks  not  as  a  Member  ik 
the  Government,  but  as  a  Railwaj 
Director.  Willing  as  we  are  to  listen  ta 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket) 
this  is  not  what  we  want.  We  do  no^ 
want  to  hear  what  the  Directors  can  do^ 
or  think  they  ought  to  do,  or  are  doings 
to  relieve  the  pressure  of  overwork. 
We  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from  these 
Returns,  and  others  I  could  mention, 
what  has  long  been  going  on  nncheoked^ 
and  the  men  have  no  power  of  redressing^ 
their  grievances,  can  bring  no  inflnenoe 
to  bear  to  set  matters  right,  except  by  a 
gigantic  strike.  It  is  exactly  a  question 
in  which  this  House  ought  to  intervene, 
first,  for  the  protection  of  the  men,  and 
next,  to  protect  the  public  from  the  mis- 
chief that  must  and  does  arise.  If  it  is 
suggested  that  the  men  like  this  over* 
time,  let  me  read  what  my  correspondent 
says — 

<<  On  the  detached  sheet  yoa  will  find  how 
we  are  worked,  with  little  or  no  rest,  and  yoa 
will  see  that  after  finishing  work  there  ii  on 
time  left  for  recreation,  for  visiting  friendly 
for  attending  meetings  or  places  of  worship,  or 
anything  else.  Wb  work  every  alternate  Son- 
day,  from  8.15  a.m.  to  9.15  p.m.,  bat  it  is 
generally  9.30  before  we  can  get  away." 

I  find  it  is  not  desirable  to  read  the  whole 
of  the  letter ;  it  might  indicate  the  spot 
from  which  it  comes,  and  be  prejudieiai 
to  the  writer.     He  goes  on  to  say — 

*'  We  get  a  Sunday  off  every  fortnight  and 
are  then  too  tired  and  wi-m-oat  to  go  any* 
where.  We  have  to  be  in  bed  half  the  day  on 
our  off  Sunday  to  get  rested  for  the  next  day.'* 
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This  letter  tells  a  tale,  piteous  and 
pathetic  to  the  last  degree.  I  do  not 
want  to  go  over  the  general  question, 
which  has  been  well  argued.  We  have 
been  told  that  long  hours  are  exceptional 
and  not  the  regular  thing,  and  that  there 
is  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  men  for 
overtime,  and  here  I  have  given. from 
this  man's  timebook  the  hours  he  has  to 
work,  and  before  he  can  count  overtime 
he  must,  in  the  early  period,  work  13 
hours — that  is,  from  6  a.m.  to  7  p.m.;  and 
in  the  late  period  from  8  a.m.  to 
9.45  p.m.,  or  13f  hours.  This  is  a  state 
of  things  that  demands  our  considera- 
tion,and  we  wait  with  some  little  curiosity 
and  anxiety  to  know  what  is  going  to  be 
said  by  the  Government.  I  am  confident 
the  facts  cannot  be  disputed,  nor  can  I 
believe  any  attempt  will  be  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  away  from 
them.  Are  you  going  to  give  the 
remedy  suggested  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northamptonshire,  or 
any  remedy  ;  or  are  you  going  to  ride  o£E 
on  some  technical  objection  to  the  exact 
words  of  the  Resolution?  Surely  the 
time  has  come  for  indicating  the  course 
the  Government  propose  to  adopt,  and 
Member  after  Member  need  not  go  on 
beating  the  air  with  arguments  to  which 
there  is  no  reply. 

(7.43.)  Mr.  db  LISLE  (Leicestershire, 
Mid)  :  I  speak  as  one  who  is  generally 
favourable  to  the  eight  hours  movement, 
but  I  cannot  vote  for  the  Resolution, 
because  it  has  been  fairly  urged  that 
that  Resolution  as  framed  contains  a  vote 
of  censure  upon  the  conduct  of  Railway 
Companies,  who,  so  far  as  I  know,  manage 
their  business  with  satisfaction  to  those 
they  employ.  Cases  of  hardship  exist, 
but  they  are  no  greater  than  cases  which 
exist  in  almost  every  organised  system  of 
production  in  the  country.  I  have  risen 
to  express  a  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  make  some  proposal 
to-night  which  will  obviate  the  necessity 
of  our  voting  either  way.  For  the  pro- 
position as  it  stands  I  cannot  vote.  I 
have  no  interest  in  the  management  of 
any  Railway  Company,  but  I  have  con- 
siderable acquaintance  with  railway 
officials,  and  I  know  there  is  an  universal 
feeling  among  them  that  the  hours  of 
labour  are  too  long,  and  that  overtime  is 
worked  in  a  way  that  is  a  great  draw- 
back to  the  comfort  and  domestic  happi- 
ness we  all  desire  the  working  classes 


should  enjoy.  The  Resolution  does  not 
!  define  what  legislative  powers  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  acquire,  and  how  a 
remedy  should  be  applied  ;  but  if  a  Com- 
mission were  appointed  with  full  powers 
of  inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  subject, 
how  far  the  State  would  be  justified  in 
regulating  hours  of  labour,  the  result 
might  give  considerable  satisfaction  to 
the  community.  In  no  case  should  rail- 
way servants  be  away  from  their  homes 
for  more  than  12  hours.  It  is  a  matter 
that  requires  no  discussion  that  a  man 
habitually  away  from  heme  six  days  a 
week  for  15  hours  cannot  lead  a  comfort- 
able or  even  a  humane  life.  •  We  require 
an  examination  of  the  question,  whether 
there  should  be  some  limitation  of  the 
hours  of  labour  for  persons  engaged  in 
what  may  be  called  dangerous,  unhealthy, 
abnormal  occupations,  and  where  men 
work  not  as  independent  units,  but  as 
servants  of  a  great  organisation  or  insti- 
tution. There  is  no  question  that  in  the 
case  of  railway  servants  accidents  do 
sometimes  occur  through  the  undue 
strain  placed  upon  men,  but  nobody  is 
so  unjust  as  to  suppose  that.  Railway 
Companies  do  not  take  every  possible 
care  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  an 
accident.  I  am  sure  nobody  is  more 
anxious  to  prevent  accidents,  nobody 
more  interested  in  preventing  them  than 
Railway  Directors.  But  the  complaint 
is  that  the  system  under  which  they 
engage  their  men  to  work  is  radically 
wrong.  The  law  of  supply  and  demand 
does  not  apply  for  the  regulation  of  this 
question.  The  old  Tory  theory  of  Pro- 
tection— ^good  or  bad — was  based  on  the 
idea  that  the  State  should  protect  the 
labour  of  the  country,  and  under  present 
circumstances,  when  throughout  the 
country  there  are  more  men  than  labour 
'  can  be  found  for,  and  the  Railway  Com- 
panies have  too  much  labour  for  the 
men  they  employ,  it  may  well  form  the 
subject  of  inquiry  how  far  legislative 
action  should  compel  the  companies  to 
employ  more  men  at  more  rational 
hours.  We  may  anticipate  a  distinct 
public  gain  from  such  an  inquiry  on 
public,  moral,  and  social  considerations. 
I  hope  we  shall  not  have  to  vote  upon 
this  Motion  at  all,  but  tliat  the  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  an  inquiry  into  the 
whole  subject,  including  the  eight  hours 
question.  It  is  sometimes  assumed  that 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  alone' 
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roprosent  the  interests  of  the  labouring 
classes,  though  that  is  not  the  case  ;  and 
cartainly,  as  regards  my  own  con- 
stituency, I  have  willingly  pledged 
myself  to  do  what  I  can  to  amend  the 
conditions  of  life  for  the  labouring 
classes.  The  inquiry  I  speak  of  would 
be  a  step  in  that  direction.  I  have 
great  sympathy  with  much  that  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Channing),  who  brousrht  forward  the 
Motion,  but  it  was  with  great  regret  I 
heard  him  make  use  of  the  term  "  black- 
leg." Nothing  is  more  unfortunate, 
nothing  is  more  injurious  to  a  good  cause 
in  controversies  of  this  kind,  than  to  affix 
an  offensive  nick-name  to  men  who  are 
doing  simply  what  they  have  a  perfect 
legal  right  to  do.  I  hope  that  before 
long  the  Government  will  bring  before 
us  some  practical  measure,  which  will 
put  an  end  to  the  cruel  system  by  which 
men  are  practically  compelled  to'  work 
such  hours  that  their  health  is  bound  to 
be  impaired,  and  they  cannot  get  the 
amount  of  recreation  necessary  to  a 
comfortable  and  a  civilised  life.  (8.2.) 
*(8.30.)  Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Lcith,  &c.):  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire must,  I  think,  congratulate 
himself  on  the  measure  of  support  he 
has  received  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  ;  for  I  think  the  House  will 
have  seen  that  if  no  one  has  yet  actually 
promised  to  vote  with  him,  pretty  nearly 
every  one  who  has  spoken  on  the  other 
side  has  shown  no  disposition  to  vote 
against  him.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
East  Grinstead  Division  of  Sussex  (Mr. 
A.  Gathorne -Hardy)  has  spoken  of  object 
lessons ;  and  I  must  say  that  the  object 
lesson  we  have  received  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Plunket), 
in  reference  to  the  Ijondon  and  North 
Western  Railway,  is  hardly  so  much  to 
the  point  as  the  other  object  lesson  put 
before  us  with  regard  to  the  North 
British  Railway.  Certainly,  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  constitutes 
a  very  important  object  lesson,  as  given 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 
If  this  Debate  had  been  initiated  for  the 
purpose  of  drawing  a  modest  statement 
from  a  model  director  as  to  a  model 
railway,  I  for  one  should  have  taken  no 
part  whatever  in  it,  nor  oven  in  the 
Division  which  seems  likely  to  follow.  ' 
But  if  the  case  of  Scotland  be  set  aside, 
Jdr,  de  Lisle 


as  is  done  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
then  I  think  one  of  the  best  arguments 
that  can  be  used  in  Hupporfc  of  this  Reso- 
lution would  fall  to  the  g^und.  Now, 
what  is  the  case  in  Scotland  ?  The 
Railway  Companies  there  do  amongst 
them  a  very  considerable  business.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  so  great  as 
that  carried  on  by  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway,  but,  nevertheless,  it  is 
on  a  large  scale.  Now,  what  do  we  find 
has  taken  place  ?  We  find  that  the  whole 
trade  of  the  country  has  been  paralysed, 
simply  and  solely  because  no  arrange- 
ment can  be  come  to  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  the  Directors  on  the  one  hand  and 
the  strikers  on  the  other  can  meet.  I 
believe  that  had  it  been  possible  to  sug- 
gest some  means  of  compromise  in  a 
manner  that  would  have  been  accept- 
able to  both  sides,  the  dispute  which  has 
now  lasted  so  long  and  caused  so  much 
inconvenience  and  disaster  would  not 
have  gone  on  for  more  than  a  day  or 
two.  I  think,  therefore,  that  we  cannot 
in  discussing  this  question  leave  the 
situation  in  Scotland  altogether  out  of 
sight.  We  cannot  be  placed  behind  the 
object  lesson  afforded  by  the  London  and 
North  Western  Railway  Company,  even 
although  there  may  be  a  few  holes  in 
the  mantle  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  endeavoured  to  throw  over  that 
company.  Exception  has  been  taken  to 
the  terms  of  this  Resolation,  and  especi- 
ally with  regard  to  that  clause  of  it 
which  says — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoafli«,  the 
exceraive  honn  of  Ubour  imposed  on  railway 
servants  hv  the  existini^  arranorements  of  the 
Kailway  Companies  of  the  United  Kingdom 
constitute  a  gravo  scandal  on  justice." 

No,  Sir.  I  maintain  that  those  hours  o^ 
labour  are  more  or  less  imposed  on  all 
railway  servants  as  may  enter  the  ser* 
vice  of  thedifTerpntcompanies under  their 
contracts.  Unfortunately,  those  railway 
servants  are  not  represented  before  the 
Board  of  Directors,  and  consequently 
have  no  means  of  expressing  their' 
grievances  to  the  Railway  Boards 
through  their  recognised  representatives. 
In  view  of  this  h\ci,  I  do  not  think  the 
language  of  the  Resolution  is  at  all  too 
strong  when  it  says  that  those  hoars 
**  are  imposed  "  upon  the  men.  For  my 
part,  were  it  not  that  I  am  speakinf^  as 
a  representative  of  the  district  in  Soot- 
land  in  which  there  has  been  most  serioua 
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difficulty  on  accjount  of  this  strike,  I 
should  certainly  not  support  any  Resolu- 
tion of  this  character.  I,  for  one,  am 
very  much  opposed  to  any  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  hours  of  labour  by 
legislation  unless  the  circumstances  are 
snch  as  to  render  it  absolutely  desirable, 
and  therefore  I  should  not  take  part  in  a 
discussion  of  this  kind  unless  a  case  had 
been  clearly  put  before  the  House  in 
which  exceptional  circumstances  have 
been  demonstrated.  The  case  of  the 
Scotch  railways  was  brougfht  before  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan),  and  from  that 
we  find  that  in  Scotland  there  has  not 
been  for  some  time  past  the  means  of 
maintaining  safe  railway  communication. 
For  more  than  a  month  railway  travelling, 
not  unattended  with  accidents,  although 
neither  of  the  accidents  that  have  oc- 
curred have  been  of  so  serious  a  charac- 
ter as  might  have  been  anticipated,  still, 
railway  travelling  in  Scotland  has  not 
only  been  intermittent  in  service,  but 
has  also  been  accompanied  by  consider- 
able danger.  This  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  we  think  there  are  some  grounds 
for  appealing  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  this  subject.  Arbi- 
tration has  been  set  aside  in  this  dispute, 
and  as  it  has  been  made  impossible  for 
any  understanding  to  be  arrived  at  we 
are  bound  to  ask  ourselves  how  long  is 
this  state  of  things  to  bo  allowed  to 
continue  without  our  trying  to  provide 
some  machinery  by  which  this  unhappy 
deadlock  may  be  ended.  On  the  north 
of  the  Border  there  has  been  very 
considerable  sympathy  shown  for  the 
strikers,  because  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  these  difficulties  have  arisen. 
They  have  not,  perhaps,  received  that  full 
measure  of  support  which  they  might 
have  obtained  had  it  not  been  for  the 
irregularity  which  occurred  at  the  time 
of  the  origin  of  the  strike.  Serious  ex- 
ception has  been  taken  to  the  movement 
because  the  strikers  went  out  without 
notice,  and  it  was  felt  to  be  quite  im- 
possible to  conduct  business  unless  the 
proper  legal  notices  were  observed.  At 
the  same  time,  there  is  some  difEerence 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  contracts 
into  which  the  men  had  entered  were  not 
of  too  severe  a  chj^racter.  At  any  rate, 
for  more  than  two  years  the  men  have 
been  lodging  complaints  with  regard  to 
the  hours  of  labour,   and    latterly   the 


dispute  became  a  question  of  the  Union. 
The    Directors    refused    to    meet     the 
representatives  of  the  men  because  they 
were     representatives    of    the     Union. 
Now,  it  seems  sufficiently  obvious  that  if 
a  state   of  affairs  arises  in  which  it  is 
manifest  that  there  can  be  no  settlement 
of  the   dispute  unless   there   are  some 
means    of  forcing  arbitration   or  some 
Government  power  which  has  power  to 
intervene,  then  one  or  the  other  must  be 
absolutely  necessary.     I  should  bo  sorry . 
to  see    intervention  by  a  Government 
Department  until  every    other  method 
had  been  tried,  and  had  failed  ;    but  I  ~ 
think  it  was  shown  pretty  clearly  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  that  in  the 
case   of   this  strike  in  Scotland  every- 
thing has  been  done  that  could  possibly 
be   suggested    in    order  to   bring  this 
dispute    to    an    end.       But   all    these 
endeavours  have  failed;  and,  therefore, 
I  feel  that,  under  the  circumstances,  I 
cannot  refuse  my  support  to  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.    Friend    the    Member    for 
Northamptonshire.     The  conduct  on  the 
part  of  the  men  on  strike  has,  upon  the 
whole,  been     marked     throughout    by 
orderly  conduct  and  by   a  proper    ex- 
pression of  their  grievances.     The  public 
support  given  to  the  movement  has  been 
of  a  very  wide  and  extensive  character. 
Meetings  of  thousands  and  thousands  of 
individuals  have   been   held    in  every 
part  of  the   country   in  support  of  the 
reasonable  demands  of  the  men ;  and  I 
believe  that  there  has  seldom  been  known 
so  general  a  support  on  the  part  of  the 
community  in  a  case  of  this  kind  as  that 
which  has  been  given  to  the  strikers,  in 
Scotland.     Now,  the  result  of  the  strike, 
if  it  should  go  against  the  men,  wonld 
be  that  there  will  be  a  greatly  increaaed 
demand  for  interference  in  these  disputes 
by  legislative  enactment.     That,  I  think, 
the  House  will  see  is  quite  inevitable. 
Various  leaders  of  the  Socialist  Party 
have  been  in  Scotland,  and  they  haTO 
done  not  a  little  in  order  to  stimulate 
the  strikers.     They  have  done,  I  venture 
to  say,  good  work  there.     I  should   be 
very  sorry,  for  my  part,  to  see  that  strike 
fail.     If  the  strike  fails  we  shall  hava  a 
much  wider  demand  for  legislative  inter- 
ference brought  before  this  House  than 
is  made  in  this  Motion.     If  the  strike  is 
terminated    with    the    victory    of     the 
Directors  it  will  not  be  the  end  of  this 
matter.     It  will  come  up  again  in  a  more 
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awkward  form  than  now.  Exception  has 
been  taken  to  the  use  of  the  term 
"  blackleg."  I  should  be  the  last  to  say 
anything  as  to  the  use  of  this  term 
which  would  tend  to  heat  the  argument. 
But  what  has  become  apparent  in  this 
strike  is,  that  a  battle  is  being  fought  as 
between  what  is  called  free  labour  and 
the  labour  of  the  Unions.  If  employers 
throughout  the  country  are  going  to 
uphold  the  cause  of  free  labour  and 
denounce  what  they  call  the  tyranny 
of  the  Unions,  we  have  no  end  of  trouble 
before  us  in  questions  of  capital  and 
labour.  That  is  the  difficulty  which  I 
foresee,  and  it  is  one  which  has  been 
brought  prominently  forward  by  the 
Directors  of  the  Railway  Companies  in 
Scotland.  Therefore,  I  have  no 
option  but  to  support  the  Resolution, 
and  to  express  the  hope  that  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  may  find 
.  some  way  of  helping  us  out  of  the  mess 
into  which  the  Railway  Boards  of 
Scotland  has  landed  us. 

•(8.50.)  Me.  J.  G.  BAIRD  (Glas- 
gow,  Centi-al)  :  Sir,  I  have  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Leith  Burghs,  and  he  has  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  dispute  in 
Scotland  in  a  fair  and  reasonable  manner. 
But  for  that  dispute,  I  do  not  think  I 
should  have  intervened  in  this  Debate. 
But  apart  from  the  question  affecting 
Scotland,  and  to  come  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire,  in  moving  it,  at 
the  outset  said  he  did  not  desire  any 
statutory  limitations  of  the  hoars  of 
labour.  Well,  I  fail  to  see  the  difference 
between  a  statutory  limitation  and  any 
limitation  which  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
be  empowered  to^impose.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  limit  in  one  case  is  exactly  the 
same  as  the  limit  in  the  other.  The  hon. 
Member  wishes  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
limit  the  hours  of  work  for  special 
classes  of  railway  servants.  The  question 
will  afc  once  arise — what  is  to  be  the 
limit?  Take  the  case  of  signalmen, 
which  class  is  that  upon  which  the 
safety  of  the  public  is  supposed  to  depend 
more  than  upon  any  other.  Are  you  to 
have  an  universal  limit  of  hours  for 
signalmen,  or  is  each  signal-box  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Bjard  of  Trade  on  its 
own  merits,  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  trains  passing  daily  ?  A  signalman  at 
Jfr.  Munro  Feryiiaon 


a  great  junction,  or  on  a  main  line,  6^ 
course  has  a  great  many  more  trains 
passing,  and  consequently  has  to  be  con- 
stantly in  attendance  ;  while  a  signalman 
on  a  branch  line  may  sometimes  haTe 
a  considerable  time  between  one  train 
and  the  next,  and,  consequently  his 
actual  work  may  be  much  lighter.  Is 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  take  into  its  hands 
the  responsibility  of  laying  down  for 
each  signal-box  throughout  the  conntrj 
what  is  to  be  the  exact  limit  of  hours  of 
work  ?  If  it  does,  it  will  have  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  work  to  do.  Again, 
take  the  case  of  engine  drivers,  another 
important  class  of  railway  servants. 
Suppose  a  day  of  10  hours  is  fixed, 
is  the  engine  driver  on  a  run  which 
occupies  12  hours,  six  hours  one  way 
and  six  hours  back,  to  leave  the  engine 
two  hours  before  he  has  completed  the 
trip  ?  That,  of  course,  is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. In  the  case  of  goods  trains,  which 
are  often  delayed  in  sidings,  is  the  engrine 
driver  to  cease  working  at  the  expiration 
of  his  10  hours,  no  matter  where  he  may 
be  at  the  time  ?  The  fact  is  that  the 
necessity  for  overtime  cannot  bo  obviated. 
You  cannot  fix  an  absolute  limit  to  the 
hours  of  certain  classes  of  railway  ser- 
vants. You  may  fix  a  limit  of  time  beyond 
which  overtime  has  to  be  paid  for  in 
wages ;  but  then  you  come  to  a  question  of 
remuneration,  which  ought  to  be  left 
to  be  settled  by  the  companies  and  their 
servants.  There  is  another  point  which 
the  hon.  Member  seems  to  forget, 
although  I  do  not  think  it  a  very  important 
one.  Does  the  hon.  Member  suppose 
that  during  the  long  hours  whidi  he 
mentions  as  being  a  danger,  the  men 
employed  are  being  worked  the  whole 
time  ?  He  must  know  that  goods  titdns 
and  others  are  constantly  detained  in 
sidings  for  a  considerable  time  to  aUow 
of  the  other  traffic  being  worked.  Will 
he  explain  how  this  is  to  be  altered  f  I 
am  sure  the  Directors  and  others  who 
have  to  do  with  railways  deplore  the 
long  hours  as  much  as  any  hon.  Member 
can  do.  If  the  Railway  Directors  had 
more  f  ands  at  their  disposal,  they  woold 
be  able  to  employ  more  men  and 
increase  the  number  of  engines.  The 
Railway  Directors  have  to  consider  the 
interest  of  the  public,  of  the  shareholders, 
and  of  their  employ h,  I  daresay  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  more  wealthy 
shareholders    would    not    object    to    a 
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diminislied  dividend;  bat  the  small 
holders  would  not  like  a  redaction  of  • 
their  scanty  profits.  The  fact  is,  it ' 
comes  really  to  be  a  qaestion  of  wages 
in  connection  with  the  dispate  between 
the  men  and  their  employers.  Where 
is  the  extra  wages  f and  to  come  from  ? 
The  dividends  are  not  extravagant,  and 
thoagh  some  of  the  shareholders  might, 
as  I  have  said,  be  inclined  to  submit  to  a 
reduction  in  order  that  the  men  might 
have  better  wages,  many  poor  people 
who  hold  a  few  shares  in  railways  would 
feel  the  reduction  of  even  1  per  cent,  as 
a  sensible  reduction  of  their  already 
scanty  income.  Then,  again,  the  public 
agitate  constantly  for  a  redaction  of 
rates  and  fares,  and  are  moving  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  that  direction.  You 
cannot  eat  your  oake  and  have  your 
cake,  and  you  cannot  reduce  the  revenue 
at  the  command  of  Railway  Companies, 
and  at  the  same  time  largely  increase 
the  working  expenses.  I  am  sure  that 
Directors  would  be  only  too  glad  to 
reduce  time  and  increase  wages;  but  they 
have  to  consider  the  public,  who  ask  for 
increased  facilities  involving  large 
capital  expenditure,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  the 
shareholders,  who  ask  that  their 
dividends  at  least  shall  not  be  reduced. 
It  has  been  disputed  that  the  men  are 
seeking  for  shorter  hours,  and  that  they 
are  really  demanding  more  wages.  1  do 
not  doubt  that  there  are  men  who  desire 
shorter  hours ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
believe  some  of  them  desire  to  be  paid 
more  for  their  overtime.  On  Wednes- 
day last  Mr.  John  Wilson,  Miners' 
A^ent,  Broxburn,  speaking  at  Edinburgh, 
is  reported  to  have  told  a  deputation 
from  Glasgow — 

"That  to  concede  to  the  m^n  10  hours  * 
day  and  to  still  give  them  12  hours*  pay  would 
require  an  ouoruious  sum  oi  money.  Ihey  all 
Admitted  that  it  would  requiie  some  money, 
and  they  meant  that.  There  whs  no  use  dia- 
Rising  that  point.  In  this  strike,  and  in  all 
other  strikes  for  more  wages  and  more  liberty, 
they  were  waging  a  just  warfare." 

So  that  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole  dis- 
pute lies  the  question  of  wages.  They 
are  asking  for  bO  hours  a  week  and  over- 
time at  time  and  a  half.  With  reference 
to  the  strike,  I  do  not  know  whether 
hon.  Members  are  aware  that  a  telegram 
has  been  received  to  say  that  it  has  been 
settled  on  the  basis  of  a  proposal  made 
by   Lord    Aberdeen.     That  information 


has  come  by  telegraph,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  it  has  yet  been  verified.  I 
hope  such  is  the  case.  I  do  not  care 
to  go  much  into  the  subject  of  the  strike, 
lest  I  should  embitter  the  feeling  of  the 
men  who  have  been  induced  to  return  to 
their  work.  Still,  I  must  traverse  one 
or  two  of  the  remarks  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  with  regard  to  public  opinion  in 
Scotland.  It  has  been  said  that  the  opinion 
of  Scotland  'js  on  the  side  of  the  men. 
I  traverse  that  statement.  I  affirm, 
as  I  have  the  right  to  affirm,  that 
public  opinion  in  Scotland  is  just  as 
much  in  favour  of  the  companies  as  it  is 
in  favour  of  the  men.  Ttie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Durham  (Mr.  John  Wilson) 
said  there  is  no  doubt  the  public  will  not 
object  to  an  increase  of  fares  and  an 
increase  of  railway  rates.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Durham  knows 
the  public  of  Scotland.  He  evidently  is  not 
aware  of  the  persistent  endeavours  which 
are  being  made,  not  only  by  traders,  but 
by  those  who  use  the  lines  as  passengers, 
to  get  facilities  in  every  shape  and  form 
— facilities  which  go  to  increase  the 
capital  expenditure  of  those  railways, 
and  consequently  decrease  the  funds 
available  for  increase  of  stock,  the 
number  of  locomotive  engines,  and  any 
incrr-.ase  which  might  bo  desired  in 
wages.  Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  ba  well  adv\^ 
to  accept  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  ;  but  if  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  thinks 
it  right  and  proper  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question  of  these  Returns,  and 
see  how  far  they  are  brought  about  by 
circumstances  that  may  be.  altered,  I^for 
my  part,  have  no  objection  to  ofEor. 
*(9.2.)  Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peter- 
borough)  ;  Representing,  as  I  do,  a 
constituency  largely  composed  of  rail- 
wJ\y  me!i,  I  desire  to  express  ray  surprise 
that  the  Government  have  not  long  ere 
this  ann^uncad  their  intention  of  accept- 
ing this  Resolution  ;  and  \  also  desire  to 
pxpre<is  my  surprise  th?t  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  and  therefore  a  paid  • 
servant  of  the  country,  should  have  got 
up  and  made  a  sp?ech,  not  as  repre- 
senting any  constituency,  but  as  a 
Director  of  a  Railwiiy  Company.  I 
confess  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  he  had  allowed  other  directors 
in  the  House  to  take  care  of  the  com- 
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panies.  We  have  been  told  that  this 
is  a  vote  of  censure  on  the  Bailwaj  Com- 
panies*. I  cannot  see  that  at  all  It 
may  be,  and  probably  very  properly  will 
be,  a  vote  of  censure  on  a  company 
which  is  not  doing  what  is  right  with 
regard  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
If  there  are  any  Railway  Companies 
that  are  doing  what  is  right  and  proper 
both  towards  their  men  and  towards 
the  pubhc,  then  this  cannot  be  a  yote 
of  censure  upon  them ;  but  if  there 
are  companies  which  are  not  doing 
what  is  right,  and  I  am  afraid  there  are 
a  good  many  companies  in  that  category, 
perhaps  it  is  very  properly  a  censure 
upon  these  companies.  Surely  we  have 
a  right  here  to  censure  companies. 
These  companies  get  the  right  to  carry 
on  their  business,  which  is  a  monopoly, 
from  this  House,  and  therefore  from 
the  country,  and  surely  if  they  are  not 
carrying  on  their  business  properly,  and 
nobody  can  truly  say  they  are  doing  so 
at  the  present  moment,  we  have  a  right 
to  consider  the  whole  matter  in  the 
interest  of  the  country.  In  that  sense 
all  reforms  that  are  brought  for- 
ward in  this  House  are  votes  of  cen- 
sure, because  to  some  extent  they 
reflect  upon  the  conduct  of  somebody. 
Are  we  to  be  prevented  in  the  future 
from  making  any  reforms  in  this  country 
because  it  may  be  alleged  it  is  a  vote  of 
censure  upon  somebody?  I  hope  that 
opinion  will  not  prevail.  The  Besolution 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  settling  of 
strikes ;  but  if  the  idea  of  this  Resolution 
could  be  properly  carried  out  it  would 
do  something  better,  it  would  probably 
prevent  strikes  altogether,  and  that 
surely  is  a  matter  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. I  hope  this  Scotch 
strike  has  been  settled  on  terms 
fair  to  the  men,  and  bearing  in  mind  the 
great  loss  which  the  strike  has  occasioned 
to  all  classes  of  people,  especially  in 
Scotland,  to  my  mind  this  is  a  proper 
time  to  consider  whether,  by  legislation 
or  otherwise,  we  cannot  do  something  to 
prevent  these  strikes.  That  I  take  to  be 
the  actual  meaning  of  this  Resolution. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  seems 
to  think  this  is  a  proposal  to  interfere 
with  and  limit  these  companies  in  some 
way.  I  do  not  read  the  Resolution  that 
way  at  all.  It  is  to  empower  a  Public 
Department  to  interfere  if  necessary, 
and,  therefore,  not  unnecessarily  int3r- 
J/r.  A.  C.  Morton 


fere  with  the  business  of  these  oom* 
panies.  The  Resolution  says  the  Boaid 
of  Trade  shall  interfere  if  they  think  ii 
necessary  on  behalf  of  tiie  people 
of  this  country  and  the  workmen  on  ibe 
railways.  I  think  this  is  a  very  proper 
interference,  because  these  companies 
have  the  power  to  do  their  business  from 
this  House.  This  would  not  be  tbe 
first  time  this  Parliament  has  interfered 
with  the  trade  of  the  country.  We 
have  interfered  with  the  grocer  and 
milkman,  and  that  trade  sabred  to  the 
Tory  Party — the  liquor  trade — there- 
fore, why  do  we  not  interfere,  if 
necessary,  in  the  interests  of  the  conntrj^ 
with  the  Railway  Companies,  whoderive^ 
what  power  they  have  from  the  pe<qple 
through  their  representatives  in  the 
House?  If  necessary,  we  ought  to 
do  so.  I  understand  this  Reeoln- 
tion  to  be  an  appeal  to  this  Honss^ 
not  in  a  mere  Party  political  sense,  but 
as  representing  the  whole  of  the 
country  to  do  justice  to  an  excellent 
body  of  workmen.  I  am  sure  nobody 
can  deny  that  the  railway  servants  of 
this  country  are  an  excellent  body 
of  workmen,  a  body  whom  any 
country  might  be  proud  of,  and 
whom  this  House  ought  to  be  only 
too  glad  to  protect  if  necessary;  ibe 
Resolution  goes  further  because  an  appeal 
is  also  made  for  the  safety  and  protec- 
tion of  the  travelling  pubHc.  I  am  suse- 
it  is  necessary.  Take  the  case  of  acoi- 
dents  which  have  occurred  recently. 
There  was  the  accident  near  Taunton  cm 
the  Great  Western  line,  an  accident 
which  occurred  entirely  through  the 
gross  neglect  of  the  Company  in  not 
having  a  proper  servant  to  do  the  work 
— to  look  after  the  signal  boxes -^and 
also  in  failing  apparently  to  provide- 
proper  sidings.  If  by  this  interference 
we  could  prevent  such  a  dreadful  aooi* 
dent  as  that,  surely  we  should  be  doin^ 
right.  I  am  afraid  that  the  railway 
men  are  not  so  well  represented  in  this 
House  as  the  directors  of  railway  com- 
panies, who,  we  were  told  just  now,  ha^ro- 
a  representation  here  of  nearly  260.  B»t 
I  trust  that  this  House  will  say  the 
time  has  arrived  when  the  workxnen  as 
well  as  the  travelling  public  shall  be 
protected.  I  am  sorry  that,  although 
the  Railway  Companies  are  so  weli 
represented  in  this  House,  they  them«- 
selves  should  object  to  the  workmeife 
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being    represented    anywhere  else.     It 

certainly  has  appeared  to  me  from  what 

I  have   read,     that  this  Scotch  strike 

wonld  probably  never  have  occnrred  bnt 

for  the  fact  that  the  directors  objected 

to   receive    the  representatives  of    the 

men,  so   as  to  hear  what  they  had  to 

say.      I   cannot  see   why  the    railway 

directors  should  have  objected  to  receive 

Mr.  Tait,  who  represented  the  men,  any 

more  than  they  should  have  the  right  to 

have    the    assistance     of     sob'citors   or 

others    to    assist   them.      If    the    men 

choose  out   of  their   own   funds— mind 

not  out  of  the  railway  fands — to  pay 

a   man   to  represent  them    before   the 

directors    or    elsewhere,    surely    there 

ought  to  be  no  objection  to  that,  especially 

when   that   man  is  a  man  selected   on 

account   of    his   knowledge   of   railway 

matters.     We    were    told    by   an  hon. 

Member,  who  spoke  to-night  on  behalf 

of   the  Railway  Companies,   that  there 

was    no   danger  of  any   harm   arising, 

because  it  would  be  against  the  interests 

of  the  Railway  Companies.    As  a  matter 

of  fact,  the  Railway  ComjMinies  have  not 

been  so  particular  aboat  their  interests. 

It  is  not  so  many  years  ago  that  third- 
class  travellers  were  treated  very  badly 

by    the    companies.      Nobody    at    that 

time  could  make  the  directors  under- 
stand it    was    to    their   own    interests 

to  look  after  that  class  of  the  travelling 

public.      Now    they    are    finding    out, 

after  many  years  experience,  that  it 
is  to  their  best  interests  to  look  after  the 
third-class  passengers,  who  pay  the 
dividends  and  the  expenses.  There  are 
many  other  ways  in  which  it  might  be 
pointed  out  Railway  Companies  do  not 
consider  their  best  interests.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Baird)  spoke  about  the 
Scottish  people  requiring  increased 
facilities  with  regard  to  the  traflBc,  as 
well  as  in  regard  to  passengers,  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  such  increased 
facilities  would  reduce  dividends  by 
creating  greater  expenses.  All  ex- 
perience has  shown  that  the  more 
facilities  Railway  Companies  give  to  the 
public,  the  more  profit  they  make,  and 
therefore  there  is  no  proof  that  in  giving 
facilities  to  the  public,  there  is  any  harm 
to  the  Railway  Companies  whatever.  If 
you  cannot  do  justice  to  the  work- 
men or  to  the  travelling  public 
without     reducing     the    dividends,    in 


my  opinion,  the  dividends  must 
be  reduced.  There  is  no  question  at  all 
in  my  mind  that  the  time  is  rapidly 
arriving  when  the  working  men  of  this^ 
country  will  demand,  and  properly 
demand,  a  larger  share  of  the  good  things* 
of  this  world ;  and  if  those  who  have 
received  perhaps  too  large  a  share  of 
them  in  the  past  have  to  give  up,  not  the 
necessaries  of  this  life  at  all,  but  a  few  of 
the  luxuries,  I  shall  be  only  too  glad.  I 
only  intervene  to-night  because  I  repre- 
sent a  constituency  in  which  there  are 
a  large  body  of  extremely  respectable 
men  connected  with  the  railways,  and 
because  I  thought  the  Government 
might  have  given  way  on  this  question 
without  the  necessity  of  a  five  hour* 
debate.  I  trust  the  Government  wiili 
now,  not  as  a  party  matter  at  all^  but  i» 
the  interests  of  the  people  generally  and 
the  trade  of  the  country,  see  their  way 
to  consent  to  something  like  this  Resolu- 
tion. It  is  all  very  well  to  propose  a 
Commission,  but  generally  such  a  pro- 
posal means  getting  rid  of  the  matter 
altogether.  You  may  depend  upon  it 
if  the  Government,  if  the  Railway 
Directoi-s  in  this  House,  are  strong 
enough  at  the  pi-esent  moment  to  put 
this  matter  o£E,  there  is  coming  a  time 
and  probably  very  shortly,  when  they 
will  have  to  do  more  for  these  people 
than  they  will  bo  satisfied  with  at  the- 
present  moment.  My  experience  of 
working  men  in  this  country  is  that  if 
you  are  willing  to  treat  them  fairly  they 
will  not  require  to  be  extravagantly 
dealt  with,  but  if  in  good  times  you 
refuse  to  do  the  little  which  is  necessary 
to  enable  them  to  live  with  some  little 
regard  to  the  comforts  and  decencieft 
of  life,  then  you  may  expect  a 
time  bye-and-bye  when  they  will 
not  only  demand,  but  will  have  the^ 
power  to  compel  you  to  give  them  a» 
great  deal  more  than  they  require  at  the 
present  moment.  I  do  therefore  trust 
that  the  Government  and  the  House  will 
•30  their  way  to  grant  this  demand.  We 
do  not  wish  to  take  anything  from  the 
companies,  we  simply  wish  to  empower 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  enquire  into  these 
matters,  and  if  necessary  do  justice,  not 
only  to  the  workmen  but  to  the  people 
of  the  country  generally. 

(9.15.)  Sir  STAFFORD  NORTH- 
COTE  (Exeter)  :  I  merely  rise  to  express 
the  hope  that  when  my  right  hon.  Friend 
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ihe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  rises 
he  may  be  able  to  make  some  proposition 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  which  will 
spare  the  House  the  necessity  of  going 
to  a  division.  I  mnst  frankly  say  that 
if  my  right  hon.  Friend  were  to  meet 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  with  anything  like  a  non 
po88U7nu8,  although  I  am  a  tolerably 
fitaunch  Ministerialist  I  could  not  support 
the  Government.  Perhaps  my  title  to 
Bpeak  is  somewhat  different  from  that  of 
most  of  those  who  have  addressed  the 
House  from  these  benches,  because  I 
have  not  the  smallest  pecuniary  interest 
in  any  railway  in  this  kingdom.  There- 
fore I  do  not  speak  from  the  point  of 
view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  or  of  some  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  The  reason 
why  I  trust  it  may  bo  jxwsible 
to  avoid  a  Division  is  this :  The  main 
point  which  struck  me  in  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire 
was  the  suggestion,  wliicli  was,  I  think, 
very  acceptable  upon  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  disputes  of  this  kind  should,  if 
possible,  be  settled  by  soms  conciliatory 
means.  What  I  would  submit  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire,  if  he 
were  in  his  place,  is  that  if  he  presses 
his  Motion  at  the  present  time  to  a  Divi- 
sion it  would  be  a  very  unfortunate 
preliminary  to  the  establishment  of  such 
A  conciliatory  Board  as  he  contemplates. 
If  he  were  to  carry  his  Motion,  the 
Railway  Companies,  one  and  all,  would 
feel  that  they  were  stigmatised  as  com- 
panies who  trcateil  their  workmen 
harslily,  whereas,  although  he  spoke 
witli  certain  vagueness,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  Morton) 
thought  that  some  companies  were  guilty 
and  others  innocent.  I  think  the 
passing  of  this  Resolution  would  be  felt 
by  the  companies  as  fixing  a  stigma 
apon  them,  and  therefore  render  them 
singularly  unwilling  to  co-operate  with 
the  Government  in  the  establishment  of 
a  Board  of  Conciliaticm.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  the  hon.  Meml)er  presses  his 
Motion,  and  it  is  defeated,  the  employes 
of  the  Companies  would  consider  that 
Parliament  was  going  into  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Board  of  Conciliation  after 
pre-judging  their  case,  and  pre- judging 
it  adversely  to  them.  Therefore,  if  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  sees  his 
Sir  Stafford  Nortlicota 


way  to  propose  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  or  Committee,  or  to  make 
some  suggestion  which  will  in  no  way 
impugn  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Motion,  in  so  far  as  that  Motion 
requires  that  the  grievances  of  the  work- 
men shall  be  fully  inquired  into,  I  Lope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  insist  upon 
pressing  the  matter  to  a  Division. 

(9.23.)  Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid) :  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Centnd 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Mr.  Baird)  said 
that  public  opinion  in  Scotland  is  uni- 
versally against  the  railway  ser- 
vants in  their  strike.  I  have  jnst 
returned  from  Scotland,  and  before 
doing  so  I  took  the  trouble  to  find 
out  what  the  public  opinion  of  Boot- 
land  was.  There  are  some  persons 
who  sympathise  with  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, or,  at  least  whose  sympathies  are 
against  the  strikers ;  but  so  for  as  I  cui 
learn  these  persons  are  merely  the  large 
employers  of  labour,  who  feel  very  jealous 
of  working  men's  unions,  and  want  to 
see  them  defeated  every  time  there  is  a 
strike.  Outside  the  class  of  big  employers 
of  labour  I  think  the  fraction  of  the 
Scottish  people  which  is  not  in  favour  of 
the  strikers  is  very  small  indeed,  and  I 
should  say  you  get  a  very  small  fraction 
of  that  fraction  who  have  a  good  word 
to  say  for  the  behaviour  of  the  North 
British  Railway  Company.  The  hon. 
Member  also  said  that  if  concessions  are 
made  to  the  men,  it  must  necessarHj 
follow  that  the  dividends  of  the  share- 
holders will  be  reduced.  That  is  pos- 
sibly the  case,  but  at  any  rate  that  is  not 
an  argument  that  ought  to  weigh  with 
this  House.  Railways  are  monopolies. 
People  who  promote  railways,  who  buy 
up  the  interests  of  former  investors, 
must  take  the  evil  with  the  good.  They 
contract  to  carry  the  public  and  the 
goods  of  the  public  from  one  ix>int  to 
another.  Tliey  have  had  a  monopoly 
given  to  them  because  they  have  con- 
tracted. They  have  contiacted  to  cany 
I  passengers  and  goods  continuously,  and 
to  say  that  they  are  losers  in  certain 
events  is  not  an  argument  that  ought  to 
have  any  weight  with  the  House  of 
I  Commons.  Some  hon.  Members  have 
I  said  we  ought  not  to  make  allnsions  to 
!  the  very  unfortunate  railway  strike  in 
'  Scotland.  I  can  hardly  agree  with  that. 
\  The  latter  portion  of  the  Motion  proposes 
to  give  power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
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limit  the  hours  of  work  of  railway  ser* 
vanta  iu  certaiD  cases^  and  I  maintain 
that  the  present  strike  affords  a  most 
exoellont  illustration  of  the  need  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  havinj^  some  such  power 
conferred  npon  it.  I  speak  on  this 
occasion  as  the  representative  of  a  part 
of  Lanarkshire  that  is  especially  affected 
by  the  strike,  and  I  contend  that  the 
inconvenience  caused  to  the  public  in 
my  district  is  such  as  can  hardly 
be  exaggerated.  Earlier  in  the 
evening  an  hon.  Member  on  this  side 
spoke  of  the  extreme  distress  that  had 
been  caused  in  some  of  the  districts  by 
the  strike,  and  I  noticed  one  or  two  hon. 
Members  laughed.  They  evidently 
thought  the  hon.  Member  eiaggemtedj 
but  be  did  not  do  so.  In  my  own 
district  there  are  several  of  the  great 
steel  works  of  Scotland.  Those  works 
employ  many  hundreds  of  people ;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  strike  thpy  have 
been  closed  for  four  weeks.  The 
etnjiloyh  are  suflfering  very  great  hard- 
ships because  a  Board  of  Scotch  Directors 
have  bad  a  quarrel  with  their  employ h. 
Coal  cannot  be  carried  from  one  place  to 
another^  and  many  of  the  mines  are  not 
being  worked  at  al!.  Other  mines  are 
only  being  worked  one,  two,  or  three 
days  a  week.  The  distress  amongst  the 
mining  population  is  really  very  acute 
indeed.  But  it  is  getting  beyond  the 
labouring  men.  Small  shopkeepers  in 
the  mining  villnges  and  towns  have  told 
me  how  very  grievously  the  strike  has 
affected  their  trade.  They  laid  in  stores 
for  the  beginning  of  the  new  year,  but 
they  have  found  their  trade  almost 
entirely  paralysed.  I  maintain  that  the 
distress  in  the  industrial  districts  of 
Scotland  can  hardly  be  exaggerated. 
When  it  is  in  the  power  of  a  few  gentle- 
men from  no  motive  whatever  to  paralyse 
the  trade  of  a  great  part  of  a  countrj?,  it  is 
high  time,  in  the  interest  of  the  public,  that 
some  authority — and  the  Board  of  Trade 
ia  the  most  convenient  authority — had 
some  power  given  to  it  to  interfere. 
Judging  from  the  newspaper  accounts 
one  would  believe  that  the  strike  is  a 
much  more  j martial  affair  than  it  is. 
Every  dtiy  the  newspapers  have  an- 
nounced that  the  ti-afiSc  was  steadily 
improving.  Nearly  all  the  English 
newspapers  have  indulged  in  systematic 
misstatement  for  nearly  five  weeks, 
I    am    not    in    a    position     to     know, 


but  I  have  a  very  great  doubt  as  to 
whether  even  the  Returns  publi5?hed  by 
the  Railway  Companies  of  their  week*B 
traffic  are  wholly  to  be  relied  upon,  I 
have  seen  very  few  mineral  trains 
running,  and  I  suspect  that  the  Railway 
j  Companies  have  included  in  their  week's 
receipts  receipts  for  goods  which  they 
have  not  yet  been  able  to  deliver.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
m^issioner  of  Works  thinks  this  Resoln* 
tion  is  intended  to  stir  up  discord.  I 
do  not  think  anyone  who  has  been  to 
Scotland  and  seen  how  far-reaching  the 
effect  of  this  strike  is,  would  regard  any 
attempt  to  end  this  strike  and  avert 
subsequent  strikes,  as  an  attempt  to  stir 
up  discord.  Therc  is  only  one  thing 
more  I  wish  to  do,  and  that  is  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  enquiries  have  been  held  or  are 
going  to  be  held  into  the  accidents  that 
have  happened  on  Scotch  railways 
during  the  last  five  weeks.  Every 
morning  the  Scotch  newspapera  have 
contained  circumstantial  accounts  of 
accidents  here  and  there.  Only  one  has 
been  attended  by  loss  of  life,  but  there 
has  been  several  very  serious  accidents. 
I  hope  the  President  of  ihe  Board  of 
Trade  will  tell  us  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  inquired  into  all  such 
aocideiits,  and  that  it  has  not  turned  its 
blind  eye  to  Scotland  just  now  to  make 
matters  easier  for  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  their  ditficultiea.  I  have  felt 
obliged  to  make  these  observations 
because  I  believe  it  is  only  through  the 
authority  of  Parliament  or  some  body 
delegated  by  Parliament  that  a  great 
calamity  like  the  present  strike  can  be 
averted  in  the  future* 

•(9.30.)  Colonel  HUGHES  (Wool- 
wich) :  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have 
taken  credit  for  the  fact  that  the  terms 
of  the  Resolution  appeai-ed  on  the  Notice 
Paper  of  the  House  before  the  strike  on 
the  Scottish  Railways  began,  but  I 
should  have  been  glad  if  the  circum- 
stances of  the  strike  had  been  excluded 
from  the  pre^sent  discu.s3ion,  because 
they  have  a  rather  disturbing  influence 
upon  our  conaidenition  of  the  propoeal 
for  the  establishment  of  a  Board  of 
Arbitration.  It  leads  to  confusion  to 
have  to  discuss  in  one  debate  the  quea- 
tion  of  such  a  Board  being  instituted  and 
the  merits  of  this  particular  dispute, 
whether  the  men  had  a  right  to  leave 
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their  employment  without  notice,  and 
the  other  points  involved  which  have 
no  relation  to  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House.  In  regard  to  the  Motion 
itself  as  it  is  worded,  I  have  no  difficulty 
upon  public  grounds  in  supporting  it, 
but  if  I  am  supposed  to  sanction  any 
opinion  upon  the  strike  itself,  I  should 
require  a  large  amount  of  time  to  state 
my  views  and  explain  my  position. 
With  regard  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
having  some  control  over  the  length  of 
hours  on  railway  employment,  I  have  no 
doubt  as  to  the  expediency  of  some  such  in- 
tervention, for  when  I  look  at  the  results 
of  inquests  and  inquiries  intothecauses  of 
railway  accidents,  I  generally  find  that 
the  man  to  whom  blame  is  attached 
seeks  shelter  in  an  excuse  that  he  was 
overworked.  From  the  regularity  with 
which  this  plea  is  advanced,  and  from 
the  remarks  Inspectors  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  made,  it  is  evident  that  some- 
thing in  the  direction  indicated  should  be 
done.  A.n  accident  near  Taunton,  and  the 
evidence  showing  how  long  a  signalman 
there  had  been  on  duty  is  a  recent 
instance  proving  that  in  the  public 
interest  some  regulation  is  required. 
Having  found  one  sufficient  reason,  I  do 
not  know  that  it  is  necessary  that  I 
should  seek  for  others;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  if  the  Government  say  that 
this  is  a  large  question,  and  before  taking 
action  they  require  further  inquiry  as  to 
how  the  control  is  to  be  exercised,  how 
regulations  should  be  framed,  whether 
they  should  also  apply  to  steamboats, 
omnibuses,  and  other  forms  of  public 
conveyance,  I  should  be  quite  satisfied 
with  that  assurance,  as  expressing  an 
intention  to  deal  with  the  subject.  I 
shall  tliereforo  vote  for  the  Motion,  unless 
the  Government  offer  to  find  a  better 
remedy. 

(9.3G.)  Mb.  BIRRELL (Fife,  West):  1 
think  I  may  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  that  by  his  vote  he  will  in  no 
way  commit  himself  to  an  expression  of 
opinion  upon  the  strike  in  Scotland, 
which  during  the  last  four  or  five  weeks 
.  has  occupied  public  attention.  At  the 
same  time,  I  do  not  think  ho  can  be 
surprised  that  Scottish  Members  should 
sec  in  that  lamentable  conflict  very  good 
reasons  for  inducing  men  like  himself 
to  support  this  Motion.  Like  my  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  just  now,  I  represent 
a  constituency  of  which  I  suppose  I  can 
Colonel  JIuyhea 


say  with  safety  it  has  suffered  more  in 
trade  and  general  discomfort  during  the 
last  five  weeks  in  consequence  of  this* 
lamentable  dispute  than  if  Great  Britain 
had  been  engaged  in  a  war  with  France  or 
Germany  ;  and  when  we  find  this  dispute 
arises    from     the    excessive    hoars    of 
labour    to    which   the  servants    of    a 
public  undertaking  are  subjected,  and 
when  we  find  this  Motion  is  based  on 
official  evidence  of  these  excessive  hours 
of  labour,  then,  putting  the  two  thinga 
together,  it  is    impossible  for    Sootiish 
Members  to  keep  this  strike  out  of  their 
minds  and  arguments.     I  confess  I  am 
rather  surprised  at  the  modesty  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.     It  it  usual  for  most 
Boards  to  magnify    the    importaaoe  ol 
their  functions,   and    they  consider  it 
their  duty,  like  a  good  Judge,  to  amplify 
their  jurisdiction.     But  what  a  futile 
and  absurd  position  for  the  Board  to  take 
up  !     Here  we  have  the  Returns  com- 
piled by  the  officials  of  the  Board,  show- 
ing the  extent  of  this  excessive  labour^ 
and  we  have  Reports  from  skilled  Inspec- 
tors showing  the  frequency  of  accidents 
and  the  lamentable  loss  of  life  resulting 
from    this     overwork     system.      These 
Reports  are  laid   before  us  under  the 
authority  of  the  Department  over  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  presides,  and 
I  should  have  thought  he  would  have 
been  glad  to  avail  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  his  own  Inspectors.     Are  we  to 
suppose   that    these    Reports  are   mere 
academic  exercises  for  the  amusement  o€ 
hon.  Members  or  to  harrow  our  feelings? 
I     should     have     thought    they    were 
intended  to  lead  to  action.     What  is  the 
good  of  sending  Major  Marindin,  Colonel 
Hutchinson,  and  others,  to  inquire  and 
report,  trace  home  the  causes,  and  place 
the  results  before  us  ?    The  Department 
says,  "  We  can  get  the  information,  but 
we  do  not  know  wliat  to  do  with  it"    I 
should  have  thought  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  would  have  been  glad  to  have  the 
means  of  remedy  placed  in  his  hands.  It  has 
been  said  by  Railway  Directorsand  others 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  fix  any 
number  of  hours  as  a  limit  of  service 
in  certain  cases,  and  that  may  or  may 
not  be  the  case  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  there 
must    be    something   in     the      system 
requiring  change   when  Inspectors   all 
agree  that  the  hours  are  excessive  and 
improper.     Tliere    is    no    difference  q£ 
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opinion  among'  the  officers  who  make  tlie 
inquiries,  and  all  we  ask  is  that  pawer 
should  b(j  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
prevent  its  documents  becoming  little 
more  than  waste  paper.  Some  suggestion 
seema  to  be  made  from  the  other  side  of 
the  H«>use  that  further  inquiry  ia 
essential  in  this  matter.  Now;  I  must 
sav  I  think  the  House  has  already  pos- 
session of  sufficient  information.  These 
Reports  are  not  disputed;  these  Returns 
are  not  disputed.  What  more  do  we 
want  1  We  have  the  information, 
und  I  hope  we  shall  have  the 
courage  to  act  upon  it.  The  First  Com- 
jnissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plnnket)  was 
an^rj  at  the  use  of  the  word  '■  imposed," 
and  he  made  use  of  the  familiar  argu- 
ment that  in  this  free  countrj^  no  work- 
man is  obliged  to  accept  any  particular 
conditions  of  labour  unless  lie  hkea,  1 
wish  it  were  so.  I  cannot  hear  the  state- 
ment without  giving  it  a  flat  denial.  The 
poor  man  must  work,  or  starve,  or  eat 
the  bread  of  dependence,  which  is  the 
w*orst  alternative.  If  he  works  he  must 
accept  the  conditions  upon  which  he  can 
get  that work^and  itis  the  duty  of  theState 
to  see  that  these  conditions  arc  compatible 
with  decent  human  existence.  On  that 
part  of  the  question  I  do  not  see  any 
difficulty.  Men  nre  obliged  to  work  on 
the  terms  offered.  No  doubt  in  some 
trades  they  can  protect  themselves.  In 
raining,  for  instance, when  employers  are 
-anxious  to  h'mit  the  output,  it  is  not  so 
difficult  to  c^me  to  an  agreement  as  to 
hours  of  labour ;  but  when  employers  are 
anxious  to  increase  the  amount  of  work 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  an  organisation 
in  any  trade  sufficient  to  protect  itself 
ugainst  the  greed  of  the  capitalist  or  the 
brutality  of  a  Joint  Stock  Company. 
We  have  had  a  Director  of  the  North 
British  Railway  making  observations 
which  led  me  to  suppose  that  he  w^ould 
be  glad  to  support  the  Motion,  but  he 
finds  himself  as  a  Director  in  an 
awkward  position.  If  ho  does  not  pay  a 
dividend  bis  shareholders  are  angry,  if 
his  rates  are  high  he  offends  the  public. 
Between  the  two  he  tinds  himself, 
honest  man,  in  a  difficult  position.  Well, 
I  should  hav*e  thought  he  w^ould  have 
\^en  glad  to  have  transferred  some  part 
of  his  responsibility  to  the  brood  i 
shoulders  of  the  President  of  the  Board  I 
of  Trade,  that  he  would  be  glad  to  find  ' 
it  hat  shelter  which  a  trustee  seeka  from 
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a  troublesome  heir,  saying,  **  I  would  be 
glad  to  comply  with  your  wishes,  but 
the  law  >nll  not  allow  me  to  do  so.'*  In 
like  manner  I  should  hnvo  thought  a 
Directtir  would  have  been  glad  to  say, 
'*  We  would  get  more  work  out  of  our 
servants,  but  we  cannot  under  Board  of 
Trade  regulations.** 

*(9.41.)  Mr.  BAUilANX  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  quite  agi-ee  with  the 
hoD.  Member  who  has  just  spoken  that 
there  is  no  necessity  for  further  inquiry. 
The  hon.  Member  for  JSalford  (Mr. 
Ho  worth)  suggested  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Debute  that  the  Government 
should  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  or  a 
Committee  to  make  inquiries  ;  but  I 
should  like  to  know  into  what  would  a 
Commission  or  Committee  inquire  ?  The 
facts  about  the  length  of  hours  are 
before  the  House  and  the  country  ;  they 
are  published  in  the  Official  Returns  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  if  that  Depart- 
ment requires  more  facts  it  has  ample 
opportunity  of  acquiring  them  without 
further  intervention  by  the  House.  I 
am  afraid  that  this  Commission  or  Com- 
mittee  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  a 
convenient  shelter,  which  is  run  to  by 
those  who  are  afraid  of  affirming  the 
principle  which  underlies  this  Motion. 
What  is  that  principle  ?  That  the 
machinery  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
be  set  in  motion  to  limit  tho  hours  of 
labour  for  railway  servants.  That  is  a 
principle  in  which  I  cordially  concur.  I 
am  not  afraid  of  supporting  that  opinion 
by  my  vote,  and  I  shall  not  be  deterred 
by  the  prr^mise  of  inquiry  from  going 
into  the  Lobby  in  support  of  this 
Motion.  It  seems  to  me  the  Returns 
published  are  little  creditable  to  the  great 
Railway  Companies  of  England.  Honour- 
able mention  has  been  made  of  the  South- 
western Company,  which,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  a  very  small  percentage  of 
guards  on  goods  trains,  does  not  work 
any  of  its  servants  for  more  than  12 
hours  daily.  But  if  we  make  honourable 
mention  of  one  company,  we  must  make 
dishonourable  mention  of  ancther  com- 
pany. The  South  Eastern  Compmy 
has  achieved  the  infamous  distinction 
of  having  in  lSiS9  employed  100  per 
cent,  of  its  drivers  and  firemen  for  over 
12  hours  daily. 

An  hon.  Mkmber:  What— alU 
Mh.  BAUMANN  :  That  is  the  point. 
Fi'om  another  Return,   it   appears  that 
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the  South  Eastern  is  o^e  of  the 
most  unpunctnal  as  well  a§  the  most , 
inhaman  of  the  Railway  Companies  in  , 
England.  I  do  not  think  I  need  spend 
much  time  at  this  hour  in  establishing 
the  position  that  the  State,  as  Represented 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  is  justified  in 
intervening  between  Railway  Companies 
and  their  employ ds.  Railway  Companies 
are  the  ipoiled  children  of  the  Legislature. 
They  come  Session  after  Session  for  powers 
and  privileges,  which,  so  far  as  I  know. 
Parliament  has  never  denied  them  ;  and 
I  think  we,  who  represent  the  people 
who  give  the  companies  these  large 
powers,  are  perfectly  justified  in  exacting 
in  return  a  stipulation  that  they  shall 
work  their  servants  under  reasonably 
humane  conditions.  I  know  there  is  a 
very  strong  feeling  against  the  Motion, 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  adult  labour — and  it 
is  no  use  blinking  the  fact  that  it  is  an 
interference  with  adult  labour — and  that 
is  said  to  be  Socialism  of  the  most  dread- 
ful description.  Well,  I  have  never 
heard  that  Lord  Macaulay  was  a 
Socialist ;  but  in  supporting  the  "  Ten 
Hours  Bill,"  in  1846,  he  used  these 
words — 

<*  I  hold  that  where  public  health  is  concerned, 
and  where  public  morality  in  concerned,  the 
'State  may  be  justified  in  regulating  even  the 
oontracts  of  adults." 

Now,  upon  this  question  of  interference 
with  adult  labour,  we  hear  very  extra- 
ordinary arguments  from  all  quarters  of 
the  House.  I  hear  a  great  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  say,  "  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  restricting 
the  labour  of  railway  employes,  not  for 
the  sake  of  benefit  to  the  employ ^^  but 
for  the  safety  of  the  public.  We  have 
not  a  word  or  shred  of  sympathy  for  the 
unfortunate  men  who  are  being  injured 
every  day — and  the  injury  they  will 
feel  to  the  end  of  their  lives — by  over- 
work, though  there  is  an  overflow  of 
sentiment  for  the  luxurious  travelling 
public,  who  once  in  a  "  blue  moon  "  may 
be  injured  in  an  accident  arising  from 
this  overwork.  I  am  in  favour  of  limit- 
ing the  labour  of  railway  servants  for 
their  own  sake.  Wi9  are  told  that  inter- 
vention is  justifiable  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public ;  well,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  these  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
railway  servants  are  not  also  members  of 
the  public?  They  are,  and  a  very 
Mr,  Baum^nn 


deserving  section  of  the  public.  I  say 
that,  though  in  my  own  constituency 
there  is  no  considerable  number  of  rail- 
way servants.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
take  up  this  prudish  attitude  about 
interference  with  adult  labour  appear  to 
forget  that  adult  male  labour  has  already 
been  regulated  by  the  State  under  two 
very  important  Statutes,  the  "Lord's 
Day  Observance"  Act  and  the  "Bank 
Holidays  "  Act.  There  are  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people  who  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  work  on  Sundays  and  Bank 
Holidays.  You  have  regulated  days  of 
labour ;  why  should  you  not  regulate 
hours  of  labour?  I  maintain  that  the 
principle  of  legislative  interference  with 
adult  male  labour  has  already  been 
affirmed  by  the  Acts  1  have  mentioned. 
Wo  have  ample  precedents  for  such 
legislation  in  the  United  States.  Adult 
male  labour  is  restricted  in  the  State  of 
New  York  on  elevated  railways  and 
tramcars  to  10  hours  daily,  and  it  is  a 
misdemeanour  for  a  company  to  exact 
more  from  a  servant.  In  the  State 
of  New  Jersey  there  is  a  12  hours 
day  ;  for  thp  same  class  of  employes  in 
the  State  of  Maine,  10  hours  ;  there  is 
a  restriction  in  Rhode  Island,  Con- 
necticut, and  in  Maryland,  where  there  is 
a  10  hours  day  in  the  State  tobacco  ware- 
houses, and  on  street  cars  and  elevated 
railways  a  limitation  to  12  hours,  every 
breach  of  the  law  being  a  misdemeanour^ 
for  which  a  company  is  liable  to  a  fine 
of  100  dollars.  In  Pennsylvania, 
Indiana,  Michigan,  and  California  there 
is  an  eight  hours  day,  though  the  time 
may  be  exceeded  by  private  contract. 
But  in  California,  in  all  State  and 
Municipal  contracts,  there  must  be  a 
clause  to  the  efEect  that  the  servants  of 
a  Public  Body  are  not  to  work  more  than 
eight  hours  a  day.  It  may  be  that  the 
law  in  California  is  evaded — that  may 
be  so  or  not ;  my  argument  is,  that  these 
are  examples  of  legislative  interference 
with  hours  of  adult  male  labour,  and  there 
are  precedents  for  discussing  the  principle 
which  underlies  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  that  the 
intervention  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  be  invoked  to  limit  the  excessive 
hours  of  labour  imposed  on  railway 
servants.  If  the  hon.  Member  carries 
his  Motion  to  a  Division  I  shnll  have 
great  pleasure  in  following  him  into  the 
I^bby. 
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*(9.51.)  Mr.  PROVAND  (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars,  Ac.) :  It  is  gratifying  to 
know  that  we  are  to  have  the  assistance 
of  many  hon.  Members  opposite  who  are 
nsnally  not  in  the  Lobby  with. us.  But 
I  am  surprised  that  there  are  not  more 
of  them.  There  appears  to  be  a  fear  of 
the  terms  of  the  Motion,  although  the 
terms  are  so  wide  and  open  that  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  voting  for  the 
Motion  will  not  commit  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  an  "  Eight  Hours  "  Bill  or  any  other 
Bill.  All  that  the  Motion  proposes  to 
do  is  to  give  the  Jioard  of  Trade  a 
discretionary  power  of  regulating  the 
hours  of  work  of  the  railway  servants 
where  they  may  think  that  the 
hours  of  labour  are  excessive.  Tfhat 
may  not  include  all  railways,  and  there- 
fore cannot  be  said  to  cast  a  stigma 
upon  Railway  Companies  generally. 
The  Board  of  Trade  possessing  the 
powers  will  only  issue  orders  where  such 
are  necessary.  No  doubt  the  Board 
would  issue  orders  to  the  South-Eastern 
Company,  and  it  is  tolerably  certain  they 
would  not  issue  any  orders  to  the  South- 
western Company.  I  think  it  must  be 
clear  to  the  House  that  undoubtedly  a 
case  has  been  made  out  for  legislative 
interference  in  reference  to  the  work 
of  railway  men,  and  the  only  question 
that  remains  is  the  direction  such 
interference  should  take.  The  Board  of 
Trade  would  not  define  ^certain  number 
of  hours  to  be  worked  daily  by  every 
man  in  the  employment  of  a  Railway 
Company,  because,  as  w«  all  know  a  hard- 
and-fast  line  of  that  kind  would  be  un- 
workable. But  it  would  not  be  unwork- 
able to  lay  down  a  rule  limiting  the 
number  of  hours  of  regular  and  overtime 
work  a  man  should  be  required  to 
perform  in  a  week  or  a  fortnight.  That 
would  not  be  unworkable,  and  therefore 
the  scope  which  is  permitted  under  this 
Motion  is  so  wide,  that  I  am  surprised 
any  hon.  Member  should  think  it  in- 
terferes with  any  principle  he  imagines 
is  adhered  to  by  the  House  pf  Commons 
as  to  fixing  the  hours  of  adult  male  labour. 
There  are  many  reasons  why  the  Legis- 
lature should  interfere  in  a  case  of  this 
kind.  In  the  first  place,  a  strike  of 
railway  servants  is  not  an  ordinary  strike 
of  workmen  against  their  employers,  it 
is  a  strike  against  the  community,  and 
that  is  what  it  has  been  in  Scotland. 
Perhaps  the  Railway  Companies,  if  the 


strike  should  terminate  now,  would  lose*^ 
say,  jB200,000  in  traffic  and  other  ways,, 
but  that  i?  not  a  tenth  part  of  the  losa 
the  community  has  suffered  by  the 
strike.  In  lAuarkshire  the  men,  in 
many  trades,  are  reduced  to  idleness  by 
the  strike.  There  is  a  single  factory 
where  5,000  men  are  rendered  idle  by  the 
strike,  as  many,  perhaps, as  the  number  of 
railway  men  on  strike.  In  the  print 
works  in  the  Vale  of  Leven  there  were 
at  one  time  6,000  men  in  enforced  idle- 
ness in  consequence  of  the  strike.  The 
loss  to  the  community,  directly  and  in- 
directly, has  been  enormous.  Probably 
this  loss  has  affected  two  or  three  million 
of  inhabitants  in  a  greater  or  lesser 
degree ;  but  the  loss  is  spread  so  widely 
that  it  is  impossible  to  make  a  compu* 
tation  as  to  what  that  loss  has  amounted 
to.  Another  reason  for  interference  i» 
the  interest  in  public  safety.  1  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Salford  (Mr» 
Howorth)  spoke  of  the  Legislature  never 
having  interfered  in  the  question  of 
individual  labour  ;  but  that  is  a  mistake. 
This  House  has  interfered  many  times 
when  the'  health  of  persons  has  been  in 
danger.  There  are  many  instances  of 
Acts  interfering  with  the  conditions  of 
adult  male  labour,  and  this  Motion  will^ 
if  carried,  be  simply  carrying  out  the 
same  principle  in  relation  to  railways 
which  has  been  carried  out  in  other 
branches  of  employment  in  the  country* 
Such  intervention  is  even  more  necessary 
in  reference  to  railways,  because  of  the 
character  of  the  work  railway  servants 
have  to  do,  at  least  those  of  them  who* 
have  to  do  with  the  train  service.  They 
are  onerous  duties,  they  require  all  a 
man's  attention,  there  must  be  no  care* 
I  lessness,  and  he  must  be  as  competent  to 
discharge  his  duty  in  the  last  hour  of 
his  day's  work  as  when  he  began  his 
day's  work.  There  is  another  reason 
why  the  Legislature  should  interfere, 
that  the  men  need  to  be  protected  against 
themselves.  We  have  heard  to-night  of 
a  man  who,  at  the  end  of  12  hours  work, 
undertook  another  shift  of  12  hours  out  of 
kindness  to  a  fellow-workman  ;  and,  on 
the  oth^r  hand,  there  is  no  doubt  that  a 
large  number  of  men,  for  the  sake 
of  the  extra  money  they  earn,  will 
undertake  almost  any  amount  of  over- 
time, and  against  men  who  undertake 
more  than  they  are  capable  of  the 
travelling  public  mu9t  be  protected,  and 
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the  only  way  to  do  that  is  to  apply  cora- 
iptileory  powers  —  powers  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  ought  to  take  to 
iprevent  Railway  Companies  employing 
men  beyond  a  certain  number  of  hours 
•consecutively.  Major  Marindin,  in  a 
[Report  on  a  fatal  railway  accident,  said 
tthat  these  accidents  would  occur  until 
the  companies  were  compelled  not  to 
•employ  drivers  and  stokers  more  than  a 
reasonable  number  of  hours.  There  are 
many  reasons,  besides  those  I  have 
named,  why  the  State  should  in- 
tervene in  a  question  of  this  kind.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  in  this  Debate 
we  ought  not  to  refer  to  the  strike  now 
•going  on  in  Scotland  ;  but  I  say  that  had 
the  opportunity  not  been  taken  to  dwell 
on  the  lessons  we  have  learned  from 
that  strike,  the  discussion  would  have 
"been  a  very  partial  and  one-sided  one. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dublin  University,  and  likewise,  I 
believe,  the  Member  for  Reading,  told 
the  House  that  the  Railway  Companies 
were  very  much  against  overtime ;  that 
it  was  very  costly,  and  that  as  much  as 
possible  they  prevented  it.  One  speaker 
4iuggested  that  all  the  extra  hours  men- 
tioned in  the  Report  were  overtime. 
But  that  is  not  so,  for  many  cases  are 
mere  irregularities.  The  system  pre- 
vailiog  on  the  Scotch  Railways  is  a 
12  hours  day,  with  a  fortnight  unit, 
•80  that  a  man  must  work  at  least 
144  hours  in  a  fortnight,  and  until 
lie  does  that  he  gets  no  overtime.  If 
lie  has  a  day  o£E  he  must  make  up  the 
time  on  other  days.  Now,  the  mechanics 
employed  by  the  Railway  Companies  to 
"build  their  locomotives  only  work  nine 
hours  a  day,  while  the  men  who  drive 
the  engines  sometimes  work  18  hours 
a  day  and  longer.  There  have  been 
cases  in  which  men  have  been  on  a  loco- 
motive for  23  hours,  and  I  heard  of 
one  case  in  Glasgow  where  two  men 
were  on  an  engine  for  28  hours. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University 
gave  us  a  very  interesting  account  of 
the  London  and  North  Western  system. 
No  doubt  there  are  some  good  railways 
and  some  bad  ones.  I  submit  that  the 
particulars  we  have  show  that  the  strike 
in  Scotland  was  caused  by  overwork.  In 
that  respect  the  London  and  North 
Western  Railway  Company  were  them 
selves  very  bad  at  one  time.  In  the 
Mr.  Provand 


returns  to  this  House  for  January,  1887, 
there  were  given  1,204  cases  in  which 
drivers  and  stokers  had  been  at  work  for 

17  hours.  In  the  return  for  March  last 
there  were  only  56  such  cases.  Again, 
in  the  return  for  January,  1887,  there 
were  given  562  cases  in  which  drivers 
and  stokers  had  been  on  locomotives  for 

18  or  more  hours  consecutively,  whereas 
in  the  return  for  last  March  there  were 
only  5  such  cases.  That  shows  what  a 
company  can  do.  We  have  been  told 
that  these  cases  of  excessive  hours  hAvQ 
arisen  from  unforeseen  circumstances 
that  could  not  be  controlled.  But  is  the 
House  to  understand  that  while  in 
January,  1887,  there  were  1,204  cases 
beyond  control,  last  March  there  were 
only  56  ?  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  University 
mean  to  say  that  all  these  cases  arose 
from  causes  which  the  company  could 
not  control?  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
They  could  have  been  prevented  in 
January,  1887,  just  as  easily  as  they 
were  in  March,  1890.  They  were  due 
to  bad  management  in  1887,  and  are 
now  fewer  in  number  because  the  line 
is  better  managed.  Now,  as  to  the 
Scotch  companies— tho  Caledonian  and 
the  North  British.  The  Returns  are 
very  interesting,  and  show  that  the  plea 
of  unforeseen  circumstances  cannot 
apply  to  them.  In  January,  1887,  the 
Caledonian  had  9,'912  cases  where  goods 
guards  were  employed  for  more  than  13 
hours  consecutively.  Last  March  the 
number  had  been  reduced  to  500.  In 
January,  1887,  there  were  364  cases  of 
goods  guards  working  14  hours;  last 
March  there  were  only  113.  In  January, 
1887,  in  23  cases  men  worked  16  hours ; 
last  March  there  were  only  10  such  cases. 
Thus  there  was  a  general  improve- 
ment. But  let  us  examine  the  figures 
relating  to  the  North  British  Railway. 
This  strike  in  Scotland  has  been  entirely 
brought  about  by  tho  shameful  treat- 
ment of  the  employes  on  the  North 
British  Railway.  I  may  mention  at  once 
that  in  every  case  the  figures  for  last  March 
are  worse  than  those  for  January,  1887. 
In  the  last-named  month  there  were  107 
cases  in  which  guards  worked  18  hours 
aud  over  consecutively.  In  March  last 
there  were  no  fewer  than  245  such  cases. 
How  about  the  doctrine  of  unforeseen 
circumstances.      Does  it   apply  to  this 

!  case  ?    The  simple  explanation  is  that  the 
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railway  ia  undemiRiBned,     In  January, 
1887,    there  were   7'2-i    cases  in  wliich 
drivers  and  stokers  had   been   employed 
for  18  hours   or  more.     If  this  line  had 
been  like  the  Caledonian  and  London  and 
North' Western  Ilailway,  if  the  raauage- 
merit    had  improved  the  figures  would 
have  been  reduced;  bnt  as  a  matter  of 
fact   there    were    1,016  such  cases    last 
March.      Therefore,   although    we  have 
been  told  tliat  overtim*^  in  nearly  every 
case  is  the  result  of  unforeseen  circum- 
stances, yet  the  House  can  now  see  that 
the  real  cause  is  very  different  indeed. 
These  figures  illustrate  the  necessity  for 
legislative  interference  in  these  cases,  for 
remember   that   although  these    fig-ures 
have  been  for  montlis  in  tlio  possessirm 
and  knt»wledg€t   of  the  directors  of  the 
North  British,  they  have  done  nothing  to 
remedy    the   grievance,  and    thus  have 
brought  about    the     strike.     Wo  know 
that   the  directors  and    managers    have 
refused    to    treat    with     the    men    un- 
less   they  return   to  their  work  uncon* 
ditionally,  and  trust   to  their   seuse  of 
justice  ;   but  what  scuse  of  justice  can 
there  be  in  managers  and  directors  who 
allow  such  a  stat.-  of  things  to  prevail? 
I   behevo   the  strike    might   have  been 
avoided  if  the  Board  of  Trade  had  issued 
its  mandate  to  the  company  to  improve 
its   management.       The    hon.    Member 
for   Ceutral    Glasgow    referred    to    the 
question   of    dividends,  but    I  am    sure 
the  House  will    aLTce    with  me    when 
I    say    that    dividends     have    nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  this  question.     If 
a  Railway  Company  never    jjaid  a  divi- 
dend  at    all  it  should  be   as   liable    to 
treat   its  rmploy^s  fairly  and  equitably, 
as  is  the  company  which  pays  the  high- 
est dividfud,     I  hope,  at  any  rate,  this 
Debate  will   ioduce  the  Government  to 
accept  tlie  proposal  before  the  House,  and 
that    the    Nort)i    British    will    l>e  com- 
pulled  to  treat    its   servants  in   a  very 
different  fashion   in  future  from  what  it 
lias  done  in  the  jjast,  and  I  therefore  have 
much  plea.su re  in  supporting  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend. 

♦(10.20.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  The  reason  I 
have  not  addressed  the  House  at  any 
earlier  period  of  this  Delmte  is  not 
want  of  interest  in  the  subject,  or  Ije- 
cmse  Her  Majesty *8  Government  have 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.     [thibd  series.] 


not    con.sidered  the    course    it  will  be 
their  duty  to  take  in  regard  to  it.     It 
is  because  I  saw  many   hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  were  anxious  to  address 
the  House,  and  on  a  subject    of    fjuch 
singular  difficulty  and  complexity,  1  own 
I  was  anxious  to  become  ,i.cquainted  with 
their  opinions.     There  is  one  feature  in 
the  Debate   which   perhaps   I    may  say 
has  given  me  unaiTected  and  unalloyed 
pleasure,    nnd    that  is    the   remarkably 
unanimons   and  almost  childlike  confi- 
dence which  the  House  has  expressed  in 
the  Board  of  Trade,     I  do  not  tcike  that 
as  a   compliment  to   myself^  but  as   a 
well-deserve<l    compliment  to    the    per- 
manent ofiieials  in  the  Department  over 
which    1    have   the   honour  to   preside* 
But  that  conHdence  lu»s  been  carried  by 
some  hoD.   Members  and  a   good  many 
persons  outside  this  House  to  an  utterly 
unreasonable  point.     They  are  not  only 
confident  in  us  for  the  future,  a  ad  wiU- 
iug  to  reijose  in  us  very  indefinite  power, 
but  they  appear  to  believe  we  possess  to^ 
a  great  extent  those  powers  at  the  pre- 
sexit  mo  me  fit.     I  have  received  a  very 
considerable  number  of  memorials  from 
jmblic  bodies  and  other  persons  in  thedis- 
tricts  affected  by  the  recent  strikes,  pray- 
ing for  the  intervention  t>f   tlie  Board  of 
Trade,  and  1  have  been  obliged  to  reply 
to     the     effect     that     the      Boartl      of  * 
Trade     has     absolutely     no     aothority 
to    interfere     in     a     dispute     between 
employers    and    cm  ploy  td.       Some    of 
the  suggestions   that  have    been   madje 
un  tliis  piiiut  have  struck  me  as  remark- 
able,    I  have  no  intention  whatever  of 
dwelling  on  this  strike  in  Scotland.     I 
can  assure  hon.  Members  that  if  by  tho 
expenditure  of    any   time   and   trouble 
I    could    have    shortened    that    strike 
by  a  single  day,  no  time  or  trouble  would 
have  been  spared.     But  the  suggestions 
have  been  very    vague.     I    notice    this 
morning  in  a  speech  made  b)^  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow  that  he  is  reported  to  liave 
used  last  night  these  words— 

"  When  Railway  Companies  stood  out  beyond 
a  certatQ  point  in  a  quejjiion  uf  a  »irik©  which 
originutoa  iu  hour5and  oveitime,  in  his  opinion 
Purliamentttnd  the  Gi^v  ere  meat  hud  a  right  to 
say  something," 

A  good  deal  has  been  said  to-night,  but 
that  does  not  carry  us  much  further. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  liowever^ 
went  on  to  say  something.     He  said — - 
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^*Ii  wai  impossible  that  gentlemen  like  those 
ihould  be  dealt  with  by  a  Parliament  in  which 
every  employer  had  on  an  average  several 
votes,  and  the  employed  only  an  occasional 
Tote.** 

Anyone  who  reads  the  Debate  of  to-night 
will  be  of  opinion  that  that  was  a  most 
inWdionsand  unfair  statement  as  applied 
to   the   House    of   Commons.     In    the 
oonrse    of    this  Debate    we    haye    had 
several  suggestions*     It  haa  been  sug- 
gested that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
set   up  a    Board   of    Conciliation,   and 
should  have  some  kind  of  initiative  to 
compel  the  two  parties  to  a   strike   to 
agree,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire,   with  some  inconsistency. 
proposed  to  withdraw  his  Motion  if  I 
accept  a  proposition  which  is  in  no  way 
involved    in    it.     Ko   one    knows    more 
about  legislative  attempts  at  the   estab- 
lishment of  Boards  of  Conciliation  thnn 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Sheffield.     He    was   the  author  of 
an    admirably    designed   Act,  which    I 
am  afraid  has  been  almost  forgotten,  for 
promoting   the  formation  of  voluntary 
Boards   of  Conciliation.     This   Act   has 
fallen  stillborn.     Boards  of  Conciliation 
formed    without     the    interference     of 
Parliament  have  been  most  successful  in 
dealing   with  disputes  between   capital 
and  labour,  and  all  desire,  no  doubt,  that 
that  system  should  be  extended.     But  if 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  asked  to  propose 
legislation   in  order  to  enable  them  to 
appoint  a  Board  of  Conciliation,  I  should 
liko  to  ask  those  who  make  the  proposi- 
tion, firstly,  how  are  we  to  compel  dis- 
putes to  be  referred  to  such  a  Board,  and, 
secondly,  how  are  we  to  compel  the  two 
parties  tocarry  out  the  award  of  i  he  Board  1 
I  do  not  wish  to  argue  that  matter  to- 
night, but  until  these  questions  I  have 
just   put   can    be   answered,    1    believe 
the      idea    of     the     establishment     of 
a     Board     of      Conciliation      through 
the    operation   of  the    Board    of  Trade 
is    nothing    more     nor     less     than     a 
chimera.     Blame  has  been  largely  attri- 
buted to  the  North  British  Company  in 
the  recent  strike,  and  I  am  afraid  blame 
might  fairly  be  attributed  to  both  sides. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  one  word  of  blame 
of   anybody,  becau^  I  trust  the  strike 
will  soon  be  ended,  and  the  news  may  V» 
true    that    it    is    tended    already.     The 
question  really  iit  issue  in  this  strike  was 
not  one  of  overtime  merely.     That   may 
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I  have  been  the  qnestion  at  issue  to  a  ce 
tain  extent,  but  I  believe  the  real  qnei 
tion   at  issue  was  a  question  of  pay- 
what   the  length  of  a  normal  day  shouM 
be,  and  what  was  to  be  paid  for  hours 
worked  beyond  the  normal  day.  That  to 
my  mind  is  not  involved  in  the  Motioa 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  all.      It  is  a 
dispute    between    employers    and    em- 
ployed on  a  question  of  wages,  and  it  is 
a  question  with    which    neither  Parlia- 
ment  or    Government    could    usefully 
interfere.       Supposing    they    were    to 
agree  to  a    six  hoars  day  and  overtime 
to     be     paid     for     at     the     rate     of 
time   and  a   half,    we   should  none  the 
less   have  to  consider  here,  ^m  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, whether  it  was  safe  in  the  interest 
of  the  public  and  the  men  themselves 
that  they  should  lie  free  to  work  beyond 
that   normal  day  as  much  time  as  they 
Hked.     The   proposal   of  the   hon.  Gen- 
tleman   is    that    some    kind   of    power 
should  be  vested  in  the  Board  of  Trade 
absolutely  to  forbid  excessive  overtime. 
I  think  that  anyone  who  has  at  all  con< 
eidered  the  Returns  that  have  been  pre* 
sented   to  the  House  will  observe  that 
the  complaints  of  excessive  overtime  are 
mainly  true  with  regard  to  goods  and 
mineral  drivers,  firemen,  and  guards.     I 
think  ray  right  hon.   Friend   the   First 
Commissioner   of  Works    addressed     a 
very  fair  argument  to  the  House   with 
regard   to  those    Returns.     He  painted 
out  that  they  were  not  so  unsatisfactory 
as  represented  by   some  speakers.     He 
showed  that  taking  the  total  number  of 
men    employed,    and    the    number    of 
working  days,  the  daily  percentage  of  men 
employed  on  overtime  was  comparatively 
small,  and  he  went  on  to  show  that  over- 
time   does   not  necessarily    mean    con- 
tinuous work  ;     that,    for  instance,  the 
driver  of  a  goods  train  might    during 
the  period  of   employment    counted   as 
overtime  be  shunted  into  a  siding  or  shed 
and  not  be  absolutely  at  work  ]  or  that  a 
guard  might  be  waiting  at  London  in  a 
comfortable   room  provided  for  him  by 
his  employers  until  it  was  time  for  him  to 
return  to  his  train  for  the  return  journey. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !  *']     Well,  but  it  is  so.     There 
is   no    question    that    the    London   and 
North  Western  Company  and  also  other 
companies  have  made  provision  for  their 
servants,  by  which  they  have  been  able 
to  take  rest  at  intervals  when  they  hava 
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been  on  dutj  more  than  the  normal 
hour 3.  AgaicL^  a  signalman,  for  in- 
stance, in  a  box  ai  a  countty 
station,  where  there  are  comparatively 
few  trains  pasaiag  in  the  courso  of  his 
12  hours*  duty,  really  has  very  many 
intervals  of  leisure,  and  1  can  aay  from  my 
own  knowledge  that  in  many  of  these 
cases  of  12  hours  work  the  day's  duty  has 
been  as  light  and  ts  as  easy  as  an  able- 
l3odied  nu^n  could  be  called  apon 
to  perform*  I  mention  these  points 
because  I  think  there  are  allowances 
which  should  fairly  be  made  in  esti- 
mating what  is  excessive  overtime  a« 
proved  by  the  Re  torn  a ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  admit  that  in  my  opinion 
the  reports  of  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  show  that  the  safety  of 
the  officials  and  of  the  travelling  pablic 
is  affected  by  excessive  overtime.  In 
the  years  1889  and  1890  there  were  122 
inquiries  into  railway  accidents  by 
Inspectors  of  tb^  Board  of  Trade,  lu 
14  of  these  cases  the  accident  was  found 
to  have  been  more  or  less  due  to  exces- 
sive hours  of  work  on  the  part  of  the 
railway  servants,  principally  drivers  and 
firemen,  and  24  separate  instances  of 
overtime  were  given  in  these  cases.  My 
hon.  Friend  t!i©  MemWr  for  Nortli 
Soracrsetshiro  (Mr,  Llewellyn)  asked  me 
to  state  whether  anything  is  done 
with  regard  to  the  Reports  on  acci- 
dents by  Inspectors  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  which  are  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  Hrmses  of  Parliament.  Well,  I 
can  tell  him,  and  the  fact  is  obvious 
from  statements  that  have  been  made  in 
the  course  of  the  Debate,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  most  carefully  studies  these 
rejiorts,  and  addresses  remonstrances  and 
advice  to  the  Railway  Companies  upon 
any  point  on  which  remoostrance 
or  advice  can  effectively  be  offered. 
That  is  all  the  law  at  present  empowers 
us  to  do,  and  we  do  it,  and  I  l:>elieve  that 
in  many  cases  that  action  and  the  pub- 
licity given  to  the  Report  of  the  Inspector 
have  l^een  followed  by  the  necessary  im- 
provement in  the  arrangements  for 
working  the  railway.  I  was  also  asked 
by  an  hon.  Member  what  course  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  take  with  reference 
to  certain  accidents  which  he  alleged  had 
occurred  during  the  continuance  of  the 
unhappy  strike  in  Scotland.  Well,  Sir, 
we  have  taken,  and  we  sliall  take  with 
regard  to  any  accident  of  that  kind  pre- 


cisely the  same  course  we  should  take 
in  respect  to  any  accident  occurring 
under  other  circumstances.  We  shall  be 
neither  harder  nor  milder  towards  the 
Railway  Company  with  regard  to  them 
than  we  should  be  if  tliere  had  l:>een 
no  strike  at  all.  An  accident  must, 
of  course,  be  of  some  importance 
to  call  for  a  Board  of  Trade  inquiry, 
but  I  must  say  that  the  tendency 
of  my  own  mind  would  be  to  inquire 
more  carefully  into  railway  accidents 
that  occurred  during  strikes  than  into 
those  that  occurred  under  ordinary 
circuro stances.  Now,  a  good  deal  has 
been  said  on  both  sides  about  the  feeling 
of  the  men  in  respect  to  overtime,  I 
think  there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  at 
any  rate  in  the  past^  much  of  the  over- 
time that  has  been  recorded  hns  been 
worked  with  perfect  readiness  by  the 
men  themselves.  I  do  not  say  that  they 
have  done  that  altogether  from  any 
mercenary  motive.  The  men  are,  of 
course,  attracted  by  the  prospect  of 
earning  extra  wages,  and  who  would  not 
be  ?  It  is  not  only  that.  An  engine 
driver  feels  towards  his  engine,  oven  a 
signalman  feels  towards  his  signal-box, 
something  of  the  pride  that  a  sailor  feels 
in  his  ship.  He  does  not  like  to  see  a 
stranger  mount  his  engine  or  put  in 
charge  of  his  signal  box.  He  is  zealous, 
and  admirably  zealous,  in  the  work 
which  he  is  set  to  do.  Therefore  it  is 
not  .at  finding  fault  [with  the  men, 
but  m  stating  a  simple  fact,  very 
much  to  their  credit,  that  I  say  over- 
time is  often  due  to  the  willingness  of 
the  men  themselves  Ui  work  it,  even 
against  the  desire  of  the  com|janiea. 
I  say  against  the  desire  of  the  companies, 
and  I  will  prove  it,  I  know  that  on  one 
railway — and  I  believe  it  is  the  case  on 
others— there  is  a  rule  in  operation  that 
drivers  or  guar<ls  are  directed  to  inform 
the  stationmaster  whorfi  their  trains  stop, 
when  their  hours  are  likely  to  be  exceeded 
before  they  arrive  at  their  destination, 
and  on  their  making  that  statement  the 
stationmaster  is  bound  by  telegraph  to 
provide  for  their  relief  at  the  earliest 
station  at  which  it  can  bo  given.  Yet 
that  rule  has  liad  to  Vio  enforced  on  the 
men  by  fines,  and  the  fact  is  a  clear 
proof,  if  any  proof  were  wanting,  that 
this  overtime  is  often  against  the  dosiro 
I  of  the  Ct»inpanies*  Much  has  been  said 
'  to-night  by  those  who  have  spoken  for 
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tlie  men,  which  induces  me  to  think  that 
the  views  of  the  men  are  changing  on 
this  point — that  there  is  a  desire  on  their 
part  which  surpasses  the  wish  to  increase 
their  wages,  to  have  in  future,  free  to 
themselves,  sufficient  time  for  relaxation 
as  well  as  for  rest.     That  is  a  desire  with 
which  I  am  sure  every  Member  of  this 
House   will     sympathise,  and   I   would 
venture  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
this  desire,  if  it  be  so,  removes  a  very 
serious  obstacle  in  the  way  of  getting 
rid   of  excessive   overtime,    either    by 
the    regulations    of    the    companies  or 
by  the   interference    of    Parliament   or 
the  Government.     I  should  like,  how- 
ever, to  make  one  observation  on    the 
possibility  of  preventing  excessive  over- 
time.    It    is    absolutely    impossible,    I 
venture  to  say,  to  prevent  it  altogether. 
No  one  who  has  entered    in  the   least 
degree  into  the  necessities — the  absolute 
necessities — of  railway  working:  can  dis- 
pute  that  proposition.     You  may  have 
a    railway  accident  which  disorganises 
the    whole  traffic   of    the    line;    trains 
are   delayed,  and   over  time  even  to  an 
excessive    extent,     is    often    necessary 
on     the     part     of      the     servants     in 
the  interests  of  the  public  safety.     Or 
there  may  be  a  fog  or  a  snowstorm,  or 
one  of  the  steamers  crossing  the  English 
or      Irish   Channel     might  be   delayed 
by  a  storm — any  one  of   these  things, 
as  well  as  some   unexpected  excess  of 
traffic  may  throwthe  working  of  a  rail- 
way out  of  gear,  and  there  must  be  over- 
time, perhaps  excessive  overtime,  to  meet 
it.     That,  I  think,  is  a  proposition  which 
cannot  be  disputed.     But  the  question  is 
whether  these  Returns  do  or  do  not  prove 
excessive  overtime,  extending  far  beyond 
any  necessity  of  this  kind,  and    I    am 
bound  to    say    that    in    my    judgment 
they  do  ;  and  more,  that  they  show  that 
there  is  more  overtime  on   some   lines 
than  can  be  required  by  any  difEerence 
between  the  circumstances  of  their  traffic, 
and  the  circumstances  of  other  lines  witli 
less  overtime.     It  was  remarked,  and  I 
think  with  force,  in '  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  the  observations  that  have 
been  made  against  the  Rail  way  Companies 
are  by  no  means  of  universal  application ; 
that  the  action   of  some  companies   in 
these    matters    has    been   deserving  of 
praise,  and  that  if  all  companies  acted 
like  them  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  this  discussion,  or  for  the  interference 
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of  Parliament.     That   I   believe  to  be 
true,  and  I  believe  also  that  the  fact  is  a 
proof  that  all  the  companies  might  vastly 
improve  their  position  if  they  only  tried 
to  do  so.     Still  there  has  been  progress 
in  this  direction.     I  have  compared  the 
Returns  of  March,   1888  with  those  of 
March,  1890,  with  respect  to  the  eight 
chief  companies  in  Great  Britain  as  to 
the    overtime    of    goods     drivers    and 
guards — that     is    to    say     employment 
beyond  12  hours  and  beyond  13  hours — 
and  I  find  that   in  six   of    those    eigbt 
companies   there    has  been   a    sensible 
decrease  in  the  percentage  of  overtime*; 
one    has   been    stationary,    and   one,    I 
am    sorry    to   say,  has  gone  the  wrong 
way.     I  can  assure  the  House  that  thi» 
debate  is  by  no   means   the   first  time 
my   attention   has   been    called    to  this 
subject.     As  long  ago  as    October  last, 
speaking  in  public  in  the  district  where 
the     unfortunate     railway     strike    has 
occurred  —  in    Kilmarnock  —  I     stated 
plainly  my   opinion   that   the   Railway 
Companies  ought   to  take  in  hand  for 
themselves   this   question  of    excessive 
overtime,     that     it    would     bo     much 
better   dealt   with    by   then;   than    by 
Parliament,  but  that  it  would  have  to* 
bo  dealt  with   by   Parliament   if  they 
failed  to  do  so.     Towards  the  end  of  last 
November  I  emphasized  that  statement 
by  an   official   letter   addressed  to  the 
Railway  Association,  calling  their  atten^ 
tion  to  the  number  of  aises  in  which  my 
inspectors  had  reported  that  accidents 
were  due  to  excessive  overtime,  and  re- 
questing them  at  once  to  consult  and 
consider  what  should  be  done  to  remedy 
the  evil.     I  am  sorry  to  say,  however, 
that  little,  if  anything,  has  been  done  r 
the  Railway  Companies,  perhaps,  have 
not  sufficient  influence  over  each  other 
to    remove    this     difficulty    for    them- 
selves.    I    wish     they    had.     I     must 
honestly  say,  rfnd  most  Members  of  the 
House   will  share  this  view  with  me> 
that,  if  the  Railway  Companies  would  act 
in  these  matters  for  themselves,  it  would 
be   infinitely  better  for  the  public  at^ 
large  than  that  Parliament  or  the  Go- 
vernment should  interfere.     But  I  am 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  such  inter- 
ference is  necessary.     And  now  I  come 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  thank  the  House  for  the  confidence  ex- 
pressed in  the  Board  of  Trade,  bixt  no 
where  is  that  confidence  more  touchingly 
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expressed  than  in  the  terms  of  the  hon. 
Meml>0r*fl  Motion.  He  agka  the  House 
to  resolve — 

'*  Thftt,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  ex- 
cessive hours  of  labour  imposed  on  railway  ser- 
vantd  by  the  existing  arrangements  of  the  Rail- 
way Companies  of  tho  United  Kingdom  consti- 
tute a  grave  scandal  on  juaticef  and  are  a 
eoostanK  source  of  danger  both  to  the  men 
themselves  and  to  the  travelling  public ;  and 
that  it  is  expedient  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  obtain  powers  by  legislation  to  i^sue 
•rders,  where  necessary,  directing^  Kail  way  Com- 
panies to  limit  the  hours  of  work  of  special 
classes  of  their  servaDtSf  or  to  make  surli  a 
reasonable  increase  in  any  olass  for  their 
servants  as  will  obviate  tho  neoesaity  for  over- 
time work/' 

But  neither  in  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
nor  in  his  speech,  nor  in  the  speech 
of  any  single  lion.  Member  to-night, 
can  1  hud  the  slightest  hint  as  to 
the  regulations  which  should  he 
made.  This  House  is  asked  to  resolve 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  be  placed 
an  the  position  of  a  general  director  of 
all  the  Railway  Companies  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland.  And  the  Board  of 
Trade  is  to  do  something— -what  we  do 
not  know — tc?  carry  into  effect  the  general 
principle  which  this  House  is  asked  to 
affirm* 

♦Mr.  CHANNING:  I  think  I  st^tedio 
my  speech  that  my  suggestion  was  that 
an  order  should  be  issued  by  the  Board 
of  Trade,  where  it  is  found  by  tlie 
evidenoe,  for  instance,  that  the  booked 
times  for  engine-drivers  are  such  as  are 
proved  by  experience  to  constantly  result 
in  these  excessive  hours,  requiring  tbe 
companies  to  limit  or  alter  the  hours  of 
booking  those  men. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  What  does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  ?  Am  I  to 
issue  an  order  that  no  engine-driver  shall 
work  for  more  than  twelve,  ten,  or  eight 
honrs  ? 

•Mr.  CHANGING :  No. 

*Sia  M.  KICKS  BEACH  :  I  do  not  put 
this  po,int  by  way  of  controversial  argu- 
ment, but  as  a  practical  difficulty.  It 
seeems  to  me  itia  a  practical  difficulty  of 
enormous  importance,  and  when  I  heard 
the  Member  for  West  Fifesb ire  suggesting 
that  it  waa  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world 
for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  undertake  it, 
I  confess  I  felt  disposed  to  congratu- 
late him  that  he  had  not  had  the  ex- 
perience which  I  have  had  of  the  work 
imposed  by  Parliament,  1  am  afraid  at 


my  own  instance,  upon  the  Board  of  Trade 
during  the  past  two  years,  I  will  not 
go  into  the  question  of  railway  rates, 
which  is  not  strictly  germain  to  the  pre- 
sent debate,  but  the  ftfiihvay  Regulation 
Act  of  1888  enabled  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  order  all  Railway  Companies  to  adopt 
continuous  brakes  in  passenger  trains,  to 
adopt  the  interlocking  system  of  signals, 
and  the  block  system  throughout  their 
lines.  The  opinions  of  experts  and  of 
the  railway  managers  themselves  were 
practically  unanimous  as  to  the  wisdom 
and  the  necessity  of  all  these  provisions. 
The  orders  requiring  them  to  be  adopted 
were  obviously  of  a  comparatively  simple 
and  definite  character,  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  I  have  had 
the  greatest  possible  difhculty  in 
adapting  the  orders  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  different  railway  lines 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom,  varying 
as  they  do  from  the  great  London  and  North 
Western  to  some  trifling  small  hxail  line 
in  the  North  of  Scotland  or  the  West  of 
Ireland.  When  it  comes  Ui  a  question 
of  employment,  what  is  it  that  the  hon. 
Member  asks  me  to  do?  The  hoo. 
Member  asks  me,  for  instance,  to  for- 
bid the  employment  of  signalmen  for 
excessive  overtime.  Supposing  I  were 
to  fix  the  maximum  hours  of  sig- 
nalmen at  12  hours.  A  12  hours 
day  for  signalmen  is  a  very  easy 
day's  work  in  certain  cases,  but 
there  are  signal  boxes  where  eight  hours 
is  a  'very  hard  day's  work  indeed,  and 
where  even  half  that  time  is  more  than 
any  one  man  can  do  without  rest. 
Am  I  to  settle  what  should  bo  the 
hours  of  work  in  every  signal  box 
on  every  railway  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom  ?  That  is  the  task 
which  the  hon.  Member  would  seek  to 
impose  upon  me,  and,  more  than  tliat, 
he  asks  me  to  fix  the  number  of  men 
which  I  may  consider  adequate  to  be  em- 

rloyed  in  the  service   "'f   the  railways. 
'  No.'*]     But  he  does,  for  he  Kays^ — 
"  Or  to  make  such  reasonable  iricrease  in  any 
class   of    their   acrvants   as    will   obviate   the 
ntic^aally  of  over  lime.** 

I  mt-rely  put  these  points  to  the  fairness 
and  g<K)d  sense  of  the  House.  How  is 
it  possible  for  any  Government  De- 
partment»  with  any  sUff  at  its 
command  which  Parliament  would  be 
likely  to  sanction,  to  undertake  such 
a  gigantic  task  as  tliis  \  .and   if   it  did 
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nnd^rtake  it,  what  would  be  the  result  t 
Supposing  we  fixed  maximum  hours 
for  drivers,  or  signalmen,  or  guards, 
and  an  accident  cxrcurred,  because  those 
honrs  proved  tiK>  lotij^  in  some  ludividual 
oaae :  would  not  the  Railway  Company  be 
able  to  plead,  **  We  have  done  what  the 
Board  of  Trade  required  ua.  These  hours 
are  within  your  rules.  Your  inspectors 
report,  no  doabt,  that  they  were* too  long 
in  this  particular  case,  and  that  the  acci- 
dent was  due  to  that ;  but  our  responsi- 
bility is  gone  1 "  On  whom  would  the 
responsibility  rest  ?  Woahi  it  rest  oa 
the  Board  of  Trade  ?  Woald  this  House 
be  content  that  any  Government  De- 
partment should  undertjike  responsi- 
bility, practically,  for  the  working  of 
the  railways,  without  owninp:  them 
and  managing  them  as  well?  The 
idea  in  the  hon.  Membt»r*8  mind  is 
a  dangerous  idea  to  me  beyond  every- 
thing, for  this  reason — that  it  seems  to 
me  to  lewi  up  to  the  purchase  and  work- 
ing of  the  railways  of  the  United  King- 
dom by  the  State-  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  worse  than  that  for  the  service 
of  the  public  or  the  railway  servants 
themselves — nothing  more  dangenDUs 
for  political  corruption  in  this  country. 
The  lion.  Member  seems  to  agree  with 
me*  He  disclaims  that  idea,  I  am 
excessively  glad  to  hear  it,  because  it 
brings  us  nearer  together  than  I  thought 
we  were.  I  am  content  to  admit,  as  the 
Railway  Companies  have  not  dt-alt  with 
this  matter  as  they  ought  tci  liave 
done,  that  the  time  has  oome  when 
Parliament  should  carefully  consider 
whether,  and  in  what  way,  it  should 
interfere  ;  but  I  contend  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  overrate  the  difficulty  of  defining 
that  interference — what  it  should  btj, 
and  within  what  limits  it  should  be  con- 
fined, BO  afi  U^  avoid  what  1  think  this 
Houso  wants  to  avoid,  any  diminution 
of  the  responsibility  of  the  llailway 
Companies  for  tlie  mauagemont  of 
their  own  lin;H.  If  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion  is  adopttd,  the  House  will  affirm 
a  vague  principle  without  the  faintest 
explanation  on  the  part  of  tUtise  who 
have  supported  it,  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  would  carry  it  into  effect. 
Sir,  in  thisi  matter  1  mean  business.  I 
want  to  do  sumethiug  practical.  Let 
this  House,  if  it  likes— I  cordiitily  agree 
with  the  view  myself — let  it  affirm  ita 
objection  to  excessive  overtime  as  danger- 
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on  8  to  the  traTelling  public,  and  to  the 
men  themselves.  Let  it  appoint  a  care- 
fully chosen  Committee,  not  t<3  delay 
action  on  this  matter,  but  to  inquire 
whether  legislation  is  possible,  and, 
if  so,  what  that  legislation  should 
be.  Let  u8  come  to  that  resolution  now 
by  an  unanimoui  decision,  apart  from. 
Party  feeling,  with  a  desire  to 
provide  for  the  safety  of  the  travelling 
public,  and  of  the  men,  and  yet,  at  the 
fiamo  t<:>  time,  to  preserve  the  essential 
responsibility  of  thecompan3^  I  believe 
we  can  come  to  such  a  resolution,  and 
what  I  would  suggest  is  this :  I  would 
a^k  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  if  he  agrees,  I  would  propose 
in  its  stead — 

*"Thtit,  in  the  opinion  of  ihi»  Uouee,  the 
employment  of  rRilway  servants  for  exoessttve 
houra  is  &  aonrco  of  dangler  both  to  the  men 
thpiri«eLTea  and  to  the  tra veiling  public,  nad 
that  a  Select  Uommitteu  h^i  appointed  to  inqtiire 
whether,  and,  if  so,  in  whut  way,  the  hours 
worked  by  railway  oervants  should  be  restricted 
by  legislation/' 

•(10.550  Sib  W.  HAHCOURT  (Derby): 
As  to  the  importance  of  this  Debate  and 
the  questions  raised  in  it  there  can  be  no 
dispute.  There  ai'e  involved  in  it  the 
interests  of  the  great  Railway  Companieft. 
perhaps  the  most  powerful  and  the 
greatest  corporations  in  this  country.  I 
am  not  going  to  throw  any  stone  at  the 
Railway  Oompanies  or  their  directors.  I 
have  had  at  one  part  of  vay  life  too  inti- 
mate a  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  whic^ 
these  great  eouoerns  are  conducted  not 
to  render  to  them  a  tribute  of  respect 
for  the  spirit,  intelligence,  and  integrity 
which  they  display.  I  believe  that  no- 
where art}  these  great  corporations  con- 
ducted with  80  much  regard  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public,  and,  generally 
speaking,  the  welfare  of  their  employ  is  ^ 
as  in  this  country.  Therefore  I  shaU 
make  no  attack  on  them  in  this  Debate. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  are  the  men 
employed  by  them»  who  are  to  be  counted 
by  thousands,  and  even  by  hundreds  of 
thousands,  and  I  think  no  one  who  haa 
thought  of  the  exposure  railway 
servants  have  endured  during  the  past 
few  weeks  in  the  weather  we  have 
had  ctin  fail  to  believe  thjit  thsB© 
men  have  exhibited  a  courage  and  en- 
durance equal  to  any  soldier  in  the  field- 
Besides  that  there  are  the  public  at 
lurge,  whom  the   men    serve,  and  they 
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have  great  inierest  in  the  "welfare  of 
both.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  it  we  have  been 
called  upon  to  debate  to-nig^ht  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, in  ft  speech,  the  ability  and  mode- 
ration of  which  everyone  will  recognise, 
proved  to  demonstmtion  the  fact  that 
there  is  going  on  in  this  country  a  system 
of  overtime  which  overtaxes  these 
meOt  which  is  injurious  to  then),  and 
which  is  dangerous  to  the  public.  That 
is  a  proposition  which  cannot  be  denied. 
It  was  sustained  in  a  speech  of  great 
ability  and  earnestness  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Durham,  who 
spoke  with  great  authority  on  behalf  of 
the  class  to  which  these  men  belong. 
How  w*iis  i  t  met  I  It  was  met — I  hope 
I  may  say  it  without  disrespect — by  the 
weird  sibyl  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
We  alwiija  listen  to  him  with  respect, 
whether  he  dictates  to  us  in  the  columns 
of  the  Times,  or  to  his  own  party  in  this 
House,  and  he  says,  in  effect  —  **  For 
Heaven *s  sake  do  not  let  us  be  compelled 
to  vote  against  this  Motion.  Do  con- 
trive for  us  some  means  of  escape,  if  it 
is  only  a  Committee  or  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry,  so  that  we  may  not  vote  against 
it/'  The  hon.  Member  spoke  wurds  of  wis- 
dom which  sank  deep  into  the  Treasury 
Bench.  I  saw  the  consultation  Avhich  took 
place,  and  as  usual  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  proved  infallible,  and  his  suggea- 
tion  was  adopted.  Then  the  debate  con- 
tinued, and  there  was  the  usual  prooessfon 
of  railway  directors,  who  one  after 
another  got  up  and  declared  that  there 
was  no  i^rievance  to  remedy  at  all  ;  that 
everjiihing  was  for  the  best  in  the  best 
of  all  possible  worlds.  It  was  true  that 
occasionally  the  men  might  work  bf?yond 
ten  hours,  but  that  was  an  accidental 
circumstance  which  arose  from  a  condi- 
tion of  things  that  could  not  be 
avoided.  Then  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Commissioner  of  Works,  **  gBrbed 
in  white-robed  innocence  appeared/'  I 
quite  believe  in  my  right  hon.  Friend*a 
innocence ;  but  it  is  not  against  the 
London  and  North  Western  Railway 
that  this  Motion  is  directed.  He  spoke 
of  the  company  with  which  he  is  con- 
nected, and  that  speech  contained  the 
most  interesting  and  lively  statistics. 
But  what  would  you  think  of  a  Member 
who,  upon  a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of 
larceny,  should  say,  **  I  assure  the  House 
of    Commous    on    my    honour    that    I 


never  picked  a  pocket  in  mj  life  V*  We 
know  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  never 
picked  a  pockety  but  that  is  no  reason 
why  there  should  not  lie  a  Bill  to  amend  1 
the  law  of  larceny.  The  question  here 
is,  is  there  a  grievance  to  be  remedied 
or  not  ?  I  remember  when  the  rail- 
way directors  and  the  railway  interest»i 
were  all-powerful  in  this  House,  as  ~ 
that  when  a  do^en  directors  got  up" 
one  after  another  the  Government  had 
to  do  what  the  directors  ordered  them  to 
do.  Those  days  have  disappeared  with 
household  suffrage*  And  though  I  re- 
gret with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Durham  that  the  railway  workmen 
have  not  their  personal  representativea 
in  this  House,  at  all  events  ihey  have  J 
representatives  who  are  disposed— and  ^ 
who  if  they  were  not  disposed,  would  be 
compelled— to  guard  their  interests. 
Therefore  I  do  not  think  that  all  this 
procession  of  Railway  Directors  which  we 
have  seen  to-night,  declaring  that  there 
is  nothing  to  remedy  at  all  in  this  caBe» 
is  likely  to  prevail  w^ith  the  House  of 
Commons.  Indeed,  it  has  not  Because  \ 
if  they  do  not  confess  for  themselves,  ai  ^ 
all  events  the  President  of  the  Board  of  j 
Trade,  with  a  certain  delicacy  towardg-< 
his  colleagues,  has  confessed  the  offences 
of  some  of  the  Railway  Companies;  he 
has  admitted  that  they  ought  to  remedy 
these  grievances ;  that  they  will  not ; 
and  that  they  are  not  likely  to  do  it 
unlcRS  they  are  compelled.  At  this  lata 
hour  I  will  not  go  into  figure b»  but  with 
these  Returns  before  us  it  is  sheer  non- 
sense to  talk  of  this  overtime  being  the 
result  of  inevitable  accident.  It  ia 
nothing  of  the  kind.  There  are  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  instances,  even 
in  that  imixccable  company  the  London 
and  North -Western  itself.  What  ii 
the  fact  ?  In  the  best  companieB 
the  great  increase  of  their  busineas 
has  made  it  enormous  iy  difficult 
for  them  to  meet  the  demands  upon  them; 
but  the  best  of  them  have  made  efforts, . 
and  they  are  meeting  those  demands*  j 
I  would  here  remind  the  House  that  the 
scale  of  this  Retuvn  is  a  12- hour  scale, 
while  that  in  operation  on  the  North 
Western  is  a  10-hour  scale  ;  and,  there- 
fore, whatever  is  in  excess  of  10  houra 
is  in  itself  overtime.  The  other  day  one 
of  the  directors  of  a  northern  railway 
was  talking  to  me  on  the  subject  of  the 
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Btrike  in  Scotland,  and  he  said,  "  Why, 
in  Carlisle  Station,  on  the  north  side, 
there  is  a  12-honr  system,  and  on  the 
south  side  a  1 0-hour  system."  How  is 
it  possible  to  maintain  such  a  contrast 
as  that  where  two  systems  are  in  absolute 
contiguity?  It  is  impossible.  Where 
there  is  a  grievance  of  this  kind,  is  the 
House  of  Commons  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  matter  ?  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  inspired  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford,  wishes  to  get  rid  of 
this  Resolution.  If  I  might  venture  to 
advise  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire, I  should  not  part  with  my 
Resolution.  I  have  had  some  years' 
experience  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  have  learnt  that  if  you  want  to  do 
anything,  and  you  bring  forward  a 
Resolution  of  this  kind,  you  had  better 
stick  to  it  if  you  hope  .to  accomplish  any 
practical  object.  It  has  been  said  that 
public  opinion  ought  to  be  sufficient  in 
these  matters  to  affect  the  Railway  Com 
panics.  Well,  Sir,  if  public  opinion  had 
been  sufficient  to  afEect  the  Railway 
Companies  it  would  have  stopped  the 
strike  in  Scotland.  I  believe  that  all 
reasonable  opinion  was  against  the  con- 
duct of  the  directors.  I  do  not  quarrel 
with  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  not  having  entered  upon  the 
question  of  the  strike.  The  opinions  he 
expressed  to-night  are  a  condemnation 
of  the  directors  in  Scotland.  Every  one 
knows  that  the  conduct  of  the  North 
British  Company  is  intolerable,  and  the 
whole  contention  is  whether  or  not  over- 
time ought  to  be  restrained.  Unfortu- 
nately public  opinion  has  not  been  allowed 
to  stop  this  contest.  There  are  organs  of 
public  opinion,  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, which  have  kept  this  strike  alive. 
I  have  been  ashamed  to  read  the  brutal 
language  addressed  to  the  men  in  this 
CDuflict  by  the  Scotsman  in  Scotland 
and  by  the  Times  in  London.  They  have 
instigated  the  masters  not  to  yield — not 
to  make  any  terms  with  their  men,  not 
to  accept  anything  but  an  absolute  and 
unconditional  surrender.  I  read  an 
article  in  the  Times  the  other  day  in 
which  it  said  the  strike  was  over.  Well, 
Sir,  that  has  been  extremely  unfortunate, 
and  now  wo  have  to  see  what  is  to  be 
done  in  the  matter.  One  of  the  great 
evils  in  this  question  is  that  the  com-  ( 
panics  have  not  chosen  to  meet  their 
men.  They  have  laid  down  the  prin- 
Sir  W,  Ilarcourt 


ciple  that  they  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  Trades'  Unions.  In  my  opinion 
that  is  an  extremely  foolish  principle. 
What  are  the  Trade  Unions  ?  They  are 
the  recognised  representatives  of  the 
interests  and  wishes  of  the  men.  What 
would  you  think  of  one  of  two  nations, 
who  had  gone  to  war  and  desired  to 
make  peace,  starting  by  saying  it  would 
not  treat  with  the  Government  of  the 
other  country?  What  an  absurdity 
that  would  be  !  Can  there  be  anything 
more  absurd  than  the  language  of  the 
Directors  when  they  say  **  We  won't 
treat  with  the  Trades'  Unions.  In  my 
opinion  these  recognised  organs  of  the 
men  are  the  best  means  of  settling  these 
questions,  and  I  believe  that  all  of  the 
most  intelligent  capitalists  are  of  that 
opinion  in  dealing  with  questions  of  this 
kind.  Now,  Sir,  is  there  any  objection 
to  deal  with  this  question  by  some 
Public  Authority  ?  It  does  not  raise  at 
all  the  question  of  dealing  generally 
with  the  hours  of  labour.  In  dealing 
generally  with  the  hours  of  labour  you 
would  have  to  deal  with  traders  on  the 
ordinary  footing,  and  Railway  Companies 
are  not  traders  of  an  ordinary  kind. 
They  enjoy  a  monopoly  created  by  Par- 
liament. They  are  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  are  in  many  respects  governed 
by  the  Executive.  Why  do  you  order 
them  to  use  the  block  system  or  a 
particular  kind  of  brake  ?  The  Govern- 
ment has  accepted  the  responsibility, 
and  surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  must 
see  that  by  ordering  a  particular  kind  of 
brake  he  is  responsible  for  any  accident 
it  may  cause. 

•Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  Act  of 
Parliament  directs  that  it  shall  be 
ordered. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  receives  a  complaint  in 
his  official  capacity,  and  upon  that  he 
interferes  with  the  brakes  used  by  the 
Railway  Companies  in  a  manner  he  would 
not  adopt  in  any  other  trade.  But  there 
is  another  point  to  be  borne  in  mind  with 
regard  to  the  position  of  the  men,  the 
railway  system  is  not  an  open  trade. 
Men  are  brought  up  as  servants  of  the 
Railway  Companies,  and  they  have  not 
got  the  market  that  men  in  other  trades 
have.  They  can  only  go  to  the  mono- 
polists. That  places  the  whole  question 
of  the  labour  of  the  Railway  Companies, 
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who  confine  their  labour  to  a  restricted 
market,  npon  an  entirely  different  foot- 
ing.    Of  course,  there  is  the  element  of 
public  danger  in  the  matter,   and  that 
cannot  be   left  out  of  sight.     But  I  do 
not  wish  to  enlarge  upon  that.     Then  it 
will  be  said  :  "  You  are  interfering  with 
the    freedom    of    contract."       Well,    I 
thought  even  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  got  past  that.  The  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture at  one  time  entertained  a  horror 
of    that    blessed    word     **  compulsion." 
Let  me  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
of  one    of    their     favourite    legislative 
proceedings,  I  mean  the  Allotments  Act. 
That  was  a  compulsory  Act,  and  when 
it  was  passed  they  said  the  new  power 
of  compulsion   would  lead  to  voluntary 
effort.     Well,  just  the  same  will  happen 
in  this  case.  Do  you* believe  that  if  there 
had  been  an  authority  that  could  inter- 
fere with  overtime  the  strike  in  Scotland 
would  have  ever  taken   place?     No,  it 
would  not.     The  fact  of  such  an  autho- 
rity   existing    would    have  caused  the 
company  and  the   men  to   come  to   an 
arrangement.     I  was  surprised,  I  must 
say,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
raise  all  those  difficulties,  which  are  no 
difficulties  at  all,  about  his  arranging  the 
hours   of   labour   for  a  particular  class 
of  men.     That  is  not  what  is  contem- 
plated.    If    a    company    systematically 
worked    its  men  overtime,  it  could  be 
brought  before  either  the  Bioard  of  ^Prado 
or  some  other  public  authority.  It  would 
be  brought  before  that  authority  accused 
of  having  a  general  system  of  overtime. 
An  inquiry  would  be  made  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  had  a  good  system  like  the 
London  and  North  Western  Company  or 
a  bad    system  like  that  of    the   North 
British  Company,  and  an  order  would 
be   made  upon  it  to  amend  its  system 
generally,  and  that  its  system  should  be 
put  upon  a  reasonable  basis,  and  should 
not  admit  of  a  day  of  15, 17,  or  18  hours. 
That  is  business.     It  is   perfectly  easy 
when  a  man  does  not  want  to  do  a  thing, 
to  find  every  possible  reason  for  not  doing 
it  by  raising  every  conceivable  difficulty. 
That   is   not  what    we    intend  at   ail. 
We     desire     to-night     to     make    this 
declaration.     I    do     not    place    in    the 
Board    of    Trade     that   childlike    con- 
fidence which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  would  be  misplaced.     If,  instead 


of  vesting  it  in  the  Executive,  the  Go- 
vernment thinks  it  better  to  leave  a 
general  thing  of  this  kind  to  the  Bail- 
way  Commission,  which  is  a  body  out- 
side the  Executive  Government,  and  if 
it  likes  to  amend  the  Resolution  in  that 
form,  I  would  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to- 
assent  to  it.  That  would  be  a  body 
outside  the  Executive  Government 
to  whom  a  charge  of  that  kind 
against  a  Railway  Company  might  be- 
properly  referred,  and  it  would  be  heard 
on  behalf  of  the  men  on  the  one  side, 
and  on  behalf  of  the  company  on  the- 
oth'Ejr ;  and  the  company  would  be 
ordered  to  amend  its  system  in  a  reason- 
able manner  on  the  basis  of  a  fair 
standard,  and  afterwards  it  would  be  for 
the  tribunal  to  see  that  it  was  so  amended 
as  to  prevent  the  evils  which  had  been 
condemned.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
perfectly  intelligible  proposition.  That 
is  what  we  desire  here  to  see  accom- 
plished, and  to  push  this  matter  over  to 
a  Committee  is  to  leave  it  in  a  most  un^ 
satisfactory  state.  I  believe  already  that 
this  discussion  will  have  done  a  great 
deal  of  good,  and  if  it  is  true,  as  I  believe 
it  is,  that  the  strike  in  Scotland  has  come 
to  an  end,  this  discussion  to-night  may^ 
have  done  something  to  bring  about 
a  settlement.  I  believe  that  if  yoik 
establish  some  tribunal  of  this  kixid  you 
will  be  very  seldom  called  upon  to  use 
it.  I  am  quite  as  much  against 
the  notion  of  interfering  with  the 
details  of  railway  management  as  anyone;, 
but  I  believe  the  knowledge  that  there 
lies  behind  an  authority  which  can- 
compel  justice  to  be  done  as  between  the 
parties,  and  reason  to  be  observed  in  the 
time  of  the  employment  of  these  men,, 
would  obviate  the  necessity  of  ever 
going  into  those  details  at  all,  and  would 
compel  a  reasonable  settlement  of  such 
disputes  as  we  have  seen.  That  is  the 
object  which  I  understand  my  hon. 
Friend  has  in  view,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  support  and  affirm  the* 
Resolution. 

•(11.24.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  thit 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrF, 
Strand,  Westminster):  Mr.  Speaker^ 
1  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in 
reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  admitted  that  a 
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case  bad  been  made  oat  for  tbe  considera- 
tion of  the  House  with  respect  to  the 
•excessive  hours  of  railway  servants,  and 
be  has  suggested  that  some  practical 
means  should  be  taken  by  this  House 
to  ascertain  how  Parliament  could  fitly 
^leal  with  the  subject,  and  whether  legis- 
lation is  required  in  cases  of  this  kind. 
I  have  listened  attentively  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•opposite,  and  he  has  not  suggested  any 
method  by  which  practically  this  evil, 
which  is  admitted  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  could  be  dealt  with. 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  beg  pardon. 
I  think  I  suggested  something  should  be 
•done  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  appointing 
a  tribunal. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
OentlQman  has  suggested  that  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament  somebody,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Railway  Commission, 
or  some  other  body,  is  to  do  something 
which  is  not  to  interfere  with  the  details 
of  railway  management,  but  which  is  to 
lay  down  some  general  principle  appli- 
cable to  the  circumstances  we  have  to 
deal  with,  and  which  will  avert  the 
ovil  which  we  all  agree  ought  to 
be  averted.  My  right  hon.  Friend, 
on  the  other  hand,  has  made  a 
practical  proposition  to  the  House.  He 
hsA  proposed  that  the  question  shall  be 
•examined  by  a  strong  Committee  of  the 
House,  with  a  direction  as  to  whether 
legislation  cannot  be  proposed  which 
<BhaU  have  practical  effect,  so  as  to  escape 
all  the  difficulties  which  the  right  hon. 
<}entleman  tbe  Member  for  Derby  feels, 
but  which  he  has  not  dealt  with.  We 
admit  the  grave  importance  of  this 
question  to  the  railway  workmen  of  this 
country,  who  deserve  all  the  credit  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  to 
them  for  their  zeal  in  the  service  of  the 
public,  for  their  courage,  and  for  their 
endurance  in  circumstances  of  great 
difficulty  and  hardship.  But  let  us  be 
practical  in  dealing  with  the  question. 
We  desire  to  assist  in  the  object  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  in  view,  and  we  do 
not  desire  to  evade  it,  as  we  should 
•possibly  evade  it,  by  accepting  this 
Resolution  to  give  power  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  direct  Railway  Companies  to 
.  limit  the  hours  of  a  special  class  of  their 
servants,  and  so  on.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  might  in  those  circumstances 
Mr.  W,  H.  Smith 


receive  a  Report,  and  might  write  on  tbe 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  stating 
that  it  was  necessary  that  orders  should 
be  issued  providing  that  railway  servants 
should  not  work  overtime,  and  that  such 
reasonable  increase  in  the  number  of 
servE^nts  should  be  made  as  to  obviate 
the  necessity  for  working  overtime. 
There  would  be  a  correspondence 
between  the  Department  and  the  Rail- 
way Company  in  fault.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  that  would  include 
any  substantive  method  of  enforcing  the 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  But 
this  has  a  double  efEect.  If  the  Board 
of  Trade  is  responsible  for  directing  that 
the  hours  of  work  shall  be  such  as  are 
satisfactory  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  there 
would  be  a  demand,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  railway  sesvants  should  be  called 
upon  to  work  during  those  limited  hours. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man 'will  then  see  that  we  are  interfering 
with  the  details  of  railway  management 
which  we  are  incapable  of  enforcing,  and 
dealing  with  difficulties  which  are  more 
serious  than  any  we  have  attempted  up 
to  the  present  time.  Let  a  Select  Com- 
mittee consider  this  very  grave  quea- 
tion  ;  and  if  they  can  come  to  any  con- 
clusion— as  I  hope  and  trust  they  may— 
which  will  enable  the  Government  to 
propose  legislation  on  the  subject,  then 
we  may  arrive  at  a  result  which  will  be 
satisfactory. 

•(11.31.)  Mb.  K  B.  HALDANE 
(Bfaddington) :  The  two  Members  of  the 
Qovernment  who  have  addressed  the 
House  have  said  that  those  who  support 
this  Resolution  have  nothing  practical 
to  propose.  I  reply  that  the  Resolution 
itself  contains  a  perfectly  practical  pro- 
posal Coming  fresh  from  contact  with 
those  who  are  concerned  in  this  strike,  I 
may  state  that  there  are  three  classes  of 
men  who  are  chiefly  concerned  in  it — 
the  signalmen,  the  drivers,  and  the 
guards,  and  they  consider  they  have  a 
grievance  which  affects  the  public  as 
well  as  themselves.  In  the  signal- 
boxes  men  are  occasionally  kept 
on  duty  for  hours  which  are  not 
only  beyond  the  power  of  human 
endurance,  but  for  hours  which  are  in- 
consistent with  the  safety  of  the  public. 
Engine  drivers  are  kept  on  their  engines 
for  16,  17,  and  18  hours.  These  are 
facts  which  have  been  proved  in  evidence. 
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What  we  ask  is  not  a  restriction 
of  the  general  hours  of  labour,  bnt  for  some 
interference  in  the  public  interest — that 
the  Board  of  Trade  shonld  have  power 
to  send  down  its  Inspectors  to  inquire  into 
complaints  as  to  excessive  hours,  and 
should  have  power,  by  means  of  bye- 
laws,  to  forbid  the  employment  of 
certain  classes  of  railway  servants 
for  more  than  reasonable  hours. 
This  if  a  moderate  and  simple  pro- 
position, and  it  is  one  that  does  not 
require  to  be  considered  by  a  Committee. 
It  only  requires  a  small  amendment  of 
the  Act  of  1888,  and  the  proposal  would 
not  throw  upon  the  Board  of  Trade  any 
functions  it  is  not  perfectly  competent 
to  disc  barge.  This  question  has  been 
diacuflsed  from  two  different  points  of 
view.  One  point  of  view  has  been  that 
there  is  a  grievance  which  affects  the 
public  in  such  a  manner  as  to  justify 
legislative  interference.  Not  only  are 
Railway  Companies  monopolists,  but  they 
are  monopolists  who  have  made  very 
large  profits  at  the  expense  of  the  public. 
We  do  not  grudge  them  that.  Their 
Stocks  have  been  split  and  sub-divided 
in  such  a  way  that  it  makes  it  difficult 
to  calculateitheir  value ;  but  undoubtedly, 
compared  with  what  was  originally  paid, 
they  stand  at  an  enormous  premium.  I 
hold  that  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  in  the 
public  interest  we  should  ask  for  the 
simple  powers  contained  in  the  Motion 
to  be  conferred  on  the  Board  of  Trade. 
But  when  we  come  to  th©  wider  ques- 
tion involved,  I  feel,  not  on  abstract 
grounds,  but  in  the  interest  of  labour, 
that  we  are  brought  face  to  face  with  a 
very  grave  difficulty.  From  what  I 
have  seen  of  strikes  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  question  at  issue  in  a  single  one 
oould  have  been  satisfactorily  disposed 
of  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  if  this 
House  were  called  upon  to  deal  with 
these  disputes  it  would  have  no 
time  to  discuss  any  questions  but 
those  of  the  relations  of  labour 
and  capital,  I  am,  however,  glad 
to  think  that  we  are  not  coming  to 
that.  I  agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  that  this  Debate 
marks  an  e[>noh  in  the  history  of  the 
relations  of  labour  and  capital  in  this 
country.  Such  a  Debate  could  not  have 
taken  place  10  years  ago.  It  has  been 
made  possible  by  the  extension  of  the 


franchise.  Even  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site feel  the  pressure  of  their  con- 
stituents, some  portion  of  whom  belong 
to  the  labouring  class,  and  that  is  the 
explanation  of  the  moderate  tone  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade's  speech, 
to  which  I  listened  with  much  interest. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  kid  down 
principles  very  foreign  to  those  which 
used  to  be  urged  on  both  sides  in  this 
House.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  have 
made  a  great  step  forward.  But,  still,  we 
are  only  at  the  beginning  of  wisdom ;  we 
have  not  yet  reached  the  end.  What  was 
the  question  which  agitutc^d  the  public  the 
other  day  in  connection  with  this  great 
strike,  which  we  trust  is  drawing  to  a 
conclusion'?  It  was,  were  the  Beulway 
Companies  to  recognise  the  federation  of 
labour:  whether  they  were  entitled  to 
say  that  for  the  future  the  formula 
should  be  master  and  servant  instead  ol 
capital  and  labour.  It  seems  as  if  a 
great  Party  issue  is  about  to  be  fought 
out  on  that  question.  Wc  shall  have  to 
say  whether  we  on  this  side  ataU  events 
ought  not  to  insist  on  the  recognition  of 
the  principle  that  the  working  people  of 
this  country  are  as  free  and  have  as  per- 
fect a  right  to  federate  against  capitalists 
as  the  capitalists  themselves  possess. 
You  will  never  get  smooth  relations 
between  employers  and  employed  until 
you  recognise  that  principle.  What 
have  you  in  Northumberland  and  Dur- 
ham 1  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Morpeth  could  give  the  House  some 
interesting  information  as  to  Trades 
Unions.  He  could  tell  it  that  the 
Trades  Unions  in  those  counties  are  big 
enough  and  strong  enough  to  appoint 
men  of  business  to  negotiate  with  the 
employers.  You  rarely  hear  of  any 
friction  in  the  relations  of  employers  and 
employed  there.  But  until  you  concede 
that  the  workingmen  of  the  country 
have  a  right  to  federate,  I  do  not 
believe  you  will  have  anything  like 
Rmoothnees  or  freedom  from  friction,  I 
do  not  rely  on  legislation  as  a  means  of 
getting  rid  of  these  evils.  I  recognise 
the  principle  that  labour  must  be  on  a 
footing  of  equality  with  capital.  But 
that  is  not  the  proposition  before  the 
House.  I»  for  one,  shall  suppctrt  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire,  because  it  would  be 
pedantry  to  vote  against  it,  and  because 
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it  embodies  a  proposition  which  could 
be  easily  carried  out,  and  which  I  be- 
lieve would  work  efEectually.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  suggestion  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  merely  give  the  go-by 
to  that  plan. 

*(11.40.)  Mr.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  :  As  I  represent  a  greater  number 
of  railway  servants  than  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed 
to  speak  for  a  few  minutes.  I  desire  to 
ask,  in  the  interest  of  the  railway  ser- 
vants whom  I  represent,  and  who  are 
employes  of  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway,  whether  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  intends  to  move 
the  Resolution  he  has  suggested,  and  if 
he  will  undertake  that  it  shall  be  accepted 
as  a  fact  by  the  Committee  which  he 
proposes  to  appoint  that  there  is  exces- 
sive overtime,  and  that  that  fact  shall 
be  the  basis  of  the  Committee's  inquiry  ? 
I  also  wish  to  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  pledge  himself  to 
deal  with  the  subject  this  year.  If  an 
undertaking  is  given  that  some  practical 
legislation  will  be  proceeded  with  this 
year  I  will  support  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man most  cordially.  I  consider  his  speech 
in  itself  an  ample  justification  of  the 
Motion,  for  he  has  admitted  that  there 
is  excessive  overtime  worked  on  railways. 
With  regard  to  what  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  said  as  to  the  London 
and  North  Western  Railway  Company, 
I  could,  if  I  had  time,  put  a  very  difEerent 
complexion  upon  it. 

•(11.42.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
I  think  I  ought  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member.  I  will  again  read 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  which  I  said  I 
would  propose  if  it  were  accepted  in 
substitution  for  the  Resolution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire.  It 
reads  as  follows  : — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  em- 
ployment of  railway  servants  for  excessive 
hours  is  a  source  of  danger  both  to  the  men 
themselves  and  to  the  travelling  puhlic  " 

— that  clearly  admits  the  fact  of  ex- 
cessive overtime — 

**  and  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether,  and,  if  so,  in  what  way,  the 
hours  worked  by  railway  servants  should  be 
.  Tfistricted  by  legislation.*' 

I  said,  in  making  this  proposal  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  that  if  the  Report  of 
Mr.  R.  B.  Ilaldane 


the  Committee  should  be  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  the  Government,  it 
would  obviously  be  our  duty  to  give  the 
Report  the  earliest  possible  legislative 
sanction ;  but  it  is  impossible  for  any 
Government  to  pledge  themselves  to 
adopt  the  Report  of  a  Committee  before 
they  know  its  contents. 

(11.44.)  The  House  divided: — Ayes 
141;  Noes  124.     (Div.  List,  No.  13.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrajwrn. 

SOLICITORS   MAGISTRACY  BILL.— 

(No.  80.) 
SECOND  READING.       ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [4th  December]^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debaf/C  resumed. 

♦(11.58.)  Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastle] 
upon-Tyne)  :  When  the  Debate  on  thi* 
Bill  was  adjourned  last  night  I  was  en- 
deavouring  to  elicit  from  the  Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown  some  explanation  of 
this  some  what  obscure  Bill.  It  professes- 
to  be  a  Bill  to  enable  solicitors  of  the 
High  Court  to  act  as  County  Justices- 
but  it  really  proposes  in  its  enacting 
clause  to  repeal  the  6th  Geo.  IV.,  chap. 
48.  Now,  what  is  that  enactment  ?  Our 
looking  into  the  matter  I  find  it  an  Act 
for  the  recovery  of  small  debts  in  Scot- 
land. There  are  no  fewer  than  11  closely 
printed  pages  in  that  enactment,  and  I 
do  urge  that  we  are  entitled  to  some  ex- 
planation of  this  extraordinary  state  of 
affairs.  What  is  the  real  object  of  the 
Bill  ?  Will  the  Solicitor  General  kindly 
give  us  some  explanation  on  that  point  ? 

It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 

Honse  adjourned  at  two  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  MoDday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Monday^  26th  January^  1891. 


SMOKE  NUISANCE  ABATEMEJ^T 

(METROPOLIS)  BILL,     [ill.] 

FIRST   READING. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP 
BELL  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  your 
Lordships  to  read  for  the  first  time  a  Bill 
for  the  abatement  of  smoke  in  the  Metro- 
polis.  It  is  identical  with  that  which 
has  lain  before  on  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  Its  object  is  to  pre- 
vent nuisance  from  smoke  arising  from 
buildings  and  factories,  so  far  as  it  is 
not  already  prohibited  by  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  reserve  any  explanation  until 
the  Second  Reading,  and  only  add  now 
that  whether  it  comes  into  force  or  not 
must  depend  to  a  great  extent  upon  the 
view  and  course  taken  by  Her  Alajesty's 
Government  regarding  it. 

A  Bill  to  amond  the  Acts  for  abating  the 
nuisance  arising  from  the  smoko  of  furnaces 
and  fireplaces  within  the  Metropolis— Presented 
by  the  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell ;  read  I* ; 
and  to  be  printed.     (No.  22.) 

SHERIFFS  (assizes  EXPENSES)  BJLL  [h.L.I. 

A  Bill  respecting  the  expenses  of  high  sheriffs 
in  connexion  with  assizes— Was  presented  by 
the  Earl  of  Camperdown  ;  read  1*  ;  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  23.) 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENT  AT  WORTLEY. 

♦Earl  DE  LA  WARR :  My  Lords,  I 
rise  to  move  for  a  Copy  of  the  Report  of 
the  Inspector  of  Railways  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  relative  to  an  accident  which 
occurred  at  Wortley,  near  Leeds,  on  the 
Great  Northern  line  on  the  24th  De- 
cember last.  I  should  state  that  my 
object  in  doing  this  is  that  your  Lord- 
ships may  have  before  you  one  of  the 
Reports  of  the  Inspectors  of  Railways 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  which  show  the 
connection  between  some  accidents 
and  the  excessive  hours  of  work 
of  railway  servants.  I  believe 
that  in  this  Report  the  Inspector 
specially  alludes  to  that  fact.  I  under- 
stand that  besides  this  accident  there  are 
others  which  are  reported  upon  in  a 
similar  manner,  namely,  as  connecting 
them  with  the  excessive  hours  of  work 
of  railway  servants.     I  ahould  have  been 
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I  glad    to   have    had  the   whole   of    the 
j  Reports  upon  such  accidents  together  ; 
but  I  have  been  informed,  as  probably 
your  Lordships  know,  that  the  Reports 
of  all  railway  accidents  that  are  inquired 
into   are   laid  upon  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships.      I  am  not  quite  certain  to 
what     period    they     reach,    but     your 
Lordships  will  find  that  within  the  last 
12  months,  or   nearly  that  time,  there 
have    been  a   number   of    accidents    to 
which  the   Inspectors  have  referred  as 
being   the    result,  more  or   less,  of  the 
overwork   of    the    servants.     I    should 
have  been  glad   to  have  had  all  those 
Reports  together  laid  before  your  Lord- 
ships ;  but  inasmuch  as  they  are  already 
in  the  possession  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  me  to  ask  per- 
mission  to   extend   the  notice  which  I 
have  upon  the  Paper.     I  would,  there- 
fore, ask  that  this  Report  may  separately 
be    laid    before    your    Lordships   as    a 
specimen    of  Reports    connecting    rail- 
way   accidents    with    overwork.      This 
matter  has  become  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, as  your  Lordships  must  know, 
especially  lately,  seeing  what  we  have 
read  and  heard,  and  these  Reports  are  of 
value,  as  showing  that  there  is  a  certain 
class  of  accidents  which  are  materially 
connected   with  the  overwork  of    rail- 
way servants. 

Moved  for — 

**  Copy  of  the  Report  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  relative  to  the  railway  accident 
at  Wortley  on  the  24th  of  December,  1890."— 
[The  Earl  Be  Li  Warr,^ 

♦The  SECREl'ARY  to  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Lord  Balfoub  of  Burleigh)  : 
My  Lords,  as  the  noble  Earl  has  asked  for 
it,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  laying 
this  Report  specially  upon  the  Table  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  I  will  do  so ; 
but  I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  toHhe  fact  that  these  Reports 
are  systematically  presented  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  at  periods  of  a  few 
months.  The  Reports  for  the  first  half  of 
last  year  have  already  been  printed  and 
are  in  the  hands  of  your  Lordships.  .The 
Returns  for  the  last  half  of  last  year  are 
in  the  printers'  hands,  and  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  as  soon  as 
possible.  This  Report,  which  the  noble 
Lord  refers  to  in  his  Motion,  was  dealt 
with  in  the  usual  way  at  the  time  it 
was  presented,  that  is,  that  after 
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being  presented  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  it  was  communicated  to  the 
Railway  Companies  concerned,  and  their 
attention  called  particularly  to  any 
matter  which  seems  to  require  to  be 
called  to  their  attention,  and  it  was  made 
public  through  the  usual  channels  of 
information.  It  is  quite  true  that  in  his 
Report  upon  the  accident  at  Wortley 
Major  IVlarindin  does  call  attention  to 
the  length  of  hours  which  some  of  the 
servants  of  the  company  had  worked, 
but  he  clearly  exonerates  those  servants 
from  any  blame  for  the  accident,  and,  so 
far  as  his  opinion  is  concerned,  he  lays 
the  blame  for  the  accident  upon  a  ser- 
vant who  had  bsen  on  duty  about  seven 
hours  and  a  half.  At  any  rate,  your 
Lordships  shall  be  able  to  judge  of  the 
Report  for  yourselves,  for  I  shall  be 
glad  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Lord  COLVILLE  of  CULROSS  :  The 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  this 
subject  alluded,  in  the  outset  of  his 
remarks,  to  a  connection  between  the 
railway  accident  he  refers  to  and 
letigthened  hours  of  labour  of  the  ser- 
vants on  the  line.  Probably  he  has 
never  seen  this  Report,  for  if  he  had  he 
might  have  read  a  paragraph  in  it  where 
the  Inspector  of  the  Board  of  Trade  says 
that  *'the  persons  responsible  for  the 
collision  were  the  signalmen,"  and 
nobody  else.  Therefore,  the  long 
period  which  this  driver  had  been 
with  tis  engine  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  whatever.  But 
upon  that  subject  of  the  lengthened 
hours  which  the  man  had  been  driving 
bis  engine  I  wish  to  make  this  explana- 
tion :  he  commenced  his  work  at  a 
quarter  paht  3  in  the  morning;  he 
went  a  distance  of  six  miles,  and  then 
for  six  hours  and  ten  minutes  he  never 
moved ;  he  then  went  a  distance  of 
6ight  miles,  and  he  then  rested  for  three 
and  a  half  hours.  In  fact,  during  the 
long  period  of  18  hours  he  was  upon  the 
engine  he  drove  but  a  short  distance  on 
account  of  a  dense  fog  which  existed 
throughout  the  day,  so  that  it  was  hardly 
.  possible  for  the  engine  to  move  at  all. 
Puring  the  whole  time  he  was  upon  the 
engine  he  only  travelled  29  J  miles. 

•EAiLDELAWARR:  I  would  call  the 
noble  Lord's  attention  to  the  concluding 
paragraph  on  page  5  of  the  Report, 
which  states  that — 

Loi'd  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


**  The  driver  and  fireman  of  the  Great 
Northern  engine  had  at  the  time  of  the  collision 
been  on  duty  for  18^  hours,  which  is  far  longer 
than  any  driver  should  be  allowed  to  remain 
upon  an  engine,  both  for  his  own  sake  and  for 
the  safety  of  the  public.*' 

Lord  COLVILLE  or  CULROSS :  That 
was  the  driver  of  the  engine  which  was 
run  into,  not  of  the  engine  which  caused 
the  accident. 

*Eael  DE  la  WARR:  My  question  was 
directed  to  the  whole  circumstances 
attending  the  accident,  and  was  not  con- 
fined to  the  fact  of  one  driver  having 
been  on  duty  for  18 J  hours. 

Lord  COLVILLE  op  CULROSS:  It 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  accident. 

On  Question, agreed  to;  Return  ordered 
to  be  laid  before  the  House ;  Return  laid 
before  the  House  (pursuant  to  Order), 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

^lETROPOLITAN  HOSPITALS,  Ac. 
The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com* 
mittee  from  time  to  time  to  be  printed  for  thP 
use  of  the  Members  of  this  House  (No.  24)  > 
but  nu  copies  thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to 
Members  of  the  Committee  and  to  such  other 
persons  as  the  Committee  shall  think  fit,  until 
further  order. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS. 
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QUESTIONS. 


THE  CHELSEA  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  can  state  to 
the  House  what  progress  has  been  made 
in  the  settlement  of  the  a&irs  of  the 
Chelsea  Sayings  Bank,  and  the  amoun  t 
in  the  pound  paid  to  depositors  up 
to  this  dat«,  and  also  what  prospects 
there  are  of  a  final  dividend ;  and  will 
he  state  the  amount  of  the  total  em- 
bezzlements of  the  late  manager  and 
secretary  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  An  Order  was  made 
on  the  24th  of  December  for  payment  of 
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a  further  and  final  dividend,  making  208.  I 
in  the  pound.  The  liquidator  is  proceed-  | 
ing  witli  the  p:wment  of  the  depositors. 
The  secretary  of  the  bank  has  this  week 
been  arrested,  and  is  remanded  on 
charges  of  falsification  and  embezzlenicut. 
It  has  not  been,  and  will  not  be, 
necessary  to  ascertain  the  exact  amount 
which  is  supposed  to  have  been  em- 
bezzled by  him,  but  sufficient  has  been 
traced  by  the  official  liquidator  to  enable 
charges  to  be  preferred,  and  for  him  to 
speak  as  to  a  large  amount.  As,  how- 
ever, the  charge  of  embezzlement  is  now 
the  subject  of  inquiry  in  a  Criminal 
Court,  I  think  it  would  not  be  right  at 
present  to  give  any  answer  to  this  part 
of  the  question,  which  assumes  the 
guilt  of  the  accused. 

THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  as  to  the  pro- 
gress made  in  the  liquidation  of  the 
CardifE  Savings  Bank  ;  and  whether  any 
further  amount  has  been  paid  to  the 
depositors  in  the  shape  of  dividend; 
and,  if  so,  how  much  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  official  liquidator  that  the  amounts 
at  present  recovered  are  not  sufficient  to 
enable  him  to  apply  for  leave  to  pay  any 
further  dividends.  Four  trustees  and 
managers,  and  the  representatives  of 
three  deceased  trustees  and  manngers, 
have  made  payments  to  the  liquidator 
wh  ich  the  Court  have  permitted  him  to 
accept  in  full  settlement  of  the  claims 
on  those  gentlemen.  Proceedings,  how- 
ever, are  in  progress  against  a  number  of 
the  trustees  and  managers  who  declined 
to  admit  any  liability ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  hon.  Member  will 
understand  that  I  am  not  in  a  po:<ition 
to  make  any  statement  at  present  as  to 
the  prospect  of  a  dividend. 

IRELAND-TRADE  IN  METHYIJLTED 
SPIRITS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  O'Neill, 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Inland  Revenue 
Commissioners  have  carefully  inquired 
into  the  allegation  that  methyhs^ted  spirits 
are  used  in  Antrim  and  Derry  for  con- 
sumption, but  have  not  been  able  to  find 
that  such  practice  prevails.  If  the  hon. 
Member  can  supply  me  with  any  evi- 
dence as  to  the  practice,  or  indicate  the 
sources  from  which  such  evidence  can 


be  procured,  the  matter  shall  be  followed 
up  vigorously. 

THE  HOUSE  OF  C0M2J:0NS  READING 
ROOM. 
In  reply  to  Sir  J.  Swinburne, 

♦The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  the  electric  lighting  in  some  parts 
of  the  building  is  not  yet  all  that  we 
could  desire ;  but  I  hope  we  shall  be 
able  steadily  to  improve  it.  In  many 
places  it  is  in  a  transition  state. 

THE  DONEGAL  EA^CTIONS. 

Mr.  DALTON  (Donegal,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
if  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
account  of  the  eviction  of  Mrs.  M*Ginley 
at  Meenacladdy,  County  Donegal,  on  15th 
November  last,  at  which,  on  a  show  of 
resistance  by  those  inside  the  house,  the 
police  commenced  throwing  volleys  of 
stones  at  the  house,  and  continued  doing 
so  until  the  eviction  was  completed  ; 
and  whether  this  action  on  the  part  cf 
the  police  was  sanctioned  by  him  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  From  the  Report  before  me,  it 
appears  that  the  police  were  violently 
ass^iiled  with  stones  from  inside  the 
house,  and  were  placed  in  considerable 
danger.  Some  stones  were  then  thrown 
by  the  bailiffs  and  by  a  few  of  the  police 
in  order  to  keep  the  assailants  back  from 
the  window.  In  reply  to  the  second 
paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that  the  notion 
of  certain  of  the  police  appears  to  have 
arisen  out  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
moment,  and  to  have  been  taken  in  self- 
defence 

Mr.  DALTON  :  Is  it  the  fact  that  at  the 
trial  of  these  boys  the  District  Inspector 
stated  that  the  whole  thing  had  been 
premeditated  and  pre-arranged  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  do  not  see  that  in 
the  Report  before  me.  Some  of  the 
police  were  not  summoned  for  assault^ 
and  the  case  was  dismissed  by  the 
Magistrates  on  the  ground  that  the  police 
were  justified  in  the  action  they  took. 

CATHOLIC  PRIESTS  AT  ELECTIONS. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney   General  for 
Ireland  whether,  in  view  of  the  prevail- 
ing  custom  in    Ireland    of    appointing 
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Roman  Catholic  clergymen  as  agents 
within  the  polling  booths  at  contested 
elections,  the  Government  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  amending  the  Ballot  Act 
in  the  direction  of  preventing  clergymen 
acting  in  this  capacity  ? 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  ques- 
tion, may  I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  if  it 
is  not  the  fact  that  at  the  last  election 
for  South  Tyrone  several  clerical  gentle- 
men of  various  denominations  acted  as 
agents  both  inside  and  outside  of  the 
polling  booths  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

Mr.  madden  :  Without  pronouncing 
any  opinion  on  the  custom  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers,  and  without  pronouncing 
upon  the  expediency  of  making  any 
alteration  in  the  existing  law  governing 
the  election  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
I  may  state — and  my  hon.  Friend  will 
probably  agree  with  me  —  that  the 
exigencies  of  Parliamentary  business  do 
not  at  present  seem  to  hold  out  much 
hope  of  our  being  able  to  add  any 
seriously  controversial  measures  to  the 
programme  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  H.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford, 
E.) :  In  the  event  of  a  measure  being 
introduced  by  a  private  Member,  will 
the  Government  be  prepared  to  give  it, 
at  least,  a  benevolent  consideration  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  cannot  enter  into 
any  engagement  on  the  subject. 

MAGISTRATES*  PENSIONS 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  it  is  a  fact  that  it  is  proposed 
to  arrange  that  Irish  Resident  Magistrates 
who  have  previously  served  in  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  are  to  be  allowed  to 
reckon  their  service  in  the  Constabulary 
in  their  claim  for  pension  as  Magistrates ; 
and  in  what  respects  the  granting  of 
pensions  in  the  case  of  such  Irish  Magis- 
trates differs  from  the  course  pursued  in 
the  granting  of  pensions  to  Magistrates 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Owing  to  a  defect  in 
the  law,  public  officials  transferred  from 
any  Service  in  the  United  Kingdom 
having  a  special  Pension  Code  of  its  own 
to  a  Service  pensionable  under  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1859  forfeit  their 
previous  service,  and  it  is  proposed  to 
Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell 


remedy  this  injustice  by  amending  legis- 
lation. The  proposed  legislation  would 
secure  for  Irish  Resident  Magistrates 
their  previous  service  in  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  in  cases  where  appoint- 
ments were  made  from  that  body.  I 
have  no  official  cognizance  of  the  matter 
referred  to  in  the  second  paragraph  ;  but 
if  there  are  any  such  Magistrates  whose 
pensions  are  governed  by  the  Superan- 
nuation Act  of  1859,  and  if  they  have 
previous  continuous  service  in  any  branch 
of  the  Public  Service  with  a  special  Pen- 
sion Code,  they  are  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  the  Irish  Resident  Magistrates 
who  have  been  transferred  from  service 
in  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Are  the   pensions  to 
be  merely  for  the  benefit  of  Government 
minions  ? 
*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  I 

POTATOES  FOR  IRELAND. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  will  take  precautions  to 
prevent  potatoes  grown  outside  of  Scot- 
land, and  imported  into  Scotland,  being* 
sold  as  Scotch  seed  to  Irish  Unions,  or 
to  contractors  for  Irish  Unions  ? 

*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertsox,  Bute)  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  means  are  available  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  for  effectively  taking  such 
precautions  as  seem  to  be  indicated  in  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man. On  the  other  hand,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  such  a  transaction  as  he  describes 
is  a  fraud  on  the  purchasers,  injurious 
both  to  the  poor  in  Ireland  and  to  the 
dealers  in  genuine  Scotch  seed.  Should 
information  be  p,ivon  to  the  criminal 
authorities  in  Scotland  of  any  specific 
case  of  such  fraud  occurringin  Scot- 
land, that  information  will  receive 
due  consideration,  and  should  the 
facts  be  found  to  come  within  the 
legitimate  scope  of  the  Criminal  Law^ 
there  will  be  every  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Scotch  Authorities  to  aid  in 
repressing  this  shabby  and  reprehensible 
practice. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  instruct  the  police  in  Scotland 
to  take  action  in  the  event  of  a  breach 
of  the  law  ? 

•Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  may  rely  upon  it 
that  every  precaution  wiU  be  taken. 
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PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
*Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what,  in  round  numbers,  will  be  the 
estimated  capital  value  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  created  by  the  Purchase  of  Lmd 
and  Congested  Districts  (Ireland)  Bill  on 
the  40th  year  of  its  operation  if  the  fall 
powers  of  lending,  under  Clause  6  (2), 
and  re-leuding  under  Clause  6  (3),  are 
at  once  exercised,  and  if  all  the  payments 
into  the  Sinking  Fund  under  Clause  1 
(2)  ara  duly  made,  and  the  whole 
accumulated  as  provided  by  Clause  7 
(4)  but  leaving  out  of  account  the  un- 
certain elements  of  further  increase  to 
the  fund,  such  as  payments  to  it  for  re- 
demption of  Purchase  Annuities  and  for 
purchaser's  insurance  money  ;  what  will 
be  the  estimated  income  of  the  Guaran- 
tee Fund  for  that  year ;  what  will  be  the 
estimated  total  of  the  Four  per  Cent. 
Purchase  Annuities  due  to  the  Treasury 
from  all  the  tenant  purchasers,  for  the 
game  year,  if  none  have  been  redeemed  ; 
and  does  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend that  the  Guarantee  Fund  sliall 
provide  for  the  payment  of  the  whole  of 
the  Purchase  Annuities  if  default  is  com- 
mitted, or  only  of  a  part  thereof  ;  and  if 
the  latter,  from  what  source  is  the  re- 
mainder to  be  recovered  by  the  Trea- 
sury ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  A  Return  is  being 
prepared  and  will  shortly  be  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members,  which  will  substan- 
tially give  an  answer  to  the  first  three 
questions  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  he  is 
not  able  to  construct  an  answer  for  him- 
self out  of  the  Return,  perhaps  he  will 
put  a  further  question  to  me  on  the  sub- 
ject. With  regard  to  the  fourth  para- 
graph, it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  Guaran- 
tee Fund  shall  provide  for  the  payment 
of  the  whole  of  the  Purchase  Annuities  if 
default  is  committed. 

*Mr.  KEAY  :  When  will  the  Return 
be  presented  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  being  printed, 
and  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  a  few  days. 

LIGHT  RAILWAY  FROM  MACROOM  TO 
BALLYVOURNEY. 
Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  carry  out  the  pro- 


posed line  of  light  railway  between 
Macroom  and  Ballyvourney ;  and 
whether,  owing  to  the  failure  of  the 
potato  crop  and  lack  of  labour  in  the 
district  in  question,  active  steps  will 
goon  be  taken  to  promote  this  public 
work? 

M  R.  MADDEN  :  I  have  made  inquiry, 
but  I  cannot  find  that  any  light  railway 
htis  been  proposed  between  the  places 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
firs  I:  paragraph  of  the  question. 

Dr.  tanner  :  If  a  proposal  is  made 
to  the  Government,  will  any  active  steps 
be  taken  in  the  matter  ^ 

Mr.  madden  :  I  am  sure  that  every 
afctention  will  be  paid  to  the  matter. 

MAlilNE  POLICE  FORCE  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Ur.  duff  (Banffshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  what  steps,  if  any, 
tlie  Government  propose  to  take  to  in- 
crease the  Marine  Police  Force  in  Scot- 
land, so  as  to  enable  them  to  enforce  the 
bye- laws  recently  approved  by  the  Secre- 
ttiry  for  Scotland,  to  limit  the  operation 
nf  trawlers,  especially  in  the  Moray 
Firth t 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  is  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Admiralty  and  Treasury, 
with  the  view  to  concert  measures  to 
provide  the  necessary  supervision. 

ARDCHATTAN  AND  MUCKAIRN 
SCHOOL  DOAIU). 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Ri>lIox):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  is  aware  that  all  the  meml)ers 
of  Ardchattan  and  Muckairn  School 
Board  have  resigned,  in  consequence  of 
the  Scotch  PJducation  Department  having 
placed  on  the  annual  grant  list  an  Epis- 
copal school  at  Bonaw  Quarries  ;  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fjvct  that  the  School  Board,  compelled 
by  the  Department,  in  1886  erected  a 
siihool  on  a  site  recommended  to  them 
by  the  Department,  to  accommodate 
ciiildren  whose  parents  wera  engaged  in 
Bonaw  Quarries;  and  that  in  order  to 
obtain  this  site  a  public  inquiry  was  held 
by  the  Sheriff,  followed  by  a  Provisional 
Onler,  reference,  and  arbitration,  at  con- 
siderable expense,  and  now  a  burden 
upnu  the  ratepayers ;  notwithstanding 
the  facts  that  the  Board  School  contains 
a mj^le  accommodation  for  all  the  children 
of  school  age  in  the  district,  and  that,  in 
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order  to  improve  the  education,  the 
School  Board  pensioned  the  previous 
teacher,  and  recently  appointed  a  teacher 
holding  first  class  certificates ;  how  many 
children  there  are  of  school  age  in  the 
district,  whose  parents  are  Episcopalians ; 
whether  any  of  these  children  attend 
the  Board  School;  Avhat  are  the  num- 
bers on  roll  and  in  average  attendance 
in  the  Board  school  and  Episcopalian 
school  respectively ;  when,  and  under 
what  circumstances,  and  for  what  reasons, 
was  the  Episcopal  school  placed  en  the 
annual  grant  list ;  and  what  steps  the 
Department  intend  taking  for  the  election 
of  a  new  School  Board,  or  for  carrying 
on  the  educational  work  of  the  parish  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am 
aware  that  the  School  Board  of  Ard- 
chattan  and  Muckairn  have  given  notice 
of  resignation  on  the  ground  stated. 
The  Department  is  now  in  correspondence 
with  the  Board  on  the  subject,  and  a  reply 
from  the  School  Board  to  a  communi- 
cation recently  addressed  to  the  Board 
has  been  promised.  In  these  circum- 
stances, and  as  it  is  most  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  district  that  an  under- 
standing should  be  reached,  and  that  the 
difl&culty  which  has  arisen  should  be 
amicably  settled,  I  must  refrain  from 
dealing  at  present  with  the  argumenta- 
tive question  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
put  to  me. 

BEHRING  SEA  FISHERIES. 

Mr  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  any  reply  has 
yet  been  received  from  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  in  reply  to  Lord 
Salisbury's  despatch  of  the  10th  August, 
1890,  proposing  a  reference  to  arbitra- 
tion of  all  disputes  regarding  the  seizure 
of  Canadian  sealers  and  the  capture  of 
seals  outside  the  three  line  limit  in 
Alaskan  Waters  ;  if  so,  will  he  place  the 
reply  and  further  correspondence  in  the 
hands  of  Members ;  and  if  he  is  aware 
that,  owing  to  the  present  system  of  in- 
discriminate capture  of  seals  away  from 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  breeding 
grounds,  the  number  of  seals  killed  in 
Alask:\n  Waters  are  reported  to  have 
fallen  from  60,000  in  1889  to  21,000  in 
1890? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
roR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  As  was 
Mr.  Caldwdl 


stated  on  Friday,  a  reply  has  been  re- 
ceived. No  further  communication  has 
yet  been  mada  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  not  desirable  to  present 
the  correspondence  in  an  incomplete 
form.  The  accounts  received  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  the  capture 
of  fur  seals  in  Behring's  Sea  during  last 
season  state  that  the  condition  of  the 
weather  was  unfavourable,  but  that  the 
seals  were  as  plentiful  as  ever. 

SELF-GOVERNING    COLONIES. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  self-governing  Colonies 
are  now  entirely  free  to  enter  into  pre- 
ferential fiscal  arrangements  with  each 
other,  and  even  against  the  United 
Kingdom,  while  the  Mother  Country  is 
prevented  by  Treaties  with  Foreign 
Powers  from  negotiating  any  special 
commercial  understanding  with  the 
Colonies ;  and,  in  such  case,  if  the 
Colonial  Office  will  urge  the  Board  of 
Trade  so  to  extend  the  Reference  to  the 
Departmental  Committee  now  consider- 
ing the  Treaties  of  Commerce,  that 
inquiry  may  be  made  as  to  the  effect  of 
such  limitations  upon  the  development 
of  inter-Imperial  trade  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  Of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H, 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
I  understand  that  the  first  part  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  question  was  discussed 
before  the  Trade  and  Treaties  Committee 
on  Friday  last  by  deputations  from  the 
Agents  General  for  the  Colonies  and  the 
Imperial  Federation  League,  including 
my  hon.  Friend ;  and,  in  these  circnm- 
stances,  the  Secretary  of  State  thinks  it 
would  hardly  be  courteous  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  express  at  present  any  opinion 
on  the  matter,  or  to  suggest  that  the 
Reference  to  the  Committee  should  at 
this  stage  be  extended.  It  is  under- 
stood that  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
may  shortly  be  expected. 

COMMERCIAL  ARRANGEMENTS  WITH 
COLONIES. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A.ffairs  if  he  can  state  whether  either 
France,  Germany,  Spain,  Portugal,  or 
Holland,  are  debarred  by  Foreign 
Treaties    from    concluding    any     com- 
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mercial  arrangements  with  their  Colonies, 
which  may  be  deemed  mutually  advant- 
ageous ;  and  if  it  is  a  fact  that  in  France 
a  Council  is  now  sitting,  with  Colonial 
representatives,  to  discuss  mutual  trade 
and  other  questions ;  and  that  in  the 
German  possessions  in  East  Africa  a 
special  preferential  tariff  has  been 
adopted  for  German  subjects  ? 

Sir  J.FERGUSSON:  There  are  several 
Treaties,  e.g,  between  France  and  Portu- 
gal, Spain  and  Germany,  the  Nether- 
lands and  Portugal,  reciprocally  guaran- 
teeing most  favoured  nation  privileges 
in  their  respective  Colonies,  subject  to 
the  reservations  required  by  the  special 
system  to  which  those  possessions  are 
subject.  It  is  the  fact  that  a  Council 
has  been  appointed  tn  France  with 
Colonial  representatives  in  order  to 
assist  by  their  discussion  the  Colonial 
Administration.  No  special  differential 
tariff  has  been  adopted  in  the  German 
possessions  in  East  Africa. 

ASIATIC  TURKEY. 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWER  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when  the 
promised  Papers  relating  to  Asiatic 
Turkey  will  be  presented  to  the  House  ; 
and  whether,  with  a  view  to  the  reported 
serious  condition  of  Armenia,  he  will  do 
his  utmost  to  hasten  their  publication  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  understand 
that  the  Papers  were  distributed  on 
Saturday. 

RAVINGS  BANK  CLERKS. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  why  the  Order  in  Council 
of  the  15th  August  last,  relating  to  the 
clerks  in  the  Savings  Bank,  was  not 
published,  and  who  is  responsible  for  its 
non-publication  j  and  whether  there  are 
any  other  instances  during  the  last  12 
months  of  Orders  in  Council  relating  to 
the  Civil  Service  which  have  not  been 
published  ;  and,  if  so,  what  are  the  dates 
of  such  Orders  ? 

*The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  There 
is  no  obligation  to  publish  Orders  in 
Council  except  by  special  direction  of  a 
statute.  The  Order  in  question  was  not 
published,  because  the  Treasury  did  not 
think  it  necessary  that  it  should  be.    The 


Treasury  is  responsible,  and  acted  in  the 
exercise  of  its  administrative  discretion. 
Having  looked  into  the  question,  and 
finding  that  the  Order  may  affect  400 
men,  I  should  see  no  objection,  if  there 
is  any  general  desire  for  the  publication 
of  the  Order  referred  to,  to  giving  instruc- 
tions for  its  being  published.  There 
were  two  other  Orders  affecting  the 
Civil  Service  in  the  last  year,  but  they 
were  of  a  general  character. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  Treasury  were  requested 
by  the  Post  Office  not  to  publish  a  Re- 
port ? 

*Mr.    JACKSON:    Not  to  my  know- 
ledge. 

IRISH  POrATOES. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
alleged  statement  of  Mr.  H.  Gregory, 
recently  appointed  a  District  Inspector 
under  the  Seed  Supply  Act,  in  telling 
the  rural  Guardians  of  Limerick  that 
hundreds  of  tons  of  Irish  potatoes  have 
already  been  sent  over  to  Scotland  to  be, 
again  imported  into  Ireland  as  Scotch 
grown  potatoes,  and  whether  some 
attempt  will  be  made  to  prevent  stopping 
the  supply  of  all  seed  nob  proved 
genuine  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  Inspectors  ap- 
pointed under  the  Seed  Potatoes  Supply 
(Ireland)  Act,  1890,  recently  warned  all 
Boards  of  Guardians  by  circular  that 
large  quantities  of  potatoes  were  being  . 
exported  from  the  North  of  Ireland  to 
Glasgow.  The  District  Inspectors  were 
similarly  informed.  The  Inspectors  had 
previously  required  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  insist  that  the  districts  in  which 
potatoes  tendered  were  grown  should  be 
stated  in  the  form  of  tender.  An  In- 
spector was  some  time  ago  appointed 
whose  special  duty  it  is  to  endeavour  to 
prevent  any  attempt  to  practise  the 
fi*aud  mentioned  in  the  question,  if  any 
such  attempt  should  be  repeated. 

THE  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  will  state  • 
the  exact  details  of  the  improvements 
to  be  made  in  the  Magazine  Rifle  in  the ' 
new  issue  known  as  Mark  11.  ?  • 
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The  financial  SECRETARY  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  Brodeick,  Surrey,  Guildford) : 
The  changes  proposed  in  Mark  II.  rifle 
are  somewhat  too  technical  to  make  it 
possible  for  me  to  explain  them  in  answer 
to  a  question.  It  has  been  already  stated 
that,  except  for  the  new  magazine,  they 
could  all  have  been  introduced  during 
the  manufacture  of  Mark  I.,  but  I  may 
say  that  the  main  changes  are  in  (1)  the 
magazine,  which  will  contain  10  cart- 
ridges, and  will  be  much  more  easy  to 
fill ;  (2)  the  foresight — experience  having 
shown  that  for  military  purposes  the 
Martini-Henry  pattern  is  better  than  the 
Lewis ;  (3)  the  safety  catch,  which  has 
been  omitted  ;  (4)  the  bolt-head  and  bolt- 
cover,  which  has  been  modified,  and  the 
screw  abolished ;  (5)  the  weight  of  the 
rifle  generally,  which  has  been  reduced. 

INDUSTRIAL  PROFIT  SHARING. 
Mb.  BARTLEr  (Islington,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  when  the  Blue  Book  on  Indus- 
trial Profit  Sharing  will  be  issued  ? 
•The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  The  Report  will  be  presented  this 
week. 

RAILWAY  SERVANTS -HOURS  OF 
LABOUR. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  move  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
overtime  worked  by  railway  servants? 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  When  I 
made  a  proposal  on  this  subject  on 
Friday  evening  I  did  not  make  it  merely 
with  the  object  of  defeating  the  Motion, 
but  because  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believed  it  to  be  the  best  and  most  prac- 
ticable way  of  dealing  with  this  most 
important  question.  I  hope  that  from 
the  fact  that  this  question  is  asked  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  it  may  be 
assumed  that  the  appoiutment  of  the 
Committee  would  meet  with  the  almost 
unanimous  assent  of  the  House,  and 
that,  therefore,  such  a  Committee  may 
be  appointed  without  further  debate. 
That  being  so,  I  propose  to  put  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  to-morrow  on  the  subject. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
put  down  his  Motion  for  the  Committee 


at  such  a  time  as  will  render  it  possible 
to  make  some  observations  upon  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  and  the 
character  of  the  reference  to  it  1 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot  hold  out  any  hopes  that  the 
Motion  will  be  put  down  in  such 
a  position  as  to  interfere  with  the  pro- 
gress of  any  other  business.  Perhaps 
it  might  suit  to  put  it  down  for  to- 
morrow week,  on  the  chance  of  there 
being  some  time  on  that  evening.  1 
rather  hoped  that,  having  regard  to  the 
discussion  on  Friday  evening,  the 
Government  would  be  allowed  to  ap- 
point the  Committee  without  further 
delay. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Will  it  not  be 
better  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
proceed  by  a  Bill  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibiUty  1 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  understood 
that  was  the  point  which  was  decided  on 
Friday. 

THE  DEATH  OF  THE  DUKE  OF 
BEDFORD. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  Avhether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  no  report  has 
appeared  in  the  Press  of  the  proceedings 
upon  the  inquest  as  to  the  death  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Bedford,  he  will  ask  the 
Coroner  to  furnish  to  the  Home  Office  a 
copy  of  the  depositions  taken  at  the 
inquest,  and  the  names  and  addresses  of 
the  jurors  ?  I  alsodesire  to  know  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  no  notice  of  any 
kind  was  given  of  this  inquest  on  the 
list  at  the  Coroner's  office,  as  is  usual 
in  the  case  of  all  inquests  1 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  vqr 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
Coroner  has  been  good  enough  to  send 
me  the  depositions  in  this  case, and  lam 
satisfied  after  perusing  them  that  there 
is  nothing  to  call  for  further  inquiry  or 
interference  on  my  part,  or  to  require 
that  I  should  take  the  unpi^ecedented 
course  of  asking  for  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  jurors.  As  to  the  last 
question,  I  will  make  further  inquiry  on 
the  subject. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  put  this  specific  question  to  the 
Coroner ;   whether,  in  the  usual  lists  of 
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inquests  exhibited  at  his  office,  the  late 
Duke    of    Bedford    was    described    as 
Francis  Charles  Hastings,  without  any 
indication  of  his  rank  or  title  ? 
Mr.  MATTHEWS:     Certainly. 

MEXICO  -ARREST  OF  OFFICERS  OF 
THE   SEAFORTH. 

Mr.  LLOYD  GEORGE  (Carnarvon 
District)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
he  has  any  further  information  to  con- 
vey as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Mexican 
Government  with  regard  to  the  illegal 
arrest  by  their  officers  of  the  Captain  of 
the  Seaforth  ;  and  what  action  the 
Foreign  Office  propose  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  last  infor- 
mation  received  from  Mexico  respecting 
this  cas3  was  dated  the  1 8th  of  August. 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  had  applied  for 
copies  of  the  Judgment  pronounced  in  the 
case  by  the  Mexic.in  Court.  At  present  it 
appears  that  the  master  and  owners  have 
by  Mexican  law  remedies  of  which  they 
have  not  as  yet  availed  themselves  ;  and 
if  that  should  prove  to  be  the  case  there 
would  not  at  present  be  any  occasion 
for  diplomatic  action.  H(^r  Majesty's 
Minister  has  ^iven  his  attention  to  the 
caB3,  and  it  will  receive  sncli  treatment 
as  the  circumstances  may  justify. 

DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  Genc^ral  for  Ireland  if  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  resolutions 
by  the  Tuam  and  the  GLmamaddy 
Boards  ^of  Guardians  pointing  out  the 
want  of  employment  and  the  consequent 
distress  to  be  apprehended  from  the 
shortness  of  last  year's  potato  crop  in 
those  districts ;  and  if  he  will  soon 
institute  in  these  districts  local  works  of 
the  character  described  in  the  Relief  of 
Distress  Bill  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  reply  to  the 
inquiry  in  the  first  piragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  condition  of  the  Unions 
in  question  is  engaging  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government.  But  I  am 
not  in  a  position  at  present  to  enter  into 
details. 

Mr.  SEXTON  '(Belfast,  W.):  How 
floon  will  it  be  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  a  general  statement  as 
to  the  steps  they  have  taken  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland  ? 


Mr.  MADDEN :  I  understand  it  will 
bs  necessary  to  ask  for  a  Vote  in  addition , 
to  the  nominal  sum  already  voted,  and 
the  taking  of  that  Vote  would  be  the 
most  convenient  occasion  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  make  a  general  statement 
as  to  the  character  and  extent  of  the 
work  undertaken. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  Would  it  be  possible  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  before  the  Vr te 
is  asked  for,  the  terms  of  the  railway 
contracts  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  I  will  communicate 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

THE  CORRUPT  PRACTICES  ACT. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp 
ton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral whether  a  political  league  violates 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  by  providing 
free  food  and  drink  to  voters  at  meet- 
ings called  in  support  of  a  candidate,  or 
where  such  candidate  is  present  for  the 
purposes  of  his  candidature  % 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth) :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  reply  is  that  the  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  question  depends 
upon  the  simple  question  of  fact, 
whether  there  has  been  any  intention 
of  corrupting  voters.  No  other  general 
answer  can  be  given,  as  the  particular 
circumstances  of  each  case  would  require 
investigation. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Assuming  the 
facts  to  be  correct,  may  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement,  in  respect  to  the  action  of 
a  member  of  a  School  Board  at  a  recent 
Parliamentary  election  :  that  this  mem- 
ber of  a  School  Board  canvassed  a  person 
in  the  employment  of  the  Board,  in  a 
building  under  the  control  of  the  Board, 
and  threatened  him  with  serious  conse- 
quences if  he  did  not  vote  for  the  Liberal 
Unionist  candidate,  and  whether  this 
conduct  was  contrary  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  or  any  other 
Act? 

Sir  E.  CLARKE:  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  statement  cont:uned  in  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but,  assum- 
ing that  threats  were  in  fact  used  in 
order  to  induce  or  prevail  upon  the  elec- 
tor to  vote  for   a  particular  candidate, 
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Bncli  conduct  would,  in  my  opinion,  be 
contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act. 

PROPOSED  IMPERIAL  CONFERENCE. 
Mb.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN 
(Battersea)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  formed  an  opinion  as 
to  the  desirabiUty  of  repeating  at  an 
early  date  their  invitation  to  the  self- 
governing  Colonies  to  send  representa- 
tives to  a  Conference  with  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  similar  to  that  so  successfully 
held  in  1887,  with  a  view  to  considering, 
among  other  matters  of  importance,  a 
common  fiscal  arrangement,  in  the 
interest  of  tho  trade  of  the  Empire, 
which  will  also  provide  the  funds 
necessary  for  Imperial,  as  distinct  from 
local  defence  ;  a  proposal  made  in  1887 
by  the  representatives  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  and  generally  approved  by 
the  Conference  ? 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  beg 
also  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
recent  speeches  of  Sir  Charles  Tapper, 
High  Commissioner  for  Canada,  and  of 
Sir  Gordon  Sprigg,  late  Premier  of  Cape 
Colony,  advocating  the  thorough  ex- 
amination of  the  possibility  of  esta- 
blishing a  commercial  union  within 
the  Empire  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  either  recommend  the 
appointment  of  a  Royal  Commission 
upon  the  subject,  or  will  invito  the 
Colonies  to  consider  with  the  Mother 
Country  the  practicability  of  establishing 
a  Customs  Union,  which  shall  make  the 
Empire  independent  of  Foreign  nations, 
producing  everything  it  wants,  con- 
suming everything  it  produces  ? 

*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smhh,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  seen  that  the  ques- 
tions involve  considerations  of  high 
policy  of  very  great  importance  ;  there- 
fore it  would  be  indiscreet  and  improper 
for  me  to  give  answers  to  questions  of 
this  character  without  the  gravest  con- 
sideration. It  would  be  also  difficult 
within  the  compass  of  an  ordinary 
answer  to  a  question  to  place  the  matter 
at  all  fairly  before  tho  House.  I  can 
only  assure  the  House  that  our  relations 
with  the  Governments  of  the  Colonies 
are  of  a  friendly  and  confidential 
character,  and  all  questions  afEecting , 
;Sir  E.  Clarke 


the  interests  of  the  Colonies  and  the 
Empire  at  large  are  receiving,  and  will 
continue  to  receive,  the  very  serions 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

TEACHERS'    REGISTRATION    AND 
ORGANISATION    BILL. 

Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  agree 
to  refer  to  a  Select  Committee  the 
Teachers'  Registration  and  Organisation 
Bill,  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Evesham  Division,  and  the  Teachers* 
Registration  Bill,  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rotherham  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  will  be  no 
objection  to  refer  the  Bills  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Evesham  and  Rotherham 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

PORTUGAL. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask,  with  reference 
to  a  statement  in  the  SiMe  newspaper 
which  has  been  copied  into  the  English 
Press,  that  the  Portuguese  Government 
has  granted  to  the  Mozimbiqae  Com- 
pany a  Charter  whereby  tho  latter  will 
obtain  exclusive  rights  over  the  terri- 
tories between  the  Rivers  Sabi  and 
Zambesi,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment recognise  these  territories  as  being 
within  the  Portuguese  sphere  of  in- 
fluence or  DominioDS  ;  and  has  Portugal 
a  right  to  grant  a  Charter  over  them  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Conven- 
tion of  August,  1890,  not  having  been 
ratified  by  Portugal,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  under  no  engagement 
as  regards  the  boundaries  of  the  re- 
spective spheres  of  influence  except  the 
agreement  in  the  modus  vivtndi,  which 
will  expire  in  May  next,  and  under 
which  we  are  bound  not  to  perform  any 
act  of  sovereignty,  beyond  the  line  fixed 
in  the  unratified  Convention.  We  under- 
stand that  the  Portuguese  Government 
are  about  to  issue  a  Charter  to  the 
Mozambique  Company.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  recognise  the 
application  of  such  a  Charter  beyond 
that  line  ;  and  recent  events  have  made 
it  improbable  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment can  be  a  party  to  any  future 
Convention  as  favourable  to  Portuguese 
claims  to  the  south   of  the  Zamb^i  as 
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that  which  Portugal  failed  to  ratify.  In 
these  circumstancjes,  my  answer  must  be 
in  the  nej^ative. 


FISCAL  RELATIONS  BETWEEN  GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 
In  answer  to  questions  from  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  and  Mr.  Sexton, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said :  Sir,  great  pro- 
gress has  been  made  in  collecting  statis- 
tics with  reference  to  the  fiscal  relations 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
when  the  inquiries  are  complete  I  pro- 
pose to  move  for  the  reappointment  of 
the  Committee  on  that  subject.  Con- 
siderable time  is  necessary,  both  for  the 
collection  of  the  statistics  and  for  check- 
ing them  by  actual  experience.  I  think 
that  when  the  Committee  meet  they  will 
agree  that  the  time  so  used  has  not  been 
wasted. 


ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON    TITHES. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  May  I  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  when 
the  terms  of  the  Reference  to  the  pro- 
posed Commission  on  Tithe  Rent-charge 
will  be  put  upon  the  Paper  1  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  stated  that  the 
proposed  Commission  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  present  Bill ;  but  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  terms 
of  the  Reference  will  have  a  considerable 
efEect  on  the  action  of  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  that,  for  I  entirely  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  statement  that  the 
Commission  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
present  Bill.  I  am  not  able  now  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  information  he 
desires,  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to  do  so  on 
Thursday  next. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 
Mr.   COBB:    May  I   ask  when    the 
President  of    the  Board  of   Trade  pro- 
poses to  take  any  steps  with  regard  to 
the  inquiry  on  railway  rates  1 

Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  have  taken 
a  good  many  steps  on  that  subject.  The 
next  step  will  be  to  bring  Provisional 
Orders,  which  are  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion, before  the  House.  I  hope  they  will 
be  ready  before  the  lapse  of  any  con- 
siderable time. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— SUPPLY. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  has 
considered  any  arrangement  for  the 
regular  conduct  of  the  Supply  of  this 
Session  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have 
not  considered  any  such  arrangement 
other  than  that  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
afford  the  House  full  opportunity  for 
discussion. 

CITY  OF  LONDON  PAROCUiAL 
CHARITIES. 
Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  May  I 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  at 
what  hour  of  the  night  he  proposes  to 
adjourn  Public  Business,  having  regard 
to  the  Motion  which  stands  on  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  London  (Sir  R.  Fowler)  in 
reference  to  the  City  of  London  Paro- 
chial Charities  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  postponed  until  to- 
morrow I  think  tliat  a  convenient  hour 
may  be  found  for  bringing  it  on,  so  that 
all  persons  who  desire  to  do  bo  may  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it ;  I  do 
not  think  that  we  ought  to  postpone  tho 
Tithe  Bill  this  evening  before  the  ordi- 
nary hour. 

MOTION. 


INDIAN  COUNCILS  ACT  (1861)  AMENDMENT 
(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Grorst,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Indian  Councils  Act,  1861,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Gorst  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 


TITHE    RENT-CHARGE    RECOVERY 

BILL.  (No.  110.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 
*(4.12.)    SiB  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf. 
fordshire,  Lichfield)  :  I  beg  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  land- 
owner shall  be  liable  to  pay  the  tithe . 
rent-charge  only  in  those  cases  where  ho 
has  no  existing  contract  to  the  contrary 
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with  liis  tenant.  I  object  to  existing 
contracts  being  torn  up  in  the  interests 
of  the  tithe  owner,  and  I  ask  the  House, 
in  dealing  with  this  Amendment,  to  bear 
in  mind  the  present  depressed  state  of 
the  agricultural  and  farminvr  interest. 
No  less  than  one  third,  or  33  par  cent , 
of  the  gross  rent  is  now  expanded  by 
the  landowner  in  repairs,  agency,  and 
incidental  charges. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entering  into  matters  which  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Amendment. 

*SiR  J.  SWINBURNE  :  It  is  the  only 
opportunity  I  have  of  bringing  forward 
an  argument  to  show  the  great  depres- 
sion under  which  agriculture  is  now 
labouring,  and  how  ill-timed  the  present 
Bill  is. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  be,*'  to 
the  word  *'  lands, "  in  line  8,  and  insert 
the  words — 

**  In  the  absence  of  any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary between  the  owner  and  the  occupier  of 
such  lands,  be  payable  by  the  owner  of  tho 
lands.'*— (iStV /.  Swinburne.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(4.15.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  This  Amendment  sjems 
to  me  to  be  directed  exactly  against  the 
principle  which  this  Hous^  has  practi- 
cally accepted — namely,  that  the  owner 
of  the  land  should  ba  made  directly 
liable  for  the  payment  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge,  and  that  the  occupier  should  ba 
relieved  from  being  distrained  upon  for 
a  debt  which  is  not  his  own.  The 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would  also  leave 
the  law  on  the  subject  in  an  extraordinary 
state ;  but  the  first  ground  is  sufficient 
to  prevent  my  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  in  many  cases  the  land- 
lord contracts  to  pay  the  tithe  rent- 
charge.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  put 
the  charge  on  the  owner,  which  has  been 
the  original  intention.  I  hope  that  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.17.)     Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  be-^  to  move  the  Amendment 
Sir  J,  Swinburne 


which  stands  in  my  name,  the  effect  of 
which  is  that  the  owner  shall  not  be 
liable  where  an  existing  contract  to  the 
contrary  has  been  entered  into  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  The  proposal  is  a 
very  modest  one,  and  I  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  will  find  it  reasonable  and  practic- 
able. The  Bill  as  it  stands  affects  exist- 
ing contracts,  as  well  as  old  ones,  and  it 
simply  proposes  that  it  shall  not  apply  to 
contracts  made  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  lightly 
set  aside  contracts  without  some  public 
necessity  is  shown,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  no  case  has  been  made  out  for  doing 
away  with  existing  contracts  in  this 
case. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
8,  after  the  word  "  lands,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  unless  the  same  shall  have  been 
entered  into  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act."— (i/r.  David  Thomas.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  failed  to  consider 
that  the  real  difficulty  arises  out  of  ex- 
isting contracts.  I  believe  that,  even 
under  the  law  as  it  stands,  where  fresh 
contracts  are  made,  the  landlord  usually 
undertakes  to  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
If  the  Amendment  is  agreed  to  there 
would  ba  in  the  same  country  two  dif- 
ferent kinds  of  law  applicable  to  tithe 
rent-charge.  I  cannot  conceive  that  the 
Committee  will  be  of  opinion  that  this 
would  be  a  good  way  of  dealing  with  the 
question. 

(4.22.)  After  some  remarks  from  Mr. 
H.  Gardner,  which  were  not  heard  in 
the  Gallery, 

(4.23.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
that  the  Bill  is  right  as  it  stands. 
The  object  is  that  the  burden  of  the 
tithe  shall  be  cast  where  it  was  originally 
intended  to  be — namely,  on  the  owner. 
In  the  futura  it  will  be  absolutely  so.  It 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  have  the 
law  in  the  state  in  which  it  would  be 
left  by  this  Amendment.  The  present 
Bill  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  old  Bill  in  regard  to  the 
recovery  of  the  tithe  from  the  occupier, 
as  now  the  landlord  would  only  have  the 
remedy  which  has  been  possessed  by  the 
original  tithe  owner ;  he  cannot  sue  the 
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tenanfc  and  recover  on  a  judgment,  nor 
can  lie  make  him  bankrupt,  or  do  many 
other  things  which  have  been  objection- 
able in  the  previous  Bill,  nor  is  the 
tenant  now  to  be  liable  for  costs.  My 
own  belief  is  that  where  the  owner  of 
the  land  pays  the  tithe  he  very 
frequently  does  not  recover  the  whole 
tithe  from  the  tenant.  In  these  circum- 
stances I  cannot  support  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  proposed. 

*SiR  J.  SWINBURNE  :  If  I  remember 
rightly,  when  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  was  passed  it  did  not  apply  to  exist- 
ing leases  ;  they  had  to  run  out  before 
those  farms  came  under  the  Act.  This 
Bill  has  been  brought  in  not  for  the  be- 
nefit of  the  tithepayer,  but  of  the  clergy 
and  tithe  owners.  Let  us  understand  this 
Act  of  Parliament.  Is  it  proposed  that 
the  tithe  owner  shall  receive  an  increased 
valae,  and  at  the  same  time  be  relieved 
of  the  cost  and  trouble  of  collecting  the 
tithe  by  making  it  a  direct  charge  on  the 
land? 

(4.32.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  The 
hon.  Baronet  does  not  seem  to  realise 
that  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  keep  the 
pecuniary  burden  on  the  occupier  at 
precisely  the  same  amount  as  it  now  is, 
but  to  save  him  and  the  tithe  owner 
from  the  annoyance  caused  by  the  pre- 
sent system  of  collection.  If  the  Bill 
should  at  all  alter  the  pecuniary  obliga- 
tions of  the  tenants,  I  should  not  be  pre- 
pared to  support  it.  But  it  does  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  I  therefore  hope  that  it 
will  not  be  pressed,  or  if  it  is,  that  the 
Committee  will  reject  it. 

*(4.33.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  This  Bill  as  it  stands, 
is  more  favourable  to  the  occupier  than 
that  of  last  year.  Under  last  year's  Bill 
in  an  action  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tithe  owner,  the  occupier  was  not 
required  to  be  served,  and  yet  might  be 
saddled  with  costs  of  the  proceedings. 
He  should  only  be  made  liable  for  the 
sum  actually  paid^by  the  landlord  to  the 
tithe  owner. 

•(4.34.)  Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborongh): 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  in  a  case  in 
which  there  are  several  occupiers  of  one 
tithe  field  under  existing  contracts,  the 
landlord  would  be  able  to  make  one 
occupier  pay  the  whole  tithe,  or  whether 
he  must  apportion  it  among  all  the 
occupiers  ? 


*(4.35.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  That 
question  scarcely  arises  out  of  this 
Amendment.  The  law  is  not  altered 
in  that  respect.  The  Amendment  merely 
refers  to  excluding  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  cases  in  which  the  tenants 
have  at  present  to  pay  the  landlords' 
tithe.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  is  entitled 
to  credit  for  having  pointed  out  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill  of  last  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(4.36.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid)  :  The  next  Amendment  in  my  name 
is  to  omit  the  words,  "  unless  it  is  other- 
wise agreed  between  him  and  the  owner 
of  the  lands."  This  Amendment  afPects 
the  recovery  of  the  sum  from  the  tenant 
by  the  landlord,  and  it  is  proposed  by  the 
words  which  I  am  about  to  move  the 
omission  of,  to  allow  the  landlord  and 
tenant  to  so  agree  between  themselves 
that  the  tenant  may  be  liable  to  other 
remedies  than  those  of  distress.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  has  just  said  he  is  not  willing  to 
give  any  other  remedies  to  the  land- 
lord than  those  now  provided.  But  if 
these  words  stand,  the  effect  will  be 
that  the  landlord  or  his  agent  will 
immediately  go  to  the  tenant  and  say, 
"  The  Act  of  Parliament  allows  me  to 
make  a  new  contract  with  you.  Will 
you  kindly  consent  to  an  agreement 
whereby,  instead  of  paying  the  sum  as 
tithe,  it  will  he  added  to  your  rent  1 " 
The  Government  seem  to  me  not  to 
object  to  setting  aside  contracts  at  all, 
when  tliat  is  to  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord or  clergy,  and  now  it  is  proposed 
to  allow  contracts  to  be  entered  into 
which  may  be  beneficial  to  the  landlord 
and  prejudicial  to  the  tenant.  I  fecp 
that  one  effect  of  the  retention  of  these 
words  will  be  to  deprive  the  tenant  of 
the  benefit  of  Sub-section  4  of  the  first 
clause,  whereby  he  may  be  allowed  to 
deduct  any  rates  which  he  may  have 
to  pay  in  respect  of  tithe  rent-charge. 
But  it  will  have  other  worse  effects. 
Suppose,  to  take  a  concrete  instance, 
the  tithe  payable  upon  a  farm  is  £25,  the 
landlord  would  go  to  the  tenant  and  say, 
"  Instead  of  your  paying  the  tithe  I  will 
increase  your  rent  from  £75  to  £100." 
The  effect  would  be  that  while  the  tenant 
would  have  to  pay  the  increased  rent. 
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the  landlord  might  not  have  to  pay  the 
tithe.  At  any  rate,  he  would  be  able  to 
keep  in  his  pocket  for  months  the  money 
the  tenant  had  paid  in  lieu  of  tithe. 
And  again,  the  tithe  might  be  reduced 
from  £25  to  £20,  but  still  the  tenant 
would  have  to  pay  the  £25  rent  which 
had  been  added  to  the  old  rent  by  the 
landlord.  The  landlord  would  reap  the 
benefit  of  the  reduction,  and  the  tenant 
would  not.  Moreover,  the  tenant  would 
be  subject  to  all  the  remedies  now 
afEorded  for  the  recovery  of  rent,  instead 
of  to  distraint  only,  as  in  the  case  of  tithe 
at  present. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
13,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  unless  " 
to  the  word  "  lands,"  in  line  14,  inclusive. 
•—{Mr.  S.  T.  Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*(4.40.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  not  agree  to  this  Amend- 
ment. The  position  of  matters  seems  to 
me  to  b3  favourable  to  the  tenant  who 
has  contracted  to  pay  the  tithe,  and  the 
words  really  involve  no  hardship  of  any 
moment  at  all  upon  him.  The  position  is 
this.  The  clause  assumes  that  the  tenant 
is  under  a  contract  to  pay  the  tithe, 
that  he  does  not  pay  it,  and  that  thereby 
it  is  thrown  upon  the  owner,  and  it 
enacts  that  the  tenant  shall  be  liable  to 
the  landlord  a  sum  of  money  equal 
to  that  he  ought  to  have  paid  in  respect  of 
tithe.  The  words  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  leave  out  simply  enable  the  tenant 
to  come  at  once  to  a  fresh  arrangement 
with  his  landlord.  He  may  come  and 
say  to  his  landlord,  *'  Instead  cf  my  crm- 
tinuing  my  term  at  £100  a  year  pltis  the 
tithe,  I  agree  to  take  it  on  at  £1 1 5  a  year, 
you  paying  the  tithe."  They  are  purely 
permissive  words,  and  cannot  be  used 
against  the  interest  of  the  tenant.  Surely 
it  is  an  advantage  to  a  tenant  to  be  in  a 
position  to  get  more  satisfactory  terms 
from  his  landlord.  If  I  could  see 
any  means  whereby  the  landlord  would 
be  in  a  position  to  put  the  screw 
on  the  tenant  I  would  agree  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  effect  of  these  words 
would  be  to  deprive  the  tenant  of  the 
operation  of  Sub-section  4,  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  that  section  pro- 
Jfr.  S.  T.  Evans 


vides  that  where  the  occupier  has  been 
called  upon  to  pay  rates  he  shall  be 
allowed  the  benefit  of  the  Section.  I 
think  it  better  that  these  words  should 
stand,  as  I  am  unable  to  see  how  they 
they  can  possibly  work  hardly  on  the 
tenant. 

(4.43.)  Sf R  W.  HARCOURT :  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  will  be 
carried,  for  this  reason.  As  I  understand 
the  framework  of  this  clause  the  sub- 
section has  this  primary  object :  to  make 
the  landowner  liable,  and  to  secure  that 
no  new  contracts  shall  be  entered  into 
which  could  obviate  that.  My  hon. 
Friend's  fear  is  that  these  wotcU  will 
allow  of  a  new  contract  being  made,  and 
enable  the  landlord  to  press  a  disadvan- 
tageous contract  on  the  tenant.  But  aU 
that  the  sub-section  will  do  will  be  to 
moderate  the  old  contract,  and  not  open 
the  door  to  a  new  one.  These  words 
will,  in  any  event,  bo  mere  surplusage, 
but  they  might  by  some  persons  be  cons- 
trued as  if  authorising  some  new  con- 
tract in  reference  to  the  payment  of  tithe 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  Why 
should  you  open  the  doors  to  a  new  con- 
tract at  all  1  I  hops  that  Her  Majesty's 
Grovernment  will  accept  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment. 

(4.46.)  Sir  HENRY  JAMES  (Bury, 
Lancashire)  :  If  I  thought  these  words  had 
been  introduced  in  the  interest  of  the 
landlord,  I  should  have  been  willing  to 
support  this  Amendment.  But  if  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
will  look  at  the  first  clause  he  will  see 
that  its  object  distinctly  is  that  the 
liability  for  tithe  shall  be  thrown  on  the 
landowner,  notwithstanding  any  contract 
to  the  contrary.  Therefore,  I  do  not  see 
how  these  words  can  be  construed  so  as 
to  allow  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  come 
to  some  agreement  by  which  the  owner 
will  be  relieved  from  the  payment  of 
tithe  by  casting  the  liability  on  the  occu- 
pier. That  construction  is,  I  repeat, 
barred  by  the  wording  of  the  first  clause, 
which  says  that  the  tithe  shall  be  pay- 
able by  the  owner  notwithstanding  any 
contract  to  the  contrary.  The  words 
may  be  regarded  as  surplusage,  but  in 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  I  think  it  would 
be  well  to  retain  them.  Even  if  you 
omit  them,  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a 
landlord  making  an  agreement  with  bis 
tenant. 
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•(4.49.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  : 
My  reason  for  supporting  my  hon, 
Friend^s  Ameridmont  le  tbat  tlie  words, 
if  retained,  will  enable  the  landlord  to  put 
the  Rcrew  on  the  tenant;  you  may  depend 
upon  it  that  any  agreement  entered  into 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  tho  land- 
lord and  not  of  the  tenant,  and  we  should 
Bervc  the  interest  of  the  latter  better  by 
keeping  out  tho  words, 

♦(4.50.)  Mk.  SYDNEY  GEDGE 
(Stockport)  1  I  think  the  words  would 
be  nsjful  in  caaes  where  the  landlord 
may  bo  dead.  In  such  cases,  in  the 
absence  of  any  ajrroement,  the  executors 
would  be  bound  to  enforce  th«  full  pay- 
ment w*hatever  thepriv^afce  understanding 
between  the  parties  mtiy  have  been. 
And  80  in  the  case  of  the  bankruptcy  of 
the  landlord  ;  the  assignee  of  the  estate 
would  have  no  option  but  to  claim  the 
full  amount  I  do  not  see  how  the  land- 
lord can  be  said  to  put  the  screw  on  his 
tenant  when  he  is  merely  releasing  him 
from  an  obligation. 

(4.51.)  Shi  W.  HARCOURT  :  The 
right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  says  that  these  words  are 
mere  sarpi  usage.  If  tbat  be  so,  then  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  yield  to  our 
apprehensions,  and  not  be  moved  by 
the  arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Attorney  General.  I  am  unable  to 
appreciate  hia  argument  that  if  a  man 
owes  another  a  debt,  no  part  of  it  can  bs 
reraitted  without  agreement  under  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  Under  these  words 
there  may  be  an  agreement  with  re- 
ference to  the  methods  or  recovery. 
But  we  want  to  close  the  tithe  question 
as  between  owner  and  ooco pier,  and  these 
words  seem  to  us  to  leave  a  door  open 
for  new  agreements.  Unless  the  Govern- 
ment attach  vital  importance  to  them, 
I  hope  they  w^ill  strike  the  words  out. 

*(4.54.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  am 
utterly  unable  to  see  any  means  whereby 
these  words  can  be  consti'ued  otherwise 
than  favourably  to  the  tenants,  for  in  the 
case  of  the  landlord  s  death,  or  of  bank- 
ruptcy, or  in  other  cases  where  statutory 
consent  is  necessary  to  reduce  the 
liability,  the  words  will  operate.  I  can 
assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  if  any- 
body could  point  out  a  way  in  which  a 
tenant  could  possibly  be  injured,  I  should 
be  inclined  to  let  the  words  go.  But  no 
one  has  pointed  out  a  concrete  case  of 
iujury   to   the  tenant.      We    desire  to 


make  the  Bill  work  fairly  with  the 
intt?rj?sts  of  the  tenant,  and  we  ask  the 
Committee  to  let  the  words  stand.  I 
can  imagine  cases  in  "which  tlie  words 
would  be  advantageous  to  the  tenant. 

•(4.56.)  Mr.  S.T.  EVANS  ;  Take  the 
case  put  of  a  farm  on  which  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  at  the  present  time  is  £2b.  Sup- 
pose the  landlord  aays^ — ^'^  I  will  add  £25 
to  the  rent ;  you  will  pay  it  not  as 
tithe  but  as  rent."  Is  not  the  tenant 
likely  to  be  prejudiced  by  that?  Why 
the  tithe  might  be  reduced  to  £20,  but 
yet  under  his  agreement  ho  would  still 
be  paying  £25  more  than  hia  rent.  I 
do  not  thmk  these  words  are,  as  the 
right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  taid,  surplusage.  If 
they  are  surplusage,  why  not  agree  to 
omit  them,  but  if  they  are  not,  then 
they  w^ill  enable  the  Lmdlorda  to  put  the 
screw  upon  the  tenants.  The  Attorney 
General  says  the  tenant  need  not  enter 
into  a  frtjsb  agreement  unless  he  likes^ 
but  I  submit  that  no  opening  should  be 
left  for  such  agreements  to  be  forced  on 
the  tenant. 

(4.57.)  Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID 
(St.  Pancras,  8.)  r  The  question  is— Is  it 
desirable  so  to  frame  the  Act  that  any- 
body may  depart  from  its  provisions'/ 
I  think  it  is  not,  and  for  this  reason  : 
An  agreement  might  be  made  between 
landlord  and  tenant  that  the  latter 
should  pay  the  tithe.  But,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  that  the 
landlord  shall  always  pay,  and  I  regret 
yery  much  to  think  that  anybody  should 
even  suppose  that  a  tenant  might  go  on 
paying,  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  if 
a  landlord  desires  to  give  his  tenant 
more  favourable  terms,  he  can  do  it 
without  any  formal  agreement.  We 
constantly  hear  of  remissions  of  rent 
being  given  to  tenants  ;  might  not  remis- 
sions of  tithe  be  granted  in  the  same  way  1 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  we  bad 
better  omit  the  words.  They  are  not 
necessary,  and  they  might  introduce  an 
element  of  difficulty  which  nobody 
desires.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  carefully  consider  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised. 

*(4,59,)  Sir  M,  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
do  not  tliink  raj  hon.  Friend  quite 
appreciates  tho  effect  cf  these  words. 
Tney  have  nothing  whatever  t^  do  with 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  tithe 
rent-charge  and  they  would  Dot  enable 
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the  landlord  to  get  rid  of  his  liability  to 
pay.  In  the  case  assumed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glamorganshire  the  land- 
lord has  already  power  to  give  notice  to 
quit  to  enable  him  to  raise  the  rent,  and 
therefore  these  words  give  him  no  greater 
power  than  he  has  already.  I  think 
the  words  will  enable  more  favourable 
terms  to  be  made  in  the  tenant's  interest 
than  won  Id  be  the  case  without  it. 

*(5.1.)  Mr.  STUART  RENDEL 
(Montgomeryshire)  :  I  dread  very  much 
any  suggestion  being  made  in  this  Bill 
that  there  is  any  occasion  whatever  for 
an  agreement  between  landlord  and 
tenant  arising  out  of  it.  If  there  is  no 
necessity  for  making  such  a  suggestion, 
and  if  these  words  are  deemed  by  high 
legal  authoritjr  to  be  surplusage,  I  hope 
the  Government  will  not  put  them  in. 
One  of  the  great  objects  of  those  who 
brought  forward  the  Bill  was  to  provide- 
that  there  should  be  afforded  as  little 
opportunity  as  possible  for  the  raising  of 
difficulties  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
I  hope  that  under  the  circumstances  my 
hon.  Friend  will  press  the  Amendment. 

(5.3*.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk,  Eye)  :  There  is  a  very  great  danger 
that  a  new  contracts  might  result  in  shift- 
ing the  burden  from  the  shoulders  of  the 
landlord  to  those  of  the  tenant.  A  great 
portion  of  the  farmer's  capital  is  always 
sunk  in  the  soil,  and  when  he  leaves  he 
gets  no  compensation  for  it  in  spite  of 
any  Act  that  may  be  passed.  This 
always  places  a  certain  lever  in  the 
hands  of  the  landlord  in  dealing  with 
the  tenant.  If  you  leave  out  these 
words  you  have  a  perfectly  simple  and 
definite  statement  of  law,  but  if  they  are 
allowed  to  remain,  to  that  simple  and 
definite  statement  you  add  a  provision 
which  opens  the  door  to  future  complica- 
tions, the  end  of  which  it  is  impossible 
to  foresee. 

*(5.4.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
would  point  out  that  a  fresh  agreement 
might  be  made  on  this  particular  point 
without  entering  into  the  question  of 
the  contract  on  which  the  tenant  holds 
his  farm. 

(5.5.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The 
more  I  liear  this  matter  discussed  the 
more  I  see  of  the  danger  to  which  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn.  Take  a  case  in 
which  the  tithe  rent-charge  is  £30,  and 
a  new  contract  is  entered  into  under 
which  it  is  agreed  to  take  a  payment  of, 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach 


say,  £25.  Supposing  before  the  expira- 
i  tion  of  the  lease  the  tithe  rent-charge 
falls  to  £15,  the  tenant  will  still  be 
bound  to  pay  £25  although  the  landlord 
will  only  pay  the  £15.  If  no  fresh  con- 
tract could  be  made  the  landlord  could 
only  recover  the  £15  from  the  tenant, 
and  yet  you  are  going  to  allow  a  contract 
to  be  made  which  will  enable  him  to 
recover  £25.  If  you  strike  out  the  pro- 
vision the  tenant  will  never  have  to  pay 
more  than  the  landlord  pays.  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  that  under  this  clause  the  tenant 
might  not  be  induced  to  agree  to  go  on 
paying  the  owner  what  he  has  paid  as 
tithe  after  the  expiration  of  the  lease. 
It  is  of  course  difficult  at  the  moment  to 
realise  all  the  circumstances  that  might 
occur,  but  I  do  see  a  danger  in  opening 
the  door  to  evils  that  may  arise  imder  a 
new  contract. 

*(5.7).  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  With 
regard  to  one  point  that  has  been  raised, 
the  clause  is  distinct.  It  says,  "Not- 
withstanding any  contract  to  the  con- 
trary," which  means  any  existing  con- 
tract. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
put  forward  an  hypothesis  in  which  the 
tithe  rent-charge  is  £30,  and  the  tenant 
agrees  to  pay  £25.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  assumption  is  that,although 
he  pockets  so  large  a  reduction,  he  may 
have  eventually  to  pay  more  than  the 
landlord  had  to  pay.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  did  not  consider 
the  quite  as  probable  contingency  of  the 
tithe  going  up.  This  pro  vision  must,  at  all 
events  in  the  first  instance,  operate  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  because  the  tenant 
would  not  be  likely  to  enter  into  a  con- 
tract unless  it  was  to  pay  less  than  the 
amount  of  tithe  due.  It  is  a  contract 
primd  facie  in  favour  of  the  tenant,  and 
I  hope  Parliament  will  give  him  power 
to  enter  into  it. 

•(5.12).  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire,  Eifion) :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  has  quite  seen  the 
force  of  the  illustration  put  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  The  gist  of  the  objection,  I 
take  it,  is  the  possibility  of  adding  this 
fixed  amount  to  the  rent  rather  than 
allowing  it  to  remain  in  the  nature  of 
tithe.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
landlord  saying,  "  Instead  of  your  re- 
paying me  the  tithe  let  us  decide  on  a 
fixed  amount,  based  on  the  average 
amount  of  tithe,  and  add  that  to  the 
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rent."  The  retention  of  these  words 
would  enable  such  an  arrangement  as 
that  to  be  made.  The  tithe  would  then, 
as  between  landlord  and  tenant,  be  con- 
verted into  rent,  and  the  landlord  would 
have  the  like  remedies  for  recovering  it 
as  for  rent,  including  eviction  in  cases 
where  there  may  be  a  right  of  re-entry 
on  non-priyraent  of  rent.  Such  an  ar 
rangement,  therefore,  would  practically 
repeal  Sub-section  3,  which  says  that 
«uch  sura  shall  be  recoverable  from 
the  occupier  by  distress,  in  like  manner 
as  provided  by  the  Tithe  Acts  in  regard 
to  arrears  of  tithe,  and  not  otherwise. 
The  case  put  is  not  one  where  there 
is  agreement  to  take  a  reduced  sum, 
but  a  fixed  sum.  I  put  this  to  the 
Government.  Further:  It  is  appre- 
hended from  one  point  of  view  that 
these  words  would  be  injurious,  and 
seriously  injurious,  to  the  tenant ;  it  is 
conceded  from  the  other  point  of  view 
tliat  they  are  surplusage.  Why,  then, 
cannot  the  Government  omit  the  words, 
seeing  that  they  are  considered  un- 
necessary % 

(5.14.)  Sir  H.  JAMES:  I  put  it  to 
Viie  Government  that  they  might  permit 
these  words  to  be  struck  out,  seeing  that 
from  both  points  of  view  their  retention 
is  regarded  as  immaterial.  If  the 
•section  says  that  money  is  to  be  owed, 
if  these  words  are  struck  out,  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  can  agree  that  it  sliall 
not  be  owed.  If  the  Amendment  is 
carried,  the  agreement  can  still  be  made 
— you  do  not  prevent  it  by  striking  out 
the  words.  The  landlord  and  tenant,  if 
it  b3  right,  can  still  come  to  an  agree- 
ment. My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  asking 
for  this,  is  asking  for  no  protec- 
tion for  the  tenant;  the  Go- 
vernment, in  seeking  to  retain  the 
words,  are  seeking  no  protection  either 
for  the  tenant  or  landlord.  We  are 
discussing  nothing,  and  if  the  words 
remain  out  or  in,  the  fact  of  the  volun- 
tary agreement  will  remain  still.  If  the 
Government  agree  that  the  retention  of 
theso  words  will  not  alter  the  law,  would 
it  not  be  better  to  allow  them  to  ba 
struck  out,  s^  as  to  ensure  progress 
being  made  with  the  Bill  ? 

♦(5.15.)  Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex, 
^laldon)  :  So  far  as  I  see  the  tenaut 
farmer  will  get  no  benefit  from  the 
words,  consequently,  I  shall  support  the 
Motion  to  leave  them  out. 
VOL.  CCOXLIX.     [iniKD  series.] 


Mr.  PICTON  :  The  matter  of  costs 
has  been  overlooked. 

•(5.16.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  in  the  first  instance, 
because  the  matter  appeared  to  be  of  a 
legal  character.  I  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  these  words,  but  now  I  see 
he  regards  them  as  surplusage.  Under 
the  circumstance — as  I  do  not  attach  very 
much  importance  to  the  words  myself 
and  AS  I  am  anxious  to  make  progress 
with  the  Bill — I  will  consent  to  the 
words  being  left  out. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•(5.17.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
I  desire  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
same  point — before  the  word  "  owe  "  to 
insert  these  words  "notwithstanding 
any  agreement  to  the  contrary."  The 
words  just  struck  out  were  surplusage, 
but  is  is  necessary  to  prevent  &  landlord 
putting  pressure  on  the  tenant  by 
increasing  his  rent,  so  as  to  bring  it  up 
to  the  estimated  average  amount  of  the 
tithe.  Unless  these  words  are  inserted, 
such  an  agreement  could  be  entered  into, 
and  thereupon  Sub-section  3  would 
become  of  no  effect  whatever. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
13,  before  the  word  **  owe,"  to  insert  the 
words  *'  notwithstanding  an  agreement 
to  the  contraVy."  —  (Mr,  «/.  Bryn 
Jioberts.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

•(5.18.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
hope  this  Amendment  will  not  bj 
pressed.  Wo  had  in  our  minds  that  the 
landlord  and  tenant  might  come  to  an 
agreement  if  they  thought  fit,  and  these 
words  would  prevent  the  landlord  from 
agreeing  to  relieve  the  tenant  of  the  pay- 
ment, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  has  explained  can  be 
done  under  the  section  as  it  stands. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

•(5.19.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I 
move,  in  line  14,  to  omit  the  word 
"  owe,'*  in  order  lo  insert  the  words  '*  be 
liable  to  pay." 

Amendment  agreed. to. 
2  S 
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•(5.20.)  Me.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  would 
now  move  to  insert,  in  line  14,  after  the 
word  "  has,*'  the  word  *'  properly."  If 
this  is  not  agreed  fco,  a  tenant  might  be 
called  npon  to  pay  a  sum  which  the 
landlord  might  have  improperly  paid  to 
the  tithe  owner. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
14,  after  the  word  "  has,"  to  insert  the 
word  "properly."  —  (Mr.  Samvsl 
Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  properly '  be  there  inserted." 

•(5.21.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
There  might  be  litigation,  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  as  to  the  propriety 
of  a  payment  that  a  landlord  might  have 
made  on  account  of  tithe  rent-charge. 
It  can  hardly  be  supposed  that  he  would 
pay  more  than  was  due. 

*(5.21.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  N.) :  If  the  tenant  were  in  arrear, 
say  for  three  or  four  years,  and  the  land- 
lord chose  to  pay,  could  he  recover  the 
full  amount  from  the  tenant  ? 

•(5.22.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  only 
remedy  for  recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge 
is  limited.  There  can  be  nothing  re- 
covered that  is  more  than  two  years  over- 
due. I  fail  to  see  what  improper  pay- 
ment there  can  be  by  the  landlord, 
especially  when  we  remember  that  his 
remedy  against  the  tenant  is  expressly 
limited. 

•(5.23.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  If  the 
words  stand  as  they  are  there  is  no  in- 
quiry whether  the  landlord  has  paid 
properly  or  not.  Supposing  the  tithe 
owner,  who  may  be  a  poor  clergyman, 
has  gone  to  the  landlord  and  has  said  to 
him,  **You  will  owe  me  tithe  in  six 
months;  I  am  very  hard  up;  give  it  mo 
in  advance."  That,  I  think,  would  be  a 
payment,  and  the  landlord  might  forth- 
with make  the  tenant  pay  what  was  not 
due.  At  any  rate,  I  do  not  see  what 
danger  there  is  in  inserting  the  word 
"  properly." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(5.27.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  I  have 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  leave 
out  "exclusive  of"  in  line  15  in  order  to 
insert  "  but  shall  not  be  liable  to  pay." 
I  will  not  move  it,  however,  if  the 
Attorney  General  thinks  the  words 
"  exclusive  of  "  better  express  the  inten- 
tion. 


•(5.27.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  think 
those  words  would  be  better  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant. 

•(5.28.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  Is  it 
understood  that  in  no  case  shall  the 
landlord's  costs  be  recovered  from  the 
tenant  ? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Yes. 

•(5.28.)  m.  MORTON :  I  beg  tomovo, 
in  page  1,  line  16,  after  the  word  "  rent- 
charge,''  to  insert— 

"Provided  that  in  case  there  are  several 
occupiers  in  any  tithe-field  tiie  landlord  shidl 
divide  the  tithe  rent-charge  among  the  said 
occupiers  according^  to  the  rent  reserved  by 
him." 


I  understand  the  Attorney  General  to 
say  that  the  law    as  to  collection  will 
remain  the  same  under  the  Bill  as  it  is. 
now.     At  this  moment  where  there  are 
several    occupiers  in  a  tithe-field  each 
occupier   is  liable  for    his    neighbour's  ' 
tithe.     I  can  give  instances  where  the 
law  has  been  put  in  force  in  that  direc- 
tion in  large  cities,  and  has  led  to  some- 
thing  like    a   riot.      At    Streatham,    I 
remember,    the    rector    of     the   parish 
endeavoured     to     make     a    man    who 
occupied  perhaps  the  fiftieth  part  of  a 
field  pay  the  whole  of  the  tithe.     I  do  not 
know  what  was  the  upshot  of  it,  but 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  excitement  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  it  does  appear  to 
me  that,  now  that  you  are  dealing  with 
the  question  of  tithe,  you  should  take  the 
opportunity  of  marking  the  law  fair  to 
occupiers.  I  cannot  see  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  not  provide  in  the  Bill  that 
the  landlord  shall  in  each  case  divide  the 
tithe  according  to  the  rent  on  each  parcel. 
When   the    owner    puts   in    a    distress 
because  one  occupier  cannot  pay,  he  says, 
"  You   have    your  remedy   by   making 
your  neighbours  pay  their  share."     But 
it  will  be  found  that  there  is  difficulty 
in  a  man's  making  his  neighbours  pay, 
because   practically  in  most  cases    the 
expense  makes  the  remedy  impossible. 
I  myself  have  gone  to  agents  of   tithe 
owners,  and  have  said,  "  Why  don't  you 
collect  the  tithe  from  the  parties  from 
whom  it  is  due  ? "  and  the  answer  has 
been,   "Because  we  have  the  power  to 
make  one  person  pay,  and  we  go  to  the 
one  whom  we  know  to  have  the  most 
valuable  goods."     I  may  say  that  I  have 
heard  more  cursing  and  swearing  and 
more  harsh  language  used  towards  the 
Church   with   regard   to  this   mode    of 
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collecting  the  tithe  from  a  single 
occupier  than  in  regard  to  any  other 
subject. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
1 6,  after  the  word  "  rent-charge,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

'*  Provided  that  in  case  there  are  several 
occupiers  in  any  tithe-field,  the  landlord  shall 
divide  the  tithe  rent-charge  among  the  said 
occupiers,  according  to  the  rent  reserved  by 
him.*'— (1/r.  Morton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(5.34.)  Sir  R  WEBSTER:  I  must 
point  out  that  the  hon.  Member  is  really 
mixing  up  two  completely  different 
matters.  This  clause  deals  with  the  lia- 
bility to  the  tithe,  and  has  no  reference  at 
all  to  the  tithe  owners.  If  he  desires  to 
alter  the  law  whereby  the  tithe  owner  nan 
recover  the  whole  of  the  tithe  from  any 
one  of  the  tithe  owners  of  a  field  or  of 
several  fields,  he  must  do  so  by  a  separate 
section.  It  is  impossible  to  engraft  on 
this  section  any  Amendment  of  the  kind. 

•Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  I 
think,  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General,  that  it  would 
be  better  for  the  hoa.  Gentleman  to 
endeavour  to  deal  with  this  matter  by  a 
new  clause. 

•Mr.  MORTON:  I  shall  have  no 
objection  to  do  so  if  that  be  deemed  the 
proper  course ;  but  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  the  matter  their  con- 
sideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name — namely,  in  page  1,  line  17,  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  such  sura,"  and 
insert  the  words  **  tithe  rent-charge." 

•Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  would 
point  out  that  this  is  merely  a  Conse- 
quential Amendment,  which  is  inappro- 
priate in  this  place. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•(5.38.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I  now 
have  to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  this 
clause,  in  page  1,  lines  17  and  18,  to  omit 
the  words  "  by  distress,"  in  order  that 
I  may  hereafter  move  the  insertion 
of  the  words  "  if  it  were  rent  in  arrear ;" 
so  that  the  sub-section  would  then  read 
thus — 

"Such  sum  shall  be  recoverable  from  the 
occupier  in  like  manner  as  if  it  were  rent  in 
arrear." 


The  case  we  are  dealing  with  is, 
where  the  occupier  has  made  himself 
liable  to  the  owner  by  covenant  to  pay 
the  tithe  rent-charge.  It  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  between  the  occu- 
pier and  the  tithe  owner.  The  tenant 
not  having  paid  the  money,  the  landlord 
has  done  so,  and  he  has  to  recover  it.  As 
the  law  stands,  if  the  tenant  fail  to  pay 
the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  the  landlord 
has  done  so,  the  landlord  can  sue  him  for 
breach  of  covenant,  and  compel  him  to 
refund  the  money  so  paid.  No  reason 
has  been  shown  for  taking  this  right 
from  him.  One  of  the  objects  of 
the  Bill  is,  that  the  tenant  may  not 
feel  that  he  is  paying  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  as  such.  A  large  number  of  the 
farmers  do  not  object  to  pay  a  larger  rent 
out  of  which  the  tithe  rent-charge  is  paid, 
but  they  object  to  pay  a  tithe  rent-charge 
as  such  in  any  case  whatever.  Indeed, 
some  of  them  have  made  vows  that  they 
will,  under  no  circumstances,  ever  pay 
the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  it  is  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  Bill  to  get  rid  of  this  feel- 
ing. It  is  put  as  a  matter  of  contract 
between  the  tenant  and  the  landlord,  and 
it  is  undesirable  that  the  landlord  should 
be  obliged  to  distrain  for  the  amount  so 
paid  as  a  separate  thing.  It  would  also 
be  unfair  that  where  the  tenant  has 
broken  his  contract  the  landlord  should 
not  be  able  to  get  damages  for  the  breach 
as  he  does  now.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  accept  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line^ 
1 7  and  1 8,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  by 
distress." — (J/r.  Sydney  Gedge.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause.'' 

•(5.41.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  It  seems  to 
me  that  we  cannot  possibly  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend,  although  doubt- 
less there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  Mud  in 
favour  of  the  view  he  puts  forward.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  did  not  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby,  that  it  was  unjust  that  the 
tenant  should  be  liable  in  respect  to  thv 
non-payment  of  tithe  in  the  same  degree 
as  in  respect  to  the  non-payment  of  rent. 
But  when  you  have  shifted  to  the  land- 
owner the  responsibility  for  the  tithe^ 
our  view  is  that  you  ought  to  give  hin^ 
the  same  remedy  against  the  tenant  as 
he  now  possesses.  After  what  I  said  a 
2S  2 
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few  minates  ago,  I  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  This  is  cer- 
tainly one  point  on  which  I  took  strong 
objection  to  this  Bill,  my  gronnd  being 
that  it  places  the  tenant  in  a  worse 
position  than  before  ;  that  is  to  say,  he 
will  be  liable  to  other  and  stronger 
remedies  than  at  present  in  respect  of 
the  amount  payable  for  tithes.  I  am 
glad  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
made  a  concession  on  this  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  would,  however, 
overthrow  this,  and  expose  the  tenant  to 
being  sued  and  pursued  by  other  and 
different  methods  to  those  that  are  now 
adopted,  thereby  lessening  his  present 
position  and  rendering  the  law  much 
more  oppressive  than  before. 

•Mr.  SYDNEY  GKDGE :  At  the 
present  moment  the  tithe  owner  may 
distrain  on  the  tenant's  property  for  the 
amount  of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  not 
only  so,  but  for  the  amount  of  the 
whole  of  the  charge  on  land  not  in 
the  occupation  of  the  tenant.  He  is 
also  under  the  liability,  if  he  does 
not  pay,  of  an  action  for  damages  for 
breach  of  covenant,  and  that  is  where  I 
leave  him. 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  would  point 
out  that  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Membar  be  carried,  the  landlord  may 
distrain  in  respect  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  on  the  dining-room  furniture 
or  any  other  chattels  of  the  tenant, 
which  he  cannot  do  now. 

•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  Under  the  pro- 
posal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport, 
it  may  be  that  the  tenant  will  be  com- 
mitted to  gaol.  If  he  be  sued  in  tho 
County  Court  and  does  not  pay,  and 
the  County  Court  Judi^e  thinks  he  ought 
to  pay,  he  may  bo  committed  to  prison. 
Therefore,  I  regard  the  Amendment  as  a 
most  objectionable  one,  and  as  altogether 
opposed  to  the  understanding  come  to 
some  time  ago. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  I  hope  ray 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  not  press 
the  Amendment  to  a  Division.  The 
matter  is  one  which  wo  carefully  con- 
sidered, as  we  thought  that  the  tenant 
ought  not  to  be  placed  in  a  worse 
position  than  that  in  which  he  had  volun- 
»tarily  place  I  himself.  It  was  for  that 
reason  that  we  accepted  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment  which  the  right  hon. 
Oentlema'i  opposite  thinks  of  so  much 
iinportanc ».  I  do  not  think  it  so  im- 
Sir  R.   WehaUiV 


portant  as  he  does,  because  the  whole 
matber  is  temporary  and  only  applies  to 
existing  contra'jts,  and  if  the  landlords 
or  tenants  wish  to  get  out  of  them  they 
can  give  notice  to  terminate  them. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•(5.45.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  I  beg  to 
move,  in  page  1,  line  19,  at  the  end,  to 
insert  the  words — 

**  But  such  sum  shall  not  be  recoverable 
until  three  monthe  after  the  owner  has  served 
on  the  occupier  a  written  notice  specifying  the 
amount  so  paid  hy  the  owner,  and  to  whom,  and 
the  date  of  payment  thereof. " 

I  think  the  Amendment  is  a  very  reason- 
able one,  and  I  hope  the  GK)vernment 
will  see  their  way  to  accepting  it.  I 
would  point  out  that  by  Clause  2  this 
indulgence  is  given  to  the  landlord,  who 
is  allowed  three  months  in  which  to  pay. 
If  my  Amendment  is  not  carried,  then  I 
sup{X)se  the  landlord  is  to  be  treated 
differently  to  the  tenant,  and  that,  I 
think,  ought  not  to  be  the  case.  I  re- 
member that  last  year  Lord  Brabourne 
said  that  it  was  the  universal  custom  to 
allow  the  tenants  three,  six,  or  even  nine 
months  in  which  to  pay  their  tithes.  I 
think  the  Amendment  a  reasonable  one, 
and  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted  by  the 
Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
19,  after  "otherwise,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

'*  But  such  sum  shall  not  be  recoverable  nntil 
three  months  after  the  owner  has  served  on 
the  occupier  a  written  notice  specifyinj^  the 
amount  no  paid  by  the  owner,  and  to  whom, 
and  the  date  of  payment  thereof.*' — ( ATr.  S.  T. 
Evant  ) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  altera- 
tion proposed  is  in  favour  of  the  tenant, 
who  would  not  be  liable  to  pay  the 
charge.  At  present  he  is  allowed  21 
days  in  which  to  pay  the  tithe  ;  but  now 
that  it  is  proposed  that  the  owner  shall 
pay  it,  the  hon.  Member  asks  that  the 
occupier  shall  be  allowed  three  months 
to  meet  his  liability  to  the  owner. 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  Why  should  the 
landlord  have  it  in  Clause  2  ? 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  That  is  a 
question  to  consider  on  Clause  2. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  tenants  not  having  notice,  I 
would  call  my  hon.  Friend's  attention  to 
Sub- section  5  of  Clause  2 — 
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**  Where  the  occupier  of  the  lands  out  of 
which  the  tithe  rent-charge  issues  is  liable 
under  any  contract  made  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  to  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  is 
consequently  liable  by  virtue  of  this  Act  to  pay 
the  amount  thereof  to  the  owner  of  the  lauds, 
he  may  serve  notice  of  such  liability  on  the 
owner  of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  thereupon 
before  an  order  under  this  section  is  made, 
there  shall  be  such  service  on  and  hearing  of 
the  occupier,  in  addition  to  the  owner,  as  may 
be  prescribed." 

It  strikes  me  that  is  a  protection,  because 
the  tenant  cannot  be  called  npon  to  pay 
nnloss  notice  is  served. 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVA^fS  :  I  do  not  think  it 
is,  because  that  sub-secfcion  is  only  to 
apply  to  proceedings  in  the  County 
Court.  It  says  so — "  That  before  an 
order  is  made  by  the  Court  notice  must 
be  given.**  I  do  not  think  the  sub- 
section meets  the  provision  which  I 
want  to  insert. 

Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  hon. 
Member  will  recollect  that  the  tenant 
must  be  aware  of  his  liability. 

(5.54.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  99 ;  Noes  172.— (Div.  List,  No.  14.) 

♦(6.2.)  Mr.  MORTON :  The  Amend- 
ment I  desire  to  move  is  to  provide  that 
implements  and  animals  used  in  land 
cultivation  should  be  exempted  from 
distress.  It  may  be  said,  of  course,  if 
the  owner  has  to  pay  the  tithe,  the 
occupier  who  uses  the  implements  and 
animals  may  not  have  much  to  do  with 
the  matter;  but  there  are,  at  this 
moment  in  the  country,  a  certain  num- 
ber of  small  freehold  occupiers  who 
would  be  affected  in  this  way,  and  I 
believe  we  all  hope  thit  in  the  future 
there  may  be  more  freehold  occupiers 
of  small  farms  than  there  have  been  in 
the  past,  and  the  future  operation  of  this 
Bill  may  affect  a  great  many  persons. 
At  the  present  time,  as  the  law  stands, 
a  workman's  tools  and  various  other 
articles  are  exempt  from  the  process  of 
distress,  and  all  I  wish  to  do  is  to  put 
these  small  freeholders  in  the  same 
position  as  regards  distraint.  I  observe 
that  under  the  old  law,  or  custom,  you 
could  not  put  a  distress  upon  beasts  used 
in  tillage,  and  so  it  came  to  my  mind  to 
ask  the  Government  to  accept  this 
Amendment,  as  I  hope  they  will. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
19,  after  "otherwise,"  to  insert  the 
words — 


**  Provided  that  implpments  and  animals 
used  in  cultivatiug  the  land  shall  be  exempt 
from  such  distress." — (Mr  Morton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

•(6.5.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  this 
Amendment.  In  the  first  place,  I  may 
point  out,  there  is  no  necessity  for  it, 
but  my  principal  objaction  is,  it  is  quite 
impossible  to  alter  the  remedy  for  the 
collection  of  tithe  without  a  much  fuller 
discussion  of  the  law  of  distraint  from 
a  complete  point  of  view.  At  the  present 
time  beasts  for  tillage  can  only  be  taken 
when  there  is  no  other  means  of  dis- 
tress. Certain  rights  are  given  to  the 
occupier,  and  the  same  law  prevails  in 
this  as  in  other  forms  of  distress.  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  has  shown 
a  sufficient  reason  why  here  there 
should  be  a  deviation  from  the  general 
law,  and  I  have  never  heard  a  demand 
for  the  alteration  in  the  general  law. 

•(6.7.)  Mr.  MORTON:  I  do  not 
agree  that  it  is  an  alteration  of  the 
general  law  of  distress,  because  all  I 
want  to  do  is  to  put  small  farmers  who 
are  freehold  occupiers  on  the  same 
footing  as  workmen  in  other  trades.  I 
do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee, 
but  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  take  a 
Division. 

•(6.8.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  : 
I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  do 
that.  It  is  only  a  partial  alteration,  and 
it  can  only  apply  temporarily.  On  the 
general  principle  perhaps  something  may 
be  said,  but  not  certainly  on  such  a 
clause  as  this. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

•(6.9.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  :  I  hope 
the  Government  will  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  I  have  given  notice,  to 
strike  out  the  words  "  three  months " 
and  insert  "21  days."  I  am  looking  at 
the  matter  not  from  the  point  of  view 
of  the  parson  alone.  I  am  supposing  that 
the  tithe  is  the  property  of  the  nation, 
and  will  ultimately  fall  into  the  nation's 
hands  ;  the  question  simply  is  in  regard 
to  a  just  debt — how  and  when  it  shall 
be  recovered.  At  present^  if  the  tithe- 
payer  does  not  pay  his  tithe,  a  distress 
can  be  levied  in  21  days.     The  Bill  does 
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away  with  one  remedy  and  provides 
another,  but  it  postpones  the  operation 
of  that  remedy  for  three  months.  Now, 
the  remedy  is  in  itself  a  slow  remedy. 
Application  must  be  made  to  the  County 
Court,  and  a  day  has  to  be  fixed  for 
hearing,  and  the  remedy  then  deter- 
mined, and,  in  fact,  the  tithe  payer  will 
get  a  great  deal  of  delay  he  has  not  at 
jjreseut,  and  in  certain  cases  this 
will  operate  with  considerable  hardship 
on  tlij  man  entitled  to  receive  the  tithe. 
For  instance,  tithe  being  due  in  July,  he 
can  take  no  proceedings  for  three  months, 
and  that  brings  him  to  the  vacation, 
and  tlie  hearing  is  put  off  to  the  next 
Kitting  of  the  Court.  So,  practically,  it 
may  be  four  or  five  months  before  the 
tithe  owner  can  apply  the  remedy  to  get 
the  amount  justly  due  to  him ;  and  he 
gets  no  interest  meanwhile.  I  really  do 
not  see  why  there  should  be  this  long 
interval.  In  other  cases  a  man  can 
take  proceedings  at  once  when  the 
debts  are  due,  and  though  people  do 
not  do  so,  that  is  because  it  is  pleasanter 
to  use  a  little  patience  and  persuasion 
bsfore  taking  proceedings.  The  same 
course  surely  might  be  pursued  in  the 
case  of  tithe  rent-cliarge,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  thc;re  should  be  |a  statutory 
limitation  barring  proceedings  for  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
28,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  not  less 
than  three  months,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  twenty-one  days." — (^Mr,  Sydney 
Gedye.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  not  less  than  three  months '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

(6.11.)  Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE 
(Kensington,  N.) :  I  join  in  entreating 
the  Government  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. May  I  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  argument  which  was 
used  with  unanswerable  force  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  .the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  the  earlier  part  of 
the  Debate  applies  totidem  verbis  to 
this  Amendment  ?  Why  should  longer 
credit  be  given  to  landowners  in  regard 
to  the  payment  of  tithe  than  has 
been  given  hitherto  to  occupiers  ?  I 
fail  to  Roe  why  landowners  should  have 
longer  credit ;  why  they  should  have  a 
period  of  six  months,  within  which  no 
action  shall  lie  ;  while  the  occupier  has 
Mr,  Sydney  Gedge 


only  21  days.     Further,  lot  me  point  ont, 
the  question  as  to  length  of  notice  re- 
quired, really  concerns  only  those  cases 
of  tithe  where  it  is  undoubtedly  a  fact 
that  the  tithe  is  justly  due  and  recover- 
able ;  for   in  any  other  case,  in  a  case 
where  ultimately  it  is  shown  the  tithe 
is  improperly  or  unjustly  claimed,  it  really 
matters  not  two  straws  whether  the  claim 
is  brought  to  hearing  in  three  months  or 
in  a  year,  because  when  it  is  brought  to 
hearing,  it  will  be  disposed  of,  no  payment 
will  be  made,  and  no  harm  will  have  been 
done.      But  this  concerns  cases   where 
tithe    is  actually  recoverable   as  a  just 
debt,  and  surely  no  more. is  required  than 
a  reasonable  time,  so  that  a  person  who 
intends  to  pay  his  debt  may  not  be  put 
to   the    hardship   of   being  called  upon 
at     a    moment's    notice    to    make    the 
payment,  or  be  visited  with  penalties  for 
not  doing  so.     I  trust  it  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Legislature  to  inflict  such  a 
hardship  upon  the  owner  of  the  tithe  as 
to  compel  him  to  wait  three  months  be- 
fore he  can  take  proceedings  to  recover 
thatwhichis  justly  due  to  him.  We  know 
that  would  mean  a  considerably  longer 
time  before  payment  could  actually  be 
reahsed.     Probably  it  will  come  to  this : 
that  three  months  will  be  regarded  as 
the  legitimate  time  within  which  pay- 
ment is  actually  due  and  ought  conven- 
tionally and  customarily  to  be  paid.     In 
many  cases  this  would  be  a  serious  hard- 
ship.    In  the  case  of  a  large  number  of 
owners  of   tithe  a  considerable  portion 
of  their  income    is   derived   from    this 
source,  and  to  pass  the  clause  in  its  pre- 
sent shape  means  that  a  certain  portion 
of  the  community  will  be   deprived  of 
their  debts  justly  due  for  an  appreciable 
portion   of    time    during    which  no  in- 
terest shall  accrue. 

•(6.18.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  It 
is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  this  Amend- 
ment is  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire.  We 
are  imposing  a  new  liability  on  the 
landlord,  and  therefore  it  is  obviously 
reasonable  that  any  difference  in  his 
position  as  compared  with  his  liability 
under  his  present  position  ought  to  be 
fairly  considered.  What  is  the  differ- 
ence ?  As  a  general  rule,  the  landowner 
does  not  obtain  his  rent  for,  at  any 
rate,  three  months  after  the  period 
at  which  it  is  due.  That  is  a  point 
which    surely     my    hon.    Friends   be- 
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hind  me,  who  hare  spoken  on  behalf  of 
the  tithe  owners,  ought  to  take  into  con- 
sideration. You  are  imposing  a  liability 
on  the  owner  of  land  to  pay  a  certain 
sum.  You  ought,  in  fairness  to  him,  I 
think,  not  to  enable  the  tithe  owner  to  pro- 
ceed against  him  for  non-payment  until 
a  reasonable  time  has  elapsed  to  enable 
him  to  obtain  the  money  to  discharge 
that  liability.  Well,  the  extension  from 
21  days  to  three  months  has  been,  I  think, 
in  all  Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bills 
submitted  to  the  House.  I  observe  that 
fiome  hon.  Members  think  the  period 
insafficient,  and  that  it  should  be  ex- 
tended to  six  months,  and  that  seems  to 
indicate  that  we  have  adopted  a  happy 
medium,  and  that  three  months  is  a  term 
that  commends  itself  to  those  who  con- 
sider the  matter  from  both  sides.  I 
believe  it  is  not  the  custom  for  any  tithe 
owner  to  expect  or  to  receive  payment 
of  tithe  until  at  least  two  months  after  it  is 
^ue.  Speaking  from  my  own  experience, 
being  a  considerable  tithepayer,  tlie 
tithe  owners  are  never  so  harsh  as  to  exact 
payment  before  that  time.  I  believe 
this  is  a  general  custom  throughout  the 
country.  There  may  be  some  delay  owing 
to  the  fact  that  the  question  will  have 
to  be  brought  before  the  County  Court ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  remember  the 
sittings  of  the  County  Court  are  more 
frequent  than  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  supposes.  At  any  rate, 
they  do  not  indulge  in  a  long  vacation, 
«s  he  suggested ;  and  therefore  if  the 
tithe  rent-charge  is  not  paid  in  three 
tmonths,  I  do  not  think  a  very  long  period 
will  elapse  before  the  tithe  owner  may 
take  proceedings. 

♦(6.21.)  Mr. G.OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  me,  for  I  have  put  down  an 
Amendment  to  make  the  period  six 
months,  believing  three  months  not 
sufficient.  The  object  of  interposing 
delay  is  two-fold,  first,  to  give  the  landlord 
an  opportunity  of  receiving  his  rent, 
and  I  should  have  thought  that  on 
the  average  a  landlord  would  be 
exceedingly  lucky  to  get  his  rent  within 
six  months ;  and  further,  to  give  the 
parties  an  opportunity  of  settling  the 
matter  amicably,  or,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  said,  pleasantly.  I  am 
sure  we  must  all  deprecate  hasty 
hostile  proceedings,  and  I  think  that  21 
days  for  the   purpose   of  settlement  is 


manifestly  too  short  a  period.  There 
need  be  no  apprehension  as  to  the  length 
of  time  required  for  recovery,  for,  as  a 
matter  of  fact.  County  Courts  have  no 
long  vacation,  and  they  sit  every  month 
except  in  September. 

(6.23.)  Mr.  H.  T.  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN(Kent,Faversham):  Ihope  , 
the  Government  will  agree  to  limit  the 
period.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
result  of  the  Bill,  whatever  else  it  may 
be,  will  not  be  to  lead  to  an  increase  of  the 
income  of  the  tithe  owners.  Indeed,  to 
some  extent,  it  will  diminish  it ;  and  I 
fail  to  see  why  we  should  go  out  of  our 
way  to  impose  a  greater  burden  upon 
them  to  place  more  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  their  collection  of  their  income. 
I  do  not  think  it  has  been  sufficiently 
placed  before  the  Committee  that  there 
are  a  number  of  the  poorer  clergy  who 
are  entirely  or  mainly  dependent  on 
tithe  for  their  subsistence.  These  poor 
clergy  have  their  household  bills  to 
meet,  and  if  you  keep  them  out  of 
possession  of  their  tithe  for  three  months 
they  will  have  to  borrow  money  and  pay 
interest  for  it,  while  for  the  delay  in 
payment  of  tithe  they  will  receive  no 
interest.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
see  their  way  to  modify  the  Bill,  and 
allow  some  less  period  than  three 
months. 

*(6.25.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  Upon 
agricultural  holdings  rents  are  frequently 
allowed  to  run  half  a  year,  and  not 
collected,  perhaps,  for  six  weeks  or  two 
months  after  that,  so  that  really  the 
landlord  gives  a  credit  of  eight  months. 
I  am  a  tithe  owner,  and  I  know  that  my 
tithes  are  not  paid  more  than  once  a 
year,  so  for  six  months  they  are  running. 
Here  we  give  every  possible  advantage 
to  the  tithe  owner.  We  make  the  tithe 
easy  of  collection ;  we  make  it  a  first 
charge  upon  the  land  ;  whereas  now  it 
is  a  charge  on  the  produce  of  the 
land,  and  I  think  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  tithepayera  should  have  at  least 
six  months  for  payment.  Landowners 
will  have  to  pay  rates  for  the  tithe 
owners  in  advance,  and  it  is  right  they 
should  have  some  consideration  in 
return.  There  is  no  doubt  this  Bill  will 
double  the  value  of  tithe.  From  12i 
years'  purchase  it  will  become  worth  25 
years'  purchase,  and  the  least  concession 
we  can  make  to  tithepayers  is  to  allow 
them  six  months  to  pay  in. 
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•(6.27.)  Mb.  C.  W.  GRAY  :  As  I  had 
something  to  do  with  trying  to  induce 
the  Government  to  propose  this  change, 
which  the  landlords  of  the  country  have 
accepted,  placing  a  large  responsibility 
on  their  shoulders,  I  may  be  allowed  to 
express  an  opinion  that  the  landlords 
have  some  claim  in  return.  In  the 
Eastern  Counties  it  is  the  custom  for 
landlords  to  collect  the  Michaelmas  rent 
in  January,  and  the  Lady  Day  rent  in 
July,  and  sometimes  later  than  that. 
That  is  all  very  well  when  the  farms  are 
in  a  prosperous  condition,  and  when  the 
tenants  are  able  to  pay  the  rents  are 
collected,  but  I  know  farms  where  12 
months'  and  18  months'  credit  has  to 
ba  given.  This  is  not  because  the 
landlord  likes  it,  but  because  it  is 
Hobson's  choice  with  him  ;  he  must 
wait  until  the  tenant  can  scrape  the 
money  together,  or  he  must  be  con- 
tent to  have  the  farm  vacant  on  his 
hands.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  and 
considering  the  enormous  responsibility 
the  landlords  of  England  have  accepted 
for  the  benefit  of  tithe  owners,  I  do  hope 
that  if  any  alteration  is  made  in  the 
terms  of  this  clause,  it  will  be  in  the 
direction  rather  of  extending  than  of 
restricting  the  credit.  As  the  clause 
stands,  I  think  a  happy  medium  has 
been  reached. 

♦(6.29.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  I  think 
hon.  Members  are  making  too  much  of 
this  point.  Under  the  present  system 
collection  is  seldom  made  under  three 
montbs.  The  21  days'  notice  is  a 
sort  of  penal  notice  which  is  given 
preparatory  to  distress ;  but  in  practice, 
when  the  tithe  becomes  due  the  tithe 
owner  waits  a  month  or  two  before 
applying  for  payment,  and  if  payment  is 
not  made,  then  follows  the  21  days' 
formal  notice  prior  to  distress.  This 
notice  is  considered  to  be  of  a  penal 
character;  it  involves  a  payment  of 
2s.  6d.,  and  it  is  only  resorted  to  after 
previous  application  has  been  made  for 
payment.  This  is  the  invariable  cus- 
tom. The  three  months'  period  is  a 
reasonable  compromise  on  the  existing 
system,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  press 
the  matter  further. 

(6.30.)  Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON 
(Dorset,  W.)  :  I  hope  the  Government 
will  stick  to  their  guns.  Considering 
the  advantage  given  to  the  cleigyman,  I 


think  he  ought  not  to  expect  paymenit 
on  the  nail,  but  that  he  should  be  con- 
tent  to  wait  three  months. 

(6.31.)  Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGB  (Car- 
narvon, <&c.)  :  I  think  it  would  be  difficult 
to  recall  a  single  case  in  which  a  clergy- 
man has  thought  proper  to  institute  JegieJ. 
proceedings,  by  distraint  or  otherwise^ 
when  tithe  has  not  been  in  arrear  for- 
more  than  three  months.  Suppose,  for 
instance,  21  days  is  substituted  for  thre& 
months,  and  the  clergyman  thinks  propcr- 
to  avail  himself  of  the  substitution,  what- 
will  be  the  result?  Irritation  will  be 
caused,  and  far  more  harm  done  to  th& 
Church,  in  whose  interest  this  Bill  has 
been  brought  in,  than  the  reverse.  I 
think  it  would  be  far  better  to  leaTe  ther 
clause  as  it  stands. 

♦Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  think  the  balance  of  the  argument  ia 
on  the  side  of  my  hon.  Friend  who- 
moved  the  Amendment.  Yet,  on  the- 
whole,  I  would  advise  him  not  to  press, 
the  .Amendment  to  a  Division.  I  tender 
the  advice  on  the  ground  that  this  Bill 
is  essentially  a  Bill  of  compromise  and 
conciliation.  It  is  a  Bill  for  the  settle- 
ment  of  a  long-vexed  question,  and 
we  can  never  settle  any  vexed  ques- 
tion unless  there  is  a  certain  amount, 
of  give  and  take.  There  can  be  no- 
question  that  if  this  Bill  is  passed 
it  will  put  the  tithe  rent-charge  on  a 
firmer  and  more  solid  basis  than  it  haa 
hitherto  occupied,  and  that  is  a  very 
desirable  consummation.  I  believe  th& 
tithe  rent-charge  will  be  paid  as  regu- 
larly and  punctually  as  before — perhaps, 
more  so — and  if  so,  whether  the  titho^ 
owner  has  to  wait  for  payment  three 
weeks  or  three  months  is  not  very- 
material.  We  have  all  of  us  to  wait 
for  payment  of  debts,  and  I  suppose- 
the  tithe  owner  must  wait  like  other 
people. 

(6.34.)Mr.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffpoa 
Walden)  :  I  sincerely  trust  the  Govern- 
ment will  stick  to  their  Bill  in  this, 
respect.  Although  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Talbot)  said  the  balance  of  the 
argument  is  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  did  not  give  any  reasons  for- 
his  belief.  But  I  rose  principally  to 
demur  to  one  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  that  was  that  this  is 
a  (Bill  of  conciliation  and  settlement. 
I  assure  him  that,  in  the  opinion  of  many 
of  the  tithepayers  of  the  country,  this  ia 
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not  a  Bill  of  conciliation  or  settlement 
in  any  sense  of  the  word,  nor  will ' 
the  tithepayers  accept  any  measure  as 
one  of  conciliation  and  settlement  that 
does  not  involve  some  equitable  distribu- 
tion of  the  tithe  rent-charg^e. 
•(6.35.)  Mr  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  If  this 
Bill  were  going  to  conciliate  people  all 
round,  I  should  be  happy  to  give  way  ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  told  us 
it  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  do 
not  feel  disposed  always  to  give  and 
never  to  take,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(6.36.)  Sir  J.SWINBURNE:  I  move 
to  leave  out  "  whatever  is  the  amount," 
in  line  29,  and  insert  "where  the  amount 
due  is  over  five  pounds,  and  does  not 
exceed  fifty  pounds."  Considering  the 
very  great  advantage  the  tithe  owner 
gains  under  this  Bill  I  do  not  think  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  go  to  the  County 
Court  unless  the  amount  is  over  £5. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oxford  Uni- 
versity has  spoken  about  concession,  but 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  concessions  are 
all  on  one  side. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  1,  line  29,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"Whatever  is  the  amount,**  and  insert  the 
words  '*  Where  the  amount  due  is  over  five 
pounds,  and  does  not  exceed  fifty  pounds." — 
(Sir  J.  Swinburne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(6.37.)  Sir  M.  HICKi5  BEACH: 
The  Amendments  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  leave  the  law  in  a  very  remark- 
able state.  Under  them  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  would  be  recoverable  by  distraint, 
under  the  existing  law,  on  the  occupier 
when  it  was  under  £5  or  above  £50. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  excludes  the  tithe 
rent  charge  under  £5  and  above  £50 
from  the  purview  of  the  County  Court, 
and  therefore  I  am  reduced  to  the  belief 
that  he  intends  to  retain  the  existing 
law.  I  utterly  fail  to  understand  how 
the  hon.  Member  would  recover  from  the 
owner  who  does  not  occupy  his  own 
land. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

•(6.38.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  page  2,  line  3,  after  the  word 
"owner,"    to  insert    the   words    "and 


occupier."  I  understand  the  Attorney 
General  has  been  considering  whether 
he  can  agree  to  the  insertion  of  these 
words.  My  reason  for  proposing  the 
Amendment  is  that  the  occupier  is  to  b& 
bound  by  proceedings  which  are  con- 
ducted in  his  absence.  Under  the  5th 
Sub-section  the  occupier  is  to  give  cer- 
tain notices  before  proceedings  are  taken, 
but  if  he  does  not  receive  notice  how 
can  he  give  notice  under  the  5th  Sub- 
section? I  do  not  think  the  occupier 
ought  to  be  bound  by  anything  which 
takes  place  in  his  absence,  and  therefore^ 
I  hope  the  Attorney  General  will  see  his 
way  to  the  acceptance  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
3,  after  the  word  "owner,'*  to  insert 
the  words  "  and  occupier." — (J/r.  ^S'.  2\ 
Evans,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted." 

♦(6.40.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  have 
not  a  particle  of  objection  to  the  inser- 
tion of  these  words,  if  it  is  really  thought 
it  is  desirable  to  insert  them,  but  after 
the  best  consideration  I  do  not  think  iti» 
desirable.  This  matter  must  be  con- 
sidered together  with  Sub-section  5.  The 
general  case  is  this:  Land  is  held.  The 
landlord  or  owner  is  responsible  for  the 
tithe  in  the  first  instance.  *The  tenant- 
will  never  have  to  pay  tithe  so  far  as  the 
tithe  owner  is  concerned,  but  what  wil> 
happen  will  be  this  :  if  the  tenant  owes- 
rent,  and  a  receiver  comes  to  him  and 
says,  "Your  landlord  owes  the  tithe 
owner  so  much  money,"  the  occupier, 
under  Sub-section  5,  will  have  to  pay  hift 
rent  to  the  receiver.  In  that  case  I 
have  not  been  able  to  appreciate — and  I 
have  discussed  this  with  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber — any  case  in  which  the  occupier 
could  wish  to  go  through  the  Court  at  all^ 
because  he  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
dispute.  All  he  will  have  to  do  is  to  pay 
his  rent  to  the  receiver  instead  of  to  his- 
landlord.  It  seems  to  me  the  Amend- 
ment would  increase  the  cost  in  every 
case  without  the  slightest  reason.  Then 
take  a  special  case.  Under  Sub-section 
5  we  have  provided  that  in  every  case  . 
where  the  occupier  is  liable  to  pay  he 
shall  have  such  hearing  as  is  necessary 
in  order  to  protect  his  own  interests. 
That  necessitates  the  occupier,  who  is 
under  terms,  by  his  contract,  to  pay  to> 
give  notice  to   the  tithe  owner.    Bui 
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that  would  equally  apply  in  case 
he  had  notice  under  the  sub-section. 
The  tithe  owner  cannot  tell  the  cases  in 
which  the  occupier  is  liable,  and  in 
which  he  is  not  liable.  The  Amend- 
ment would  increase  the  costs,  and 
although  the  increase  would  be  small 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  avoided. 

*(6.45.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  We  only 
want  to  protect  the  occupier  from  being 
prejudiced.  So  far  as  costs  are  con- 
cerned, there  need  be  no  additional  cost, 
or,  if  there  is,  it  need  not  amount  to  more 
than  Is.  for  the  service  of  the  notice. 
With  regard  to  the  bearing  of  Sub- 
section 5  upon  the  matter,  I  think  the 
difficulty  which  would  arise  might  be 
got  over  by  the  acceptance  of  my  Amend- 
ment to  Sub-section  5,  which  provides 
that  instead  of  the  occupier,  the  owner 
should  give  the  notice.  Let  me  also 
point  out  that  before  an  order  could  be 
got  under  the  proceedings  a  montli 
might  elapse.  During  that  time  the 
landlord,  if  he  desired,  might  get  the 
tenant  to  pay  him  any  rent  which 
happened  not  to  be  paid ;  but  if  notice 
was  given  td  the  occupier  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  proceedings  the  money 
would  be  tied  in  his  hands  until  the  pro- 
ceedings were  concluded. 

*(6.47.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  i 
On  the  former  Bill  I  pointed  out  that 
where  the  occupier  is  liable 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  Amendment 
does  not  deal  with  a  case  in  which  the 
occupier  is  liable. 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  I 
pointed  out  that  where  the  occupier  is 
liable  it  would  be  unfair  that  the  land- 
lord and  tithe  owner  should  be  able  to 
settle  the  question  without  any  service 
on  the  occupier,  which  would  have  been 
the  effect  of  the  old  Bill.  It  seems  to 
mo  the  Government  have  met  the  case 
fairly  by  Sub-section  5,  which  gives  the 
occupier  who  is  liable  the  opportunity  of 
serving  notice,  and  in  that  way  being 
heard.  If  the  Amendment  is  carried  it 
would  be  necessary  in  every  case,  whether 
the  occupier  is  liable  or  not,  for  the 
occupier  not  only  to  be  served,  tut  to 
be  heard.  That  seems  to  be  a  little 
unreasonable  and  unnecessary.  I  trust 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  his 
Amendment. 

•(6.50.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE :  I 
can  hardly  understand  anything  more 
hard  on  the  poor  occupier  than  the 
SirR.  Webster 


Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  are  these  occupiers?  Many  of 
them  are  ignorant  people.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
I  do  not  mean  ignorant  of  the  three  B's, 
but  ignorant  of  the  provisions  of  Acts  of 
Parliament.  A  poor  widow,  for  instance, 
may  be  served  with  a  notice,  and  she 
will  have  to  attend,  or  pay  a  solicitor  to 
represent  her,  although  she  may  not  have 
the  slightest  interest  in  the  question. 
Why  should  you  give  a  person  in  such  a 
position  the  trouble  of  having  a  notice 
served  upon  her  which  will  frighten  her 
out  of  her  life? 

•(6.51.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  We 
entirely  agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  if  he  can  with- 
draw his  Amendment  now  and  can  sug- 
gest to  us  any  case  which  is  not  covered 
by  Sub-section  5,  but  can  be  included  in 
it,  we  shall  be  very  glad  to  consider  it. 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  will  fall  in  with 
that  proposal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(6.52.)  Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGB : 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper  is  very  clear,  and  I 
think  the  Committee  may  at  once  pro- 
ceed to  a  decision  upon  it.  I  take  it  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  encourage  litigiousness.  If  the  Go- 
vernment will  not  consent  to  the  words 
I  propose,  I  can  only  imagine  that  some 
other  means  will  be  provided  by  which 
the  cost  of  recovery  will  be  added  to  the 
tithe  where  it  is  found  to  be  recover- 
able. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  2,  line 
5,  after  the  word  **  due  '*  to  insert  the 
words  "  together  with  the  cost  of  re- 
covery."— (aSiV  R.  Lethhridge,) 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(6.53.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  this.  It 
is  one  of  the  many  small  matters  that 
must  be  dealt  with  by  rules.  It  is  very 
undesirable  to  endeavour  to  aflBrm  in 
this  Bill  what  is  to  be  found  in  the 
County  Court  Acts,  although  it  may  be 
expedient  to  declare  that  certain  provi- 
sions of  those  Acts  do  not  apply  in  this 
case. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  :  Am  I 
to  understand  from  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  the  costs  will  be  added  by 
the  rules  of  the  County  Court  ? 
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Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  would  be 
most  improper  that  such  a  rule  should 
be  laid  down  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
Costs  are  generally  or  very  often  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Court.  This  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  would  take  away  that 
discretion.  Though  the  Court  thought 
a  case  a  very  proper  one  to  be  argued, 
and  that  each  party  should  pay  his  own 
costs,  there  would  be  no  power,  if  this 
Amendment  were  passed,  to  make  such 
an  order. 

•(6.54.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
have  read  the  clause.  The  words  are 
not  "  the  Court  shall  "  but  *'  the  Court 
may  order."  My  hon.  Friend  proposes 
to  add,  "  together  with  the  costs,"  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  the 
House  to  believe  that  under  the  Amend- 
ment the  Court  **  may  "  order  payment 
of  the  surn  and  "shall"  order  payment 
of  the  costs.  Will  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  give  me  the  assurance  that  if  the 
words  remain  as  they  are  in  the  Bill  the 
Court  will  be  able  to  give  the  costs  1 

*(6.55.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I 
thought  my  hon.  Friend's  experiences 
of  County  Courts  was  larger  than 
mine.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge 
on  the  point,  but  I  am  so  advised  by 
County  Court  authorities,  and  I  think 
there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  We  intend 
to  give  the  County  Court  the  discretion, 
but  I  will  look  into  the  matter. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE:  That 
quite  satisGes  me. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*(6.56.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
next  in  my  name.  The  first  part  pro- 
vides that  the  County  Court  Judge  may 
have  power  to  order  payment  of  arrears 
by  instilments,  and  the  second  that  the 
owner  of  the  land  shall  not  be  liable  to 
imprisonment  for  non-payment.  At 
present  no  tithepayer  can  be  sent  to 
prison  for  non-payment  of  his  tithe,  but 
it  is  doubtful  whether  under  this  Bill  he 
could  not  be  sent  to  prison  either  for 
contempt  of  Court  or  otherwise.  I 
think  that  when  the  subject  was  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  last  year  it  was 
generally  understood  that  there  should 
be  no  imprisonment  for  non-payment  of 
tithe  in  any  shape  whatever. 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lino  7, 
at  the  end,  to  insert  the  words — 

**  Provided  always,  that  the  County  Court 
Judge  have  power  to  order  the  arrears  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  to  be  paid  by  instalments,  and 
provided  also  that  the  owner  of  the  lands  out 
of  which  the  tithe  rent-charge  issues  shall  not 
under  this  Act  be  liable  to  imprisonment  for 
non- payment  under  an  order  of  the  County 
Court. — (Sir  J,  Swinburne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(6.58.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Two 
questions  are  raised  by  the  Amendment. 
As  to  the  first,  with  regard  to  payment 
by  instalments,  the  answer  is  exactly  the 
same  as  I  have  already  given  on  the  sub- 
ject of  costs.  The  power  is  possessed 
by  the  County  Court  Judge  already,  and 
it  would  be  unwise  to  reaffirm  it  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  would  give  (rise  to  the  argu- 
ment that  other  powers,  now  possessed 
by  the  Judge,  are  intended  to  be  with- 
held by  this  Bill.  As  regards  the  ques- 
tion of  imprisonment,  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Baronet  not  to  raise  it  now  but  to 
allow  it  to  be  discussed  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glamorgan- 
shire (Mr.  S.  T.  Evans).  The  question 
has  been  considered  by  my  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  myself,  and  I  may  indicate 
what  we  regard  as  the  right  line  to 
take.  We  have  not  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  making  any  person  liable  person- 
ally, that  is  to  say  by  imprisonment  for 
non-payment  of  tithe.  I  say  that  in  the 
most  distinct  manner  possible.  But 
there  is  one  case  that  has  to  be  carefully 
observed,  and  that  is  a  case,  not  exactly 
of  contempt,  but  one  which  I  am  sure 
the  sense  of  the  House  would  not  like 
to  see  excluded.  I  refer  to  the  case  in 
which  a  bailiff,  who  is  simply  executing 
the  process  of  the  Court  properly  is  met 
either  by  assault  or  by  having  the  goods 
taken  from  him.  That  is  already  dealt 
with  by  the  County  Court  Act,  under 
which  a  person  who  acts  in  that  way  is 
liable  to  a  fine  of  £5,  which  can  be 
recovered  before  the  County  Court 
Judge.  I  am  sure  no  one  would  wish 
that  a  mere  Ministerial  officer  should  be 
assaulted  with  impunity  or  have  the 
proceeds  of  the  distress  taken  from  him. 
It  is  perfectly  clear,  however,  that  the 
existence  of  liability  will  under  no  cir- 
cumstances enable  a  person  to  be  im- 
prisoned for  non-payment. 
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(7.0.)  Sir  W.  HilRCOURT :  It  is 
very  desirable  that  we  should  clearly 
understand  where  we  are  on  this  point. 
I  should  therefore  like  to  know  whether, 
in  respect  to  an  owner  now  liable  for 
tithe  rent-charge  under  the  Bill,  there 
will  be  any  remedy  against  him  what- 
ever except  such  remedy  as  now  exists, 
that  is  to  say,  no  remedy  but  distress  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  None  whatever. 
Distress,  or  occupation  of  the  land. 
•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sub-section  2 
declares  that  the  officer  uf  the  Ccurt — 

"  Shall  have  the  like  powers  for  the  recovery 
of  the  sum  ordered  to  be  paid,  as  are  conferred 
by  the  Tithe  Acts  on  the  owner  of  a  tithe  rent- 
charge  for  the  recovery  of  arrears  of  tithe  rent- 
charge.** 

I  would  suggest  that  this  requires 
strengthening  by  the  words  **  like 
powers  and  no  other."  So  long  as  we 
have  it  distinctly  that  the  tithe  owner 
shall  have  no  remedy  he  does  not  now 
possess  against  the  landlord,  who  is  now 
in  the  position  of  tithepayer,  I  think 
we  can  work  out  the  section  on  these 
lines. 

•(7.2.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  It  seems 
to  me  it  is  only  a  drafting  question.  The 
powers  you  confer  are  conferred  in  so 
many  words,  and  the  addition  of  the 
words  *'  and  no  other  powers "  adds 
nothing  to  the  effect.  I  think  it  is  per- 
fectly clear.  Take  first  the  tenant  under 
agreement.  All  ho  has  to  do  is  to  pay 
over  the  rent  to  the  receiver  of  the 
County  Court,  and  not  to  the  landlord. 
Where  the  owner  is  the  occupier,  recovery 
is  then  made  by  an  officer  of  the  Court, 
who  will  have  the  same  powers  as  are 
conferred  by  the  Tithe  Acts.  The  only 
other  case  provided  for  is  the  case  that 
does  not  directly  arise,  improper  interfer- 
ence with  the  officer  of  the  Court,  but 
that,  of  course,  does  not  affect  the 
liability  of  owner  or  occupier. 

•(7-3.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS;  Will  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  undertake 
to  introduce  words  to  show  that  the 
reference  is  expressly  to  a  particular 
section  ? 

•(7.3.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  It  is 
impossible  to  give  that  kind  of  promise 
without  seeing  what  section  the  hon. 
Member  means.  If  he  suggests  any 
particular  section,  I  will  of  course  con- 
sider any  such  suggestion.  My  distinct 
opinion  is  that  the  words  in  the  Bill  are 
amply  sufficient  to   prevent  any  other 


remedy  being  enforced  against  oocupior 
or  owner. 

•(7.4.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  I  under- 
stood the  Attorney  General  to  say  that 
the  Court  will  have  power  to  make  an 
order  for  payment  by  instalments.  Is  that 
consistent  with  the  scope  of  the  Bill  t  The 
remedy  is  not  an  order  for  payment,  th& 
remedy  is  the  appointment  of  a  receiver. 
There  will  be  no  order  to  pay,  except  to 
pay  the  amount  which  the  receiver  is 
authorised  to  recover.  Is  the  Couniy 
Court  to  appoint  a  receiver,  and  direct 
him  to  accept  the  rent-charge  by  instal- 
ments? I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Attorney  General  has  considered  the 
matter  ;  but  what  he  says  may  be 
reported,  nnd  may  lead  to  a  construction 
of  the  Act  not  intended.  I  apprehend 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  receiver 
to  recover  the  amount,  and  not  to 
accept  instalments,  unless  the  exigencies 
and  necessities  of  the  particular  case 
require  it. 

*(7.6.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  must 
disabuse  the  hon.  Member's  mind  of  the 
idea  that  anything  I  say  will  be  used  as 
an  interpretation  of  the  Act.  I  do  my 
best  to  explain  to  the  Committee  what- 
the  state  of  the  law  will  be,  but  no  one 
should  know  better  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, an  experienced  practitioner,  that 
the  Court  puts  its  own  construction  on 
the  words  of  the  Act.  The  hon.  Member 
has  really  answered  his  own  question. 
There  are  no  directions  in  the  Act  that 
the  money  shall  be  paid  by  instalments. 
The  receiver  will  receive  the  rent  and 
profits,  and  he  will  act  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Court.  He  will  come  back 
to  the  Court,  and  say  he  cannot  recover 
the  whole  of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  but 
has  an  offer  to  pay  £5  or  £10,  or  what- 
ever it  may  be,  a  mouth.  The  Court  will 
consider  whether  this  is  a  proper  arrange- 
ment, and  will  sanction  the  receiver  in 
receiving  it.  There  will  be  no  difficulty  ; 
it  occurs  not  unfrequently  in  existing 
practice  and  procedure  in  cases  of  dis- 
traint, and  there  is  no  occasion  for  an 
alteration  in  the  clause. 

*(7.8.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE:  I 
should  like  the  Bill  to  be  so  drafted  that 
the  County  Court  Judge  should  be  able 
to  order  payment  of  tithe  to  be  made  by 
instalments  if  he  thought  fit,  like  any 
other  debt ;  but  not  to  go  through  the 
form  and  expense  of  putting  in  a  receiver. 
If  the  Attorney  General  assures  me  that 
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the  Bill  is  so  drafted  that  the  Court 
can  say  the  debt  for  tithe  shall  be  paid 
at  so  much  per  month  I  shall  be 
satisfied. 

*(7.9.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  hon. 
Member  has  not  quite  sufficiently  studied 
the  scheme  of  the  Bill.  So  far  as  the 
tenant  occupier  is  concerned  we  propose 
that  he  shall  not  be  liable  for  more  than 
he  owes  the  landlord,  and  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  County  Court  to  order 
it.  It  would  alter  the  whole  scheme  of 
the  Bill  to  do  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggests.  The  receiver  for  the  County 
Court  will  receive  the  rent  and  profits, 
but  in  cases  where  the  receiver  cannot 
get  the  whole,  the  Court  will  authorise 
him  to  proceed  by  instalments.  It 
would  be  utterly  inconsistent  with  the 
whole  scheme  of  the  Bill  if  the  Court 
were,  in  the  first  instance,  to  enter  into 
the  question  whether  there  should  be 
payment  by  instalments  or  not.  A  little 
more  consideration  of  the  Bill  will  show 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  words  he 
proposes  are  unnecessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(7.10.)  Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  : 
The  next  Amendment  raises  exactly  the 
same  question  as  was  raised  earlier,  in 
reference  to  the  cost  of  recovery  and 
upon  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
Attorney  General ;  I  do  not  move  it. 

♦7.10.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  propose 
to  add  at  the  end  of  the  sub-section  the 
words,  "  and  no  greater  or  other  powers." 
This  will  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  and  I  leave  him  to  press  the 
Amendment  upon  the  consideration  of 
the  Committee. 

(7.11.)  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  2,  line  13,  at  the  end,  to  insert  the 
words  "and  no  greater  or  other  powers." 
—{Mr,  S.  T.  Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(7.11.)  Sir  R  WEBSTER:  The 
powers  conferred  are  set  forth  in  the 
Statute,  and  it  is  for  anyone  who 
suggests  that  the  receiver  has  other  or 
greater  powers  to  find  the  words  that 
give  such  powers  in  the  Statute.  My  only 
objection  to  the  words  is  that  they  would 
be  extremely  bad  drafting.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  may  say  he  does  not 
mind  that  if  it  adds  to  the  clearness  of 


the  section.  All  I  can  say,  and  speaking 
from  some  experience,  is  that  the  powers 
given  are  given  by  Statute,  and  the  addi- 
tion of  these  words  do  not  make  the 
meaning  more  clear,  while  they  are 
contrary  to  the  recognised  rules  of 
drafting. 

(7.12.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  you 
give  to  the  County  Court  jurisdiction  in 
a  matter  where  it  has  not  jurisdiction 
already  the  natural  inference  is  that  the 
ordinary  County  Court  regulations  and 
powers  apply  to  this  subject  matter,  and, 
supposing  you  said  nothing  more  about 
any  special  remedy,  all  the  County  Court 
powers  and  remedies  would  be  applicable 
to  this  subject  matter.  Now,  here  you 
give  the  County  Court  jurisdiction  in 
regard  to  tithe. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  look  at  line  13,  where 
the  Amendment  moved  comes  in,  he 
will  see  that  the  powers  conferred  for 
the  recovery  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
refer  tb  the  powers  of  the  receiver 
under  the  Tithes  Act ;  they  do  not  refer 
to  the  County  Court  Act  at  all. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  But  I  have  not 
said  what  I  wish  the  Attorney  General 
to  hear.  This  gives,  no  doubt,  power  of 
distress  under  the  Tithe  Rent-Charge 
Act,  which  the  County  Court  does  not 
naturally  possess.  But,  in  mj  opinion,  it 
would  not  be  an  unreasonable  interpre- 
tation to  say  this  is  a  cumulative  power. 
It  does  not  exclude  the  ordinary  County 
Court  powers,  but  gives,  in  express 
terms,  a  jurisdiction  that  does  not  belong 
to  the  County  Court  at  all,  and  it  is 
quite  possible  to  hold  that  the  ordinary 
and  natural  County  Court  jurisdiction 
and  administration  should  attach  to  the 
matter,  plus  the  special  remedies  given 
under  the  Tithe  Act.  You  say  you 
allow  these  powers,  but  you  do  not  say 
only  these  powers,  'excluding  other 
County  Court  powers.  It  is  not  an  un- 
reasonable proposition  to  say  this  gives 
the  County  Court  extraordinary  powers 
it  did  not  before  possess.  If  you  do  not 
mean  that,  say  so  ;  make  it  clear  that  you 
do  not  mean  to  add  this  to  the  ordinary 
County  Coart  powers. 

♦(7.15.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  We 
did  not  conceive  it  possible  that  such  an 
interpretation  could  be  placed  upon  the 
words  in  the  Bill ;  but  as  we  find  it  is 
possible,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  has  suggested   such  an  interpreta- 
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don,  to  save  further  discnssion  we  will 
accept  the  Amendment. 

•(7.16.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE :  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher 
for  Derby  will  look  at  the  first  sub- 
section he  will  see  that  we  have  already 
amply  provided  that  these  shall  be  the 
only  powers  given  to  the  County  Court. 
The  Court 

**  May  order  that  the  said  sum,  or  such  part 
thereof  as  appears  to  the  Court  to  be  due, 
be  recovered  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act, 
and  tithe  rent-charge  as  defined  by  this  Act 
shall  not  be  recovered  in  any  other  manner." 

That  excludes  -all  other  powers   of  the 
County  Court. 

•(7.16.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  If  I 
agree  it  is  conditional  upon  the  dis- 
cussion now  ending. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(7.17.)  Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON : 
I  propose  to  move  at  the  end  of  the 
clause  a  provision  that  the  occupying 
owner  when  a  receiver  is  appointed 
shall  be  entitled  to  all  the  advantages  an 
outgoing  tenant  would  have  under  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.  The  land- 
owner occupying  his  own  land  is  to  be 
under  the  existing  law,  with  the  excep- 
tion that  an  officer  of  the  Court  will  be 
appointed  to  act  for  the  tithe  owner.  I 
believe  under  the  existing  law  the  tithe 
owner  can  enter  and  occupy  land  from 
which  tithe  is  due  after  it  has  been  due 
for  some  considerable  time.  But  under 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  of  1883 
the  incoming  tenant  will  pay  the  out-going 
tenant  for  ploughing,  harrowing,  tilling, 
and  various  other  acts  of  husbandry.  Cer- 
tainly these  things  are  not  the  produce  of 
the  land  ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  very 
desirable  if  the  tithe  owner  in  future 
when  he  enters  on  the  owner's  land 
should  be  put  in  the  position  of  any  in- 
coming tenant  and  pay  the  outgoing 
tenant  for  such  tiUage  which  he  would 
have  payment  for,  were  he  an  ordinary 
tenant  under  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  after 
line  13,  to  add  the  words — 

'*  Provided  that  if  an  officer  is  appointed  by 
the  Court  and  enters  into  occupation  of  the 
Ifusd  the  landowner  shall  be  treated  as  an  out- 
going tenant,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  be  paid 
such  money  as  he  would  be  entitled  to  receive 
if  he  were  an  outgoing  tenant  under  the 
*  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1883,'  and  by  the 
custom  of  the  country,  and  such  money  thill 
Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach 


not  be  retained  as  a  set-off  against  the  tithe." — 
(Jfr.  Farguharson.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(7.20.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  This 
sub-section  refers  to  the  case  of  occupy- 
ing owners,  against  whom  the  remedy  is 
by  distress,  and  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand how  the  proposed  words  apply  in 
that  case.  I  think  that>  at  any  rate,  I 
must  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  place  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  for  it  is 
evidently  an  Amendment  I  could  not 
agree  to  without  some  consideration,  and 
I  confess  I  do  not  quite  understand  how 
it  would  apply  at  all. 

•(7.21.)  Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID: 
Further,  I  think  the  hon.  Member  must 
tell  us  where  the  receiver  is  to  get  the 
money.  His  proposal  appears  to  me  to 
be  an  absolute  impossibility. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(7.21.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  pro- 
pose to  move  the  omission  from  lines  16 
to  20  of  the  words — 

**  Unless  the  Court  otherwise  direct,  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  recovering 
the  rents  and  profits  of  such  land,  also  of  the 
rents  and  profits  of  any  other  lands  of  the 
same  owner  which  are  occupied  by  the  same 
occupier,  together  with  those  lands.*' 

If  these  words  remain,  I  think,  as  an 
hon.  Member  behind  me  has  explained, 
the  tithe  owner  can  sue  on  the  owner  of 
the  land  for  the  whole  of  the  tithe, 
whether  the  tithe,  is  charged  upon  the 
whole  of  the  land  or  not,  a  power  which 
I  think  should  not  be  granted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "and,'* 
to  the  word  "  lands,"  in  line  20.— (5iV  J. 
Swinburne,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(7.22.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The 
reason  for  the  words  is  this:  It  fre- 
quently happens  that  a  farm  consists  of 
tithable  and  non-tithable  land,  and  if  a 
person  were  appointed  receiver  merely 
of  the  tithable  part  of  the  farm  there 
would  be  a  difficulty  in  deciding  what 
he  was  appointed  receiver  of,  and  it 
would  give  very  great  trouble  to  the 
receiver.  Of  course,  this  is  a  change  in 
the  present  Bill  to  the  advantage  of  the 
owner  of  the  lands  as  compared  with  the 
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proposal  we  made  last  year.  In  some 
cases  it  might  be  possible  for  the  Court, 
in  oo-operation  with  the  owner,  to  divide 
the  land  and  appoint  a  receiver  over  one 
part,  and  this  would  come  in  nnder  the 
words  **  unless  the  Conrt  otherwise 
directs."  Non-tithable  land  is  in  no  way 
liable  for  the  payment  of  tithe  rent- 
charge.  It  m  rather  a  technical  point, 
but  I  hope  I  have  made  myself  clear, 

*{7.23.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  But 
yon  are  going  to  put  a  charge  upon  land 
not  now  tithable. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BKACH  :  No;  the 
words  ai'e  a  limitation  of  the  existinp:  law. 
(7.24.)  Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  Well, 
but  I  should  like  to  know,  does  it  mean 
that  the  tithe  npon  land  in  one  county 
can  be  recovered  by  authority  over  land 
in  another  county?  If  a  man  occnpies 
two  farms,  can  yon  make  one  farm 
responsible  for  the  tithe  on  the  other  ? 

Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH:  No;  they 
will  be  separate  occupations. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT:    It    is   very 

obscure 

The  CHAIRMAN :  There  is  a  sub- 
sequent Amendment  which  deals  with 
the  point  particularly ;  it  would  be 
better  to  dispose  of  this  Amendment 
first. 

♦(7.25.)  Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
take  it  that  the  farm  would  be  held 
under  a  separate  agreement,  that  it 
would  be  rated  separately,  and  therefore 
would  be  a  separate  ot^cupation.  The 
words  are  applicable  to  a  case  where 
there  is  titbable  and  non-tithable  land 
on  the  same  farm. 

(7.26.)  Sin  W.  HARCOURT:  1  am 
desirous  of  meeting  the  Government  in 
the  intention  that  this  shall  be  as  nearly 
as  possible  a  Bill  to  transfer  the  hability 
for  tithe  from  the  ocxjupier  to  the  owner  ; 
that  it  should  not  pass  beyond  that 
limit.  I  will  support  a  Bill  having  that 
object,  I  do  venture  to  submit  to  the 
Government  that  they  should  eschew  in 
their  Bill  any  alteration  of  the  liability 
itself ;  that  they  should  not  vary  the 
hability  by  a  hair's  breadth  in  trans- 
ferring the  responsibility  from  one 
individual  to  the  other.  Now,  so  far 
as  1  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  ftdmits  there  is  a  difference 
from  the  existing  law  in  tkfs  multiple 
occupation.  I  do  entreat  him  most 
carefully  to  avoid  altering  the  charaeter 
of  the  liability.     I  understand  the  ten- 


dency of  these  words  is  to  make  a  varia- 

tion  in  the  existing  law,  wliich  will,  the 

right  hon.    Gentleman   says^  be   to  the 

advantage  of  the  tithe  owner. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  No. 

Sir    W.     HARCOURT:     Well,     he 

admits  it  is  an  alteration    in    the    law. 

I  Ho   says  it  will   be    against   tlie   tithe 

I  owner  if  the  alteration  is  not  made,  so  I 

conclnde  it  is  an  alteration  in  favour  of 

tlie  tithe  owner.     That  we  ought  not  to 

do.   Apart  from  the  incidence,  we  shonldi 

adhere  to  the  law  strictly  and  literally 

'  as  it  is,  and  if  there  is  any  doubt  about 

I  it  I  should  strongly  advise  the  omiBsion 

I  of  the  words. 

!  ♦(7.280  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I 
:  did  not  say  this  was  an  alteration  of  the 
I  law,  but  an  alteration  from  the  proposal 
we  made  last  yetir,  which  was  taken 
objection  to.  Our  proposal  last  year  J 
was  that  the  order  of  the  Court  shouldl 
be  executed  against  the  lands  subject 
the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  against  anj 
lands  of  the  same  owner  in  the  same 
parish^  and  occupied  by  the  same  person ' 
as  the  lands  subject  to  the  tithe  rent- 
charge. 

♦(7.30.)  Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID:  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  might  be  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  dealing  with  this 
malter.  If  a  man  occupied  1,000  acres, 
and  the  tithe  hiid  not  been  paid  on  an 
additional  strip  of  10  acres,  I  think  it 
would  be  a  little  strong  to  seize  the  1,000 
acres  as  well  aa  the  1 0. 
♦(7.3L)  Mr.  G,  OSBORNE  MORGAN : 
My  dithculty  is  that  the  effect  of  thia 
clause  as  it  stands  will  be  to  make  titb- 
able lands  which  were  not  previously 
tithable.  If  it  does  so  to  any  extent 
that  is  a  very  objectionable  change  in 
the  law,  and  quite  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Bill  is  ba«ed. 

♦(7.32.)  Mu.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  CTnless 
these  words  stand,  the  clause  will  not  be 
workable  at  all.     The  landlord  may,  per- 
haps, Imve  leased  or  let  the  farm  to  one 
tenant,  but  the  farm  is  liable  in  different 
parts  to  different    charges,    and    unless 
this     clause    comes    in    the     unhappy] 
receiver  will  have  to  ascertain  and  ap- ' 
portion  the  precise  plots  of  land  which 
are  subject  to  the  different  rent  charges. 
It  would  be  utterly  iuvpossible,  therefore, 
to  limit  the  receiver  in  the  reception  of  J 
the  rent  merely  to  tlie  ptirticular  plots, 
With  regard  to  the  limitation  to  **  within  1 
the  parish,"  that  was  all  very  well  beforo^J 
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hand,  but  now  that  it  is  the  landlord  and 
not  the  occupier  who  is  made  responsible 
ib  is  a  very  different  thing.  The  land- 
lord's estate  is  to  be  liable  for  the 
money. 

(7.35.)  S1RW.HA.RCOURT :  Ithonght 
these  words  were  dangerous  before,  but 
after  hearing  the  speech  which  has  just 
been  delivered,!  see  that  there  is  not  only 
danger,  but  immense  mischief  in  them. 
I  am  exceedingly  obliged  to  the  hon. 
•Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stockport, 
for  he  has  explained  the  words  by  his 
speech.  It  says,  it  was  all  very  well 
in  the  old  days  when  you  were  pro- 
ceeding against  the  occupier,  but  it  is 
-different  now.  Well,  first  of  all,  you 
never  did  proceed  against  the  occupier, 
but  against  the  landlord,  and  so  you 
ought  to  do  here.  Now,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  shown  that  by  having  this 
matter  dealt  with  in  the  County  Court, 
the  tithe  owner  is  to  have  greater  and 
more  extensive  powers  against  the  land- 
lord than  he  had  under  the  old  law.  I  can- 
not understand  at  all  why  the  Govern- 
ment are  not .  content  to  leave  the  law 
as  it  is  under  Clause  85  of  the  present 
Act.  You  are  altering  the  provisions  of 
that  clause  most  materially.  The  present 
-clause  contains  none  of  the  limitations 
which  appear  in  that.  If  we  are  asked 
how  the  receiver  is  to  distinguish  between 
one  piece  of  land  and  another,  the  answer 
is  thAt  he  has  to  distinguish  under  the 
Act  of  1836.  I  would  urge  the  Govern- 
ment to  keep  the  law  as  it  is.  I  under- 
stand this  Bill  to  make  this  simple 
change  in  the  law :  that  the  tithe  is  to  be 
levied  on  the  owner  instead  of  the  occu- 
pier, and  that  instead  of  being  levied  by 
the  tithe  proctor  of  the  tithe  owner,  it  is 
to  be  levied  by  the  County  Court  officer. 
With  that  part  of  the  Bill  I  agree,  but 
I  object  to,  and  will  resist,  anything 
that  goes  outside  those  two  propositions. 
This  is  a  material  alteration  of  the 
existing  law.  If  it  is  not,  leave  out  the 
words.  If  it  is,  I  think  for  the  reasons 
I  have  stated  we  ought  to  object  to  it, 
and  I  do  object  to  it,  in  the  interest  of 
the  landowner  as  well  as  of  the  occupier. 

*(7.39.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  As  I 
understand  the  Amendment,  it  goes  a 
great  deal  further  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  said.  We  have  no 
intantion  of  bringing  within  the  ambit 
of  the  Bill,  reut^  and  proiits  in  tithnble 
land  which  would  not  be  subject  to 
Mr.  Sydney  Gedge 


Section  80  of  the  Act  of  1836 ;  and  if 
the  words  go  further  than  our  intention, 
we  must  consider  the  question.  But 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  proposes 
that  no  other  land  sh^ell  be  liable  except 
the  particular  land  from  which  the  par- 
ticular tithe  issues.  We  cannot  accept 
an  Amendment  which  will,  practically 
speaking,  remove  from  the  securiiy  of 
the  tithe  owner  those  very  lands  "which 
are  subject  to  Section  85. 

*(7.40.)  Me.  T.H.  BOLTON:  The  object 
of  Section  85  was  not  to  make  land  which 
was  not  tithable  pay  tithe,  but  to  provide 
that  when  the  tithe  was  apportioned 
between  the  various  parcels  of  land — so 
much  on  this  and  so  much  on  that — and 
where  the  lands  were  owned  by  the  same 
parson  and  occupied  by  the  same  tenant, 
you  might  resort  to  one  tithable  parcel 
of  land  for  what  another  tithable  parcel 
was  not  sufficient  to  pay. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  Not  necessarily 
"  tithable  "  land. 

*Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  The  words  point 
to  tithable  land.  They  must  be  taken 
in  conjunction  with  the  words  "  not- 
withstanding any  apportionment.**  The 
tithe  was  commuted  into  a  money  pay- 
ment, chargeable  on  the  tithable  lands  of 
the  parish.  The  apportionment  divided 
the  amount  amongst  the  lands,  and  the 
object  of  the  section  was  that,  notwith- 
standing that  division  and  that  appor- 
tionment, if  a  parcel  of  land  was  not 
sufficient  to  pay  the  tithe  charged  on  it, 
resort  should  be  had'  to  another  parcel  if 
owned  by  the  same  person  and  occupied 
by  the  same  tenant  There  was  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Acttomake  non-tithable  L^nd 
pay  tithe,  and  you  cannot  resort  to  that 
land.  The  proposal  now  made  is  not  only 
to  extend  the  liability  to  non-tithable 
land,  but  to  extend  the  liability  to  all 
lands  owned  by  the  same  person  and 
held  by  the  same  tenant,  whether 
in  the  same  parish  or  not.  If 
a  farm  lies  in  two  adjoining  parishes 
the  recjiver  appointed  to  recover 
an  arrear  of  rent-charge  in  one  parish 
might  cross  the  boundary  and  levy  the 
tithe  in  the  adjoining  parish.  That  gives 
a  far  wider  scopa  and  operation  to  this 
section  than  ever  could  have  been 
intended,  even  by  the  framers  of  the 
Bill.  I  therefore  suggest  that  this 
clause  should  be  considerably,  modified, 
and  should  be  restricted  to  tithable 
lands  and  to  lands  in  the  same  parish. 
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•(7.44.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  We 
all  feel  it  would  be  desirable,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  sard,  to  maintain  the  liability  of 
lands  to  tithe  rent-charge  exactly  as  it 
is.  Therefore,  I  would  propose  that  we 
should  leave  the  clause  as  it  stands  down 
to  '*  lands  "  in  line  18,  and  then  insert — 
**  And  of  any  other  lands  which  would  le 
liable  to  be  distrained  upon  for  the  tithe  rent- 
chariare  as  to  which  the  order  refers  under  the 
provisions  of  Section  85  of  the  Act  of  1836.*' 

The  clause  would  then  run — 

"  In  any  other  case  the  order  shall  be 
executed  by  the  appointment  by  the  Court  of  a 
receiver  of  the  rents  and  profits  of  the  lands, 
and,  unless  the  Court  otherwise  directs,  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  recovering 
the  rents  and  profits  of  such  lands,  of  the  rents 
and  profits  of  any  other  lands  which  would  be 
liable  to  be  distrained  upon  for  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  to  which  the  order  lefers,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  85  of  the  Tithes  Act,  1836." 

(7.45.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
we  are  agreed  in  the  object,  but  the 
question  is  how  is  it  to  be  carried  out. 
You  carried  it  out  in  a  very  simple  way 
in  a  previous  sub-section.  Section  85 
of  the  Act  of  1836,  contains  part  of  the 
powers  therein  referred  to,  and  the 
definition  of  the  powers  ;  and  I  do  not  see 
why  yoii  should  not  deal  with  the  matter 
under  this  sub-section  in  a  similar  spirit, 
even  if  the  circumstances  prevent  your 
repeating  the  same  words.  Why  should 
you  not  be  content  to  give  the  receiver 
the  powers  that  already  exist  under  the 
existing  Tithes  Act?  That  would  be 
quite  safe.  1  do  not  see  that  any 
specification  is  necessary  ;  and  you  have 
done  something  similar  under  Sub- 
section 2. 

*SiE  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Thesa 
powers  ara  only  powers  of  distress,  and 
we  must  remember  that  the  receiver  has 
other  powers,  such  as  receiving  rents 
and  profits. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not  quite 
understand  how  the  case  stands  in  the 
mind  of  the  Government.  You  are  no 
longer  to  proceed  against  the  occupier. 
You  have  initiated  action  against  the 
owner  where  he  is  occupier,  and  have 
made  other  new  departures ;  and  then 
you  say  in  "other  cases''  the  orders 
shall  be  executed  in  accordance  with  the 
powers  conferred  by  the  Tithe  Act. 
vVhat  is  meant  by  other  cases  ? 
*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  «  other 
cases  "  are  where  the  occupiers  are  not 
the  owners ;  there   is  no  doubt  about 
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that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
"  Bring  the  same  powers  into  this  sub- 
section," but  what  is  the  subject  matter  1 
It  is  different  from  that  of  the  other 
sub-section,  being  the  land  in  respect  of 
which  the  rent,  and  profits  are  to  be  re- 
ceived. Accordingly  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  suggested  that  the  receiver 
should  have  power  to  recover  the  rente 
and  profits  of  such  lands,  and  of  any 
other  lands  which  are  liable  to  be  dis- 
trained upon  under  Section  85  of 
the  Tithes  Act.  It  is  said  that  we 
should  apply  to  that  out  of  which  the 
rent  is  to  issue,  namely,  the  land,  exactly 
the  same  provision  as  that  we  apply  in 
giving  power  to  a  receiver  ;  and  it  is 
assumed  that  the  same  drafting  should 
be  resorted  to  in  either  case.  Obviously 
that  cannot  be  done. 

*(7.53.)  Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID: 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
accept  the  Amendment.  I  objected  to 
the  Bill  because  it  extended  the  powers 
of  the  receiver,  but  that  objection  was 
met  by  the  receiver  being  placed  in  the 
same  position  he  formerly  occupied.  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  accept  the  pro- 
posal. 

*(7.54.)  Viscount  CRANBORNB 
(Lancashire,  N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  would 
suggest  that  the  words — 

'*Unl€S9  the  Court  otherwise  directs,  on  Ihe- 
ground  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  recovering 
the  rent  and  profits  of  such  lands," 

are  unnecessary.  The  receiver  ought  to- 
have  the  full  {.ower  conferred  on  him  by 
the  Act  of  1836.  In  certain  cases  where 
tithe  has  been  apportioned  on  a  small 
parcel  of  the  land,  the  fact  that  the  tithe 
owner  had  the  right  to  recover  from  the* 
land  in  the  occupation  of  the  same  occu- 
pier, owned  by  the  same  owner  in  the 
same  parish,  was  a  great  security  to  him^ 
and  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  he  ought 
to  be  limited  in  these  powers  in  reference 
to  such  land.  I  do  not  think  the  Court 
ought  to  be  asked  to  consider  whether  it 
is  unnecessary  for  the  purpose  men- 
tioned. The  tithe  owner  ought  to  have 
the  full  power  he  possessed  now  under 
Section  85  of  the  Act  of  1836  to  recover 
his  tithe  from  all  the  land  owned  by  the 
same  owner  in  the  same  parish,  occupied 
by  the  same  occupier. 

♦(7.55.)      Sir  J.    SWINBURNE:    If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assures  me  that 
the  words  of  the  proposed  Amendment 
2  T 
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Qarrj  out  the  full  intention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  powers  of  the  receiver  will  not  ex- 
ceed those  possessed  by  him  under  Sec- 
tion 85  of  the  Act  of  1836,  I  will,  with 
the  permission  of  the  Committee,  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 
*(7.56.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I 
think  I  am  right  in  my  recollection  that 
the  insertion  of  the  words  giving  a 
discretion  to  the  Court  to  exclude  the 
other  lands  was  intended  to  be  an  equi- 
valent for  the  omission  of  tho  limitation 
to  the  parish,  but  it  would  be  fairer  to 
both  sides  that  we  should  leave  the  matter 
as  it  was. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(7.57.)  Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
2,  line  16,  to  leave  out  the  words — 

*'  llnless  the  Court  otherwise  directs,  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  unnecessary  for  recovering 
the  rents  and  profits  of  such  lands/' 

in  order  to  insert  the  words — 

"  And  any  other  lands  which  would  be  liable 
to  be  distrained  upon  for  titho  'rent-change  as 
to  which  the  Order  refers  under  the  provisions 
of  Section  85  of  the  tithe. "—(iS/r  M,  Uicka 
Beach.) 

Question,.  "That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause,'' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

*(7.58.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVAN'S :  I  beg  to 
move  to  leave  out,  in  line  21,  the 
words — 

''The  CountjT  Court  shall  have  the  same 
powers  for  the  purpoRes  of  this  Act  as  in  any 
other  case  where  the  Court  can  appoint  a 
receiver," 

in  order  to  insert  — 

"In  respect  of  receivers,  and  may  confer  on 
the  person  appoint(Mi  as  receiver  any  powers  that 
the  Court  may  confer  on  receivers.** 

If  these  words  I  move  to  omit  are 
allowed  to  stand  they  will,  I  think,  be 
found  very  dangerous.  At  present  the 
County  Court  has  the  right,  I  believe, 
to  appoint  receivers  in  any  case  that 
may  come  before  it ;  therefore,  the 
words  as  they  stand  would  give 
the  County  Court  the  same  power 
that  it  has  in  every  other  case  within  its 
jurisdiction.  I  think  the  words  I  pro- 
pose to  substitute  will  carry  out  the 
intention  of  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
21,  to  leave  out  from  the  words  *Hhe 
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County  Court,''  to  the  word  "and,"  in 
line  23.— (i/r.  S.  T.  Evans). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause.'* 

*(7.59.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  I  have 
some  difficulty  in  following  the  scope  of 
the  Amendment,  because  it  is  not  on  tho 
Paper.  It  seems  to  me  it  is  only  a  ques- 
tion of  language.  It  is  necessary  for  the 
Court  to  keep  control  over  the  receiver ; 
and  even  if  the  words  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man suggests  were  accepted,  my  impres- 
sion is  that  the  powers  of  the  receiver 
would  not  be  as  they  are  now.  The 
words  sought  to  be  struck  out  are 
necessary  to  keep  the  control  of  tho 
Court  over  the  receiver,  and  the  words 
the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  insert  in 
their  place  are  merely  alternative. 

(8.0.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  What 
my  hon.  Friend  is  afraid  of  is  that  these 
words,  **  shall  have  the  samel  powers  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act  as  in  any  other 
case,"  may  go  beyond  what  is  desirable 
or  necessary,  and  he  thinks  that  the 
words  he  suggests  would  provide  the 
requisite  limitation. 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  The 
objection  is  that  you  propose  to  appoint 
a  receiver  and  give  him  all  the  powers 
the  Act  of  Parliament  gives  in  the  case 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 

(8.1.)  Mb.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth,  W.)  :  I  think  the  intention  would 
be  best  carried  out  by  these  words — 

*<  And  the  Court  shall  have  such  control  over 
such  receiver,  and  may  confer  on  such  re« 
ceiver  such  powers  as  an  ordinary  receiver  is 
subject  to  and  enjoys ;  *' 

that  is  to  say,  there  shall  not  be  given  to 
this  receiver  under  this  Act  any  excep- 
tional position  ;  that  he  shall  have  no 
further  powers  than  an  ordinary  receiver, 
and  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  control. 
The  words  of  the  clause,  however,  go 
much  further  than  that. 

*SiE  R.  WEBSTER:  The  words 
objected  to  have  been  carefully  considered, 
and  I  should  prefer  to  stand  by  them 
unless  the  hon.  and  leai*ned  Member  for 
Monmouthshire  can  show  that  other  and 
greater  powers  than  are  intended  are 
given  by  statute,  and  point  out  the  statute 
that  gives  them.  I  do  not  see  any 
advant^e  that  would  be  derived  from 
the  adoption  of  the  words  suggested 
instead  of  those  in  the  Bill. 
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♦Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  would  suggeal 
these  words — 

**  And  subject  to  the  preacribed  regul«tionj). 
th«  County  Court  shall  have  th«  same  powers  in 
respect  of  receivers,  and  may  confer  on  the 
person  appointed  aa  receiver  any  powers  which 
the  Court  can  confer  on  receivers," 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Those  words 
eeera  to  be  practically  the  same  au  oars* 
At  any  rate,  I  cannot  see  the*differeitce  ; 
but  I  will  say  that  if  we  find  that  our 
words  do  not  satisfy  na  on  consideratioa 
before  the  Report  stage,  I  shall  be  ready 
to  consider  tbe  auggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦Sir  J.  SWINBURNK  :  I  have  now  to 
moVe  the  Amendment  I  have  placed  on 
the  Paper,  providing — 

'*  That  it  shall  not  be  competent  to  the 
Cownty  Conrt  Judg^e  to  appoint  a  receiver  where 
the  amount  of  lithe  rent-charge  duo  shall  not 
exceed  the  sum  of  tpn  pounds^  and  provided  also 
that  the  receiver  app pointed  under  this  Act 
fihall  be  answerable  to  the  owner  of  the  lands 
out  of  which  the  lithe  rent-charge  issues,  for 
mismann^ement  or  for  injury  to  the  produce  or 
to  the  holding.*' 

As  the  Bill  now  stands,  it  might  he  used 
in  a  very  oppressive  manner,  through 
a  receiver  being  appointed  if  a  very  small 
amount  were  overdue,  that  receiver— 
being  merely  anxious  to  recover  the 
flum  due — ploughing  up  old  grass  land 
without  regard  to  the  injury  he  is  doing, 
in  order  to  secure  a  cropj  and  then,  when 
be  has  sold  the  proceeds  and  discharged 
the  debt,  leaving  the  farm  in  a  ruinous 
condition. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
25,  at  end,  to  add  the  words — 

••  Provided  alwa3*s,  that  it  shall  not  be  com- 
|»etent  to  the  County  Court  Judge  to  appoint  a 
receiver  where  the  amount  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  due  shall  not  exceed  tbe  sum  of  ten 
pounds,  and  provided  also  that  the  recta ver  ap- 
pointed tinder  this  Act  shall  be  answerable  to 
the  owner  of  the  lands  out  of  which  the 
tithe  rent- charge  issues  for  mismanagement  or 
for  injury  to  the  produce  or  to  the  holding.'' — 
{Sir  J.  Swinburne,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  M.  arCKS  BEACH :  In  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Amendment,  1 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  how 
does  he  suppose  the  tithe  rent-charge 
could  be  recovered  without  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  receiver?  With  regard 
to  tbe  other  part  of  the  Amendment,  tbe 
receiver  will,  of  coura?,  be  an3wer.ibb  to 


the  Court,  and  I  do  not  see  any  special 
reason  for  the  adoption  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  proposal. 

•Sir  J.  SWrnBURNE  :  If  the  receiver 
is  made  liable  for  improper  use  of  the 
farm,  he  will  be  more  careful.  If  the 
Government  desire  it,  I  ^vill  w^ithdraw 
the  first  part  of  the  Amendment ;  but  I 
think  I  must  press  the  second  portion. 

(8.15.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:   Suppose 
you  have  a  receiver,  be  is  liable  for  i 
misconduct  of  that  character.     It  woulS 
be  a  moat  injurious  thing  in  tbe  interesttl 
of  the  tenant  and  the  owner  to  say  that] 
be  is  t<i  be  otherwise  liable. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  :  I  understand" 
that  a  receiver  is  nothing  but  a  re- 
ceiver. He  is  not  the  manager  of  the 
farm  ;  that  would  he  entirely  outside  hifli| 
duty,  >vhioh  is  to  receive  the  tithe  rent. 
If  he  misconducts  himself,  bo  will  be 
answerable  to  tbe  Court,  and  in  a  very 
summary  manner. 

♦Sir  J.  SWINBURISTK :  Suppose  tbe 
occupier  and  owner  de<4ine  to  goon  cul- 
tivating the  farm,  then  the  receiver  would 
appoint  a  farm  bailiff  to  cultivate  it — 
probably  some  ignorant  person,  who 
would  be  told  to  make  the  amount  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  as  quick  as  he  could. 
Complaint  would  he  made,  and  the  reply 
would  be,  "  We  did  our  best."  There 
may  be  a  legal  remedy,  but  practically 
the  owner  and  occupier  would  be  with- 
out any  redress  whatever. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  :  I  should  like  it  to 
be  made  perfectly  clear  whether^  under 
any  circumstances   whatever,   the    land 
will  be  cultivated  by  the  Court  officer, 
because  the  owner  and  occupier  should 
be     safeguarded     under     the     circam- 
stances.     If  it  is  merely  a  case  between  , 
the  payer  of  the  rent  and  the  tithe  owner^!! 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  clause  as 
stands.      But  I  cannot  be  put  off  by  any 
words  which  are  ambiguous. 
♦Sib    M.    HICKS  BEACH:    It  was 
never  intended  by  the  word  "manager* 
that  the  receiver  should  cultivate  th^ 
land.    He  receives  tbe  rent  and  pays  tb 
tithe. 

Sir  W,  HARCOFRT  :  I  should  like 
it  to  be  clearly  understood.  We  know 
that,  under  the  old  Tithe  Law,  if  there 
were  arrears  for  a  certain  time,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  get  the  money,  then  the 
tithe  owner  could  go  in,  and  he  does  so 
now.  Where  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent, 
and  it  is  not  worth  while  culfcirating  tbe 
2  T  2 
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land,  you  get  what  is  called  "  derelict " 
land.  We  know  there  are  certain  cases 
in  which  the  Colleges  of  Oxford  occupy 
farms  which  have  become  derelict  in 
consequence  of  the  extreme  burden  of 
the  tithe.  Unhappily  the  cases  of  dere- 
lict lands  are  not  infrequent  in  this 
country.  In  Berkshire  and  Oxfordshire 
there  are  such  cases.  The  tithe,  as  in 
the  old  days  the  poor  rates,  have  eaten 
up  the  profits,  and  it  is  not  worth  while, 
either  on  the  part  of  owner  or  occupier, 
to  go  on  with  the  cultivation.  I 
want  to  know,  under  this  Bill,  what 
would  happen  in  those  circumstances  ? 
There  is  no  question  of  the  receiver 
receiving  the  rent ;  there  is  no  rent  paid  ; 
there  is  no  tenant  to  pay  it ;  there  is  no 
one  who  will  cultivate  the  land. 

*(8.20.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Of  course. 
Those  cases  do  not  come  under  Sub-sec- 
tion 3,  which  applies  to  cases  where  the 
land  is  occupied.  And  where  the  land 
is  occupied  the  receiver  has  no  power  to 
interfere,  except  to  receive  the  rents. 
It  may  be  that  in  drafting  Sub-section  2 
I  have  not  sufficiently  considered  the 
cases  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  has  referred,  but 
I  think  the  law  in  these  cases  is  that  the 
owner  is  the  occupier.  There  is  no  such 
thing  as  a  derelict  farm,  in  the  sense  of 
its  being  entirely  unoccupied.  It  is  per- 
fectly correct  that  under  the  powers  of 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  the  tithe 
owner  has  gone  in  and  worked  the  farm  ; 
but  Sub-section  3  does  not  apply,  but 
under  Sub-section  2  the  officer  of  the 
Court  would  have  the  power  of  entering. 
That  is  quite  clear,  though  it  cannot  be 
discussed  now.  Sub-section  2  having  been 
passed.  Still,  I  am  prepared  to  consider 
it  before  the  Report  stage. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Under  those 
circumstances  the  receiver  would  be  the 
manager. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  No;  the 
receiver  would  not  be  manager  at  all. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Who  is  to  go 
in?  The  officer  of  the  Court,  the 
Attorney  General  says.  Land  goes  out 
of  cultivation  because  it  does  not  pay, 
and  it  is  to  be  made  remunerative  by 
sending  an  officer  of  the  Court  to  farm 
it.  Are  the  officers  of  the  County 
Courts  throughout  the  country  to  culti- 
vate these  derelict  farms  ? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  never  suggested 
it. 

Sir  W,  Ilarcourt 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  These  farms 
become  derelict  because  it  does  not  pay 
to  cultivate  them.  We  ought  really  to 
have  some  more  agricultui^  exposition 
of  what  is  to  be  done  in  what  I  may 
describe  as  desperate  cases.  I  under- 
stand that  the  receiver  is  a  man  who 
receives  rent.  Now,  suppose  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  is  £50,  and  only  £40 
is  forthcoming,  what  is  going  to  be  done 
with  reference  to  the  other  £10? 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  can  be  considered  an  agri- 
cultural authority  or  not,  but  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  misses 
the  intention  of  this  sub-section.  This 
sub-section  cannot  apply  whore  the  land 
is  not  let.  It  only  applies  where  the 
land  is  let.  Well,  then,  the  land  being  let, 
the  owner  of  the  land  would  obtain  relief 
under  the  3rd  clause  of  this  Bill,  and 
the  tithe  would  be  reduced  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  that  clause,  and 
no  more  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  would 
be  recoverable  than  that  clause  allowed » 
But  if  it  is  a  derelict  farm  then  it  would 
come  under  the  provisions  of  Sub-section 
2  ;  and  under  those  circumstances  the 
officers  of  the  Court  would  enter  and 
distrain,  subject  again  to  the  provisions 
of  the  3rd  clause,  which  would  prevent 
the  tithe  rent-charge  distrained  for  being 
more  than  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
assessment  to  the  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule  B. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  My  proposition 
is  that  there  is  nothing  to  distrain  on  on 
a  derelict  farm. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  beach  :  That  being 
so,  the  other  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Act 
of  1836  would  come  into  force,  under 
which,  where  there  is  no  distraint,  the 
tithe  owner  can  enter  ^and  cultivate, 
subject  to  the  limitations  of  that  Act, 
That,  I  think,  answers  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Not  quite. 
Would  it  be  the  tithe  owner,  or  the 
County  Court  Officer?  Is  the  Court 
Officer  to  farm  derelict  land  1 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral says  that  Sub-section  3  does  not 
apply  to  derelict  farms.  But  I  will  put  a 
case  to  him  which  would  fall  within  Sub- 
section 3.  The  landlord  might  say  to  the 
tenant :  "  If  you  come  to  an  agreement 
with  me,  I  will  let  you  the  farm  for  7  or 
14  years  at  a  very  low  rent.  I  will,  for 
instance,  give  you  a  lease  for  14  years. 
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«jid  if  you  erect  tKe  farm  buildings  you 
BHal!  liave  tlie  farm  for  seven  yeai^s  at  a 
peppercorn  rent."  What  would  tbo  offi- 
cer of  the  Court  do  in  such  a  case  ?  Re- 
ceive the  peppercorn  ? 

*(8.3L)  SiuR.  WEBSTER:  Myhon. 
Friend  has  overlooked  the  provisions  of 
Section  3.  Still,  it  eeems  to  me  that 
this  is  a  matter  which  requires  further 
consideration^  and  it  shall  receive  it 
when  we  come  to  the  right  clause. 

♦(9.3.)  Mr,  S,  T.  EVAKS:  The 
Attorney  General  thinks  that  Section  3 
applies  to  the  difficult  cases  in  connection 
with  the  clause  we  are  now  dealing  with. 
Bat  Section  3  deals  solely  and  simply 
w^ith  the  remission  of  tithe,  and  not  with 
payment  of  tithe.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  if  there 
is  an  abatement  of  tithe  under  Section  3, 
that  section  imposes  a  personal  liability  on 
the  landlord  to  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge 
at  the  amount  tixed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. There  is  no  provision  in  the 
Bill  to  meet  the  cases  we  have  put.  It 
might  very  well  happen  that  a  tenant 
agreed  to  put  up  farm  buildings  on  the 
understanding  that  he  should  pny  a 
peppercorn  rent  in  the  first  half  of  the 
period  of  his  lease.  In  that  case,  by 
what  method  are  you  going  to  get  your 
tithe  from  him  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  qaestion 
raised  ia  rather  wide. 

♦(9.5.)  Mk.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  llio  right 
hon.  Gentletnan  the  Member  for  Derby 
raised  the  question  whether  the 
receiver  proposed  to  be  appointed 
under  this  Bill  was  to  take  possession  of 
the  farm,  or  whether  the  tithe  owner, 
falling  back  upon  the  remedies  given  to 
him  by  the  existing  Act,  was  to  do  so. 
If  the  Attorney  General  will  refer  to 
Section  1  he  will  see  there  a  distinct 
declaration  that  the  tithe  rent-chargo 
shall  not  be  recovered  in  any  other 
manner  than  the  manner  pre.scribed — 
that  is  to  say,  by  the  appointment  of  a 
receiver.  The  appointment  of  a  receiver 
ia  the  only  way  in  w^hich  tithe  rentrcharge 
can  be  recovered, 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Sub-section  2 
gives  other  powers. 

♦Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  Yes,  in  refer- 
ence to  land  occupied  by  the  owner  ;  but 
it  amounts  to  the  same  thing.  The 
receiver  is  the  only  person  wlio  can  do 
anything,  and  ho  is  to  have  all  the  powers 
giren  by   the  Tithe   Acts  for   recovery 


of  the  tithe*  One  of  the  powers  given 
by  t!ie  Tithe  Acts  for  the  recovery 
of  reut'Charge  is  taking  possession  of 
the  land.  The  Act  of  6  &  7  William  IV., 
chapter  71,  section  82,  provides  that 
whei'c  there  is  not  a  sufficient  distress  to 
provide  for  the  tithe  rent-charge  certain 
proceedings  are  to  be  taken,  and  they 
result  in  the  tithe  owner  taking  posses- 
sion of  the  land.  Therefore,  the  receiver 
to  bci  appointed  under  this  section  may, 
under  certiiin  circumstvinces,  be  charged 
with  the  duty  of  taking  possession  of 
and,  if  he  cannot  End  a  tenant,  I 
suppose  of  cultivating  the  land.  If  that 
is  not  intended,  there  will  have  to  be 
some  alteration  in  the  Bill.  I  do  not 
knriw  that  this  is  a  very  serious  or  prac- 
tical difficulty,  because  the  receiver 
appointed  will  act,  I  suppose,  as  a  sensible 
man.  He  will  collect  the  rent  if  there 
be  any.  He  will  let  the  land  if  he  can. 
If  he  cannot  let  it  he  will  have  recourse 
to  the  Court,  and  the  Court  will  give  him 
instructions,  I  do  not  suppose  he  will 
carry  on  any  extensive  farming  operations 
He  may  expend  a  little  money  in  laying 
down  grass.  I  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lichfield  say  that  it  would  take  a  gene- 
ration to  produce  pasture. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  is  that  of  the 
hon.  Btironet  the  Member  for  Lichfield 
Division, 

♦Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  :  The  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  that  the  receiver  appointed 
shall  be  answerable  for  mis  manage- 
ment or  bad  cultivation.  I  am  en- 
deavonring  to  show  that  there  may  be  a 
responsibility  of  the  kind  upon  the 
receiver,  hut  that  I  doubt  whether 
the  responsibility  is  of  a  very  serious 
charact-er,  I  do  not  think  we  should 
pass  this  section  without  realising  the 
full  effect  of  it,  namely,  that  it  will  give 
the  receiver  a  right  to  take  possession 
and  to  carry  out  farming  operations.  That 
may  involve  putting  land  in  pasture. 
The  hon.  Baronet  says  that  is  a  long 
operation,  I  do  not  know  that  it 
takes  50  years,  I  have  myself  managed 
it  In  less  time  than  that.  At  any 
rate  whatever  agricultunil  operations 
the  receiver  will  have  to  carry  out 
ivill  not  be  of  a  very  serious  or  impor- 
tant character.  But  in  999  cases  out  of 
IjOOO  the  probability  will  be  that  there 
will  be  a  tenant  who  will  pay  rent,  a  some 
one  who  will  be  willing  to  take  the  land 
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and  pay  something  for  it.  The  last 
thing  the  receiver  will  do  will  be  to 
take  the  land  and  cultivate  it.  I  prefer 
to  leave  the  clanse  as  it  is,  for 
there  will  be  great  difficulty  in  getting 
a  man  to  act  as  receiver,  if  in  a 
certain  event  he  has  to  farm  the  land 
and  to  be  responsible  in  damages  if  he 
does  not  farm  it  properly. 

(9.15.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  do 
not  at  all  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
when  he  says  it  will  be  a  trifling  matter 
if  receivers  who  have  no  knowledge  of 
agriculture  have  to  work  the  land.  But 
I  rose  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
from  the  Attorney  General  what  the 
situation  is.  I  understand  from  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the 
Attorney  General,  that  it  is  possible  if 
lands  become  derelict — as  many  lands  in 
Essex  have — and  there  is  absolutely  no 
occupier,  Section  2  of  the  clause  will 
come  into  operation,  and  the  owner  be- 
come the  occupier.  It  is  under  Section  2 
of  the  clause  that  all  the  remedies  given 
by  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836 
come  into  play,  therefore  it  is  obvious 
that  the  County  Court  when  called  upon 
will  have  all  the  remedies  and  power  of 
the  tithe  owners  under  that  Act. 
These  remedies  and  powers  include  the 
appointment  of  a  manager  to  enter  into 
possession  of  the  land,  and  work  it  for 
the  benefit  of  the  tithe  owner.  I  want 
to  know  from  the  Attorney  General  or 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  is  to  appoint  this  manager,  and  who 
the' manager  is  to  be  ?  Is  he  to  be  the  re- 
ceiver? If  so,  I  think  we  shall  be 
landed  in  some  difficulty.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  said,  this  derelict  land,  which  is  really 
the  land  about  which  the  difficulties 
produced  by  excessive  tithe  arise  at  the 
present  moment,  will  be  handed  over,  in 
the  County  of  Essex,  to  the  receiver  of 
the  County  Court. 

•(9.17.)  Sm  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
questions  put  to  me  are  really  not  strictly 
in  order,  and  I  can  only  answer  them  by 
the  leave  of  the  Committee.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
suggests  that  I  have  proposed  that  all 
these  derelict  lands  should  be  cultivated 
by  the  receiver  of  the  County  Court.  If 
he  likes  to  make  a  joke  at  my  expense  I 
have,  no  objection.  I  never  suggested 
anything  so  absurd.  I  admit  that  before 
the  Report  stage  we  shall  have  to  con- 
Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton 


sider  whether  or  not  some  addition 
should  be  made  to  the  language  of  Sub- 
section 2,  in  reference  to  derelict  lands. 
But  this  Amendment  does  not  apply  to 
Sub-section  2  at  all.  It  is  a  proviso  to 
Sub- section  3,  and  to  that  sub-section  it 
has  no  application  of  any  sort  or  kind. 
I  appeal  to  the  Committee  to  proceed  to 
the  other  clauses,  and  make  progpress^ 
instead  of  continuing  this  barren  dis- 
cussion. 

(9.18.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  mistaken ;  this 
question  arises  on  .Sub-section  2.  Sub- 
section 2  applies  to  land  occupied  by  the 
owner,  and  an  untenanted  farm  is  not 
occupied  by  the  owner.  ["  Who  occupiea 
it  ?  "J  Nobody.  Such  a  case  comes  under 
Sub-section  3 — "  in  any  other  cases  " — 
and  that  is  why  these  words  do  not  apply 
to  land  occupied  by  the  owner.  Those 
words  include  cases  in  which  land  is  not 
occupied  by  the  owner.  Rates  are  levied 
upon  the  occupier.  If  an  owner  doea 
not  cultivate  the  land,  what  rates  does  he 
pay  1  He  does  not  pay  rates.  I  re- 
member Mr.  Henley  telling  me  that  land 
all  round  him  was  allowed  to  go  out  of 
cultivation  in  1835,  in  order  that  no 
rates  might  bo  paid.  To  pretend  that 
what  is  meant  by  Sub-section  2  is  a  non- 
beneficial  occupation  is  to  raise  a  tech- 
nicality, which  is  not  applicable  to  a 
business  discussion.  Let  us  treat  this 
on  a  business  footing,  and  I  assert  that 
there  is  no  business  man  in  the  County 
of  Essex  who  will  call  a  man  the  occu* 
pier  of  a  farm  if  he  does  not  cultivate  it 
or  go  near  it.  You  may  send  any  num- 
ber of  Attorney  Generals  down  to  a 
market  town,  but  you  will  not  persuade 
the  people  that  a  man  is  in  occupation  of  a 
farm  if  he  does  not  cultivate  it  or  go- 
near  it.  That  is  the  distinction  between 
practical  agriculture  and  technicality* 
Let  us  deal  with  this  matter  in  language 
that  is  "  understanded  of  the  vulgar,'' 
and  not  in  the  ceteris  juris  of  the 
Attorney  General.  Do  not  let  us  call 
people  occupiers  who  do  not  occupy. 
I  contend  that  in  some  form  or  other  you 
can  provide  for  the  matter  under  this 
section.  Under  Sub-section  3  you  begin 
very  properly  by  making  provision  for 
the  receipt  of  rents  and  profits  where 
there  are  rents  and  profits.  That  is  quite 
right  That  is  one  of  the  other  cases. 
Now  we  are  putting  to  you=  a  case  where 
Hhere  are  no  r^its   or    profits,  where 
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there  is  no  occupation,  and  where  under 
the  old  tithe  law  the  tithe  owner  has  the 
right  to  go  in.  I  will  give  you  a  case 
where  the  tithe  was  much  greater  than 
the  rent.  The  tithe  owner,  that  is  to 
say  a  college,  went  in  and  took  posses- 
sion under  the  Tithe  Act  of  1836.  They 
were  not  going  to  cultivata  the  land 
themselves,  not  even  by  their  bursar, 
who  would  be  a  better  man  for  the  pur- 
pose than  the  bum-bailiff  of  the  County 
Court.  They  said — *'We.are  the  tithe 
owner  and  there  is  no  question  of  the 
tithe."  They  induced  a  man  to  jro  into 
the  farm.  They  said — "  We  will  let  you 
the  land,  and  you  shan't  be  governed  by 
the  custom  of  the  country;  you  shan't 
be  under  any  restrictions  as  to  the  crop- 
ping of  the  land.'*  They  could  not  get  a 
tenant  except  under  those  destructive 
conditions.  This  is  one  of  the  "  other 
cases"  which  you  have  not  dealt  with. 
You  must  explain  to  us  who  is  to  stand 
in  the  shoes  of  the  tithe  owner  at  present : 
when  it  is  necessary  to  take  possession 
of  the  land  which  is  neither  worth  the 
rent  by  the  tenant  or  worth  occupation 
by  the  owner. 

*(9.28.)  Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY  :  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  hon .  Member  for  St.Pancras, 
that  because  there  are  only  a  small  num- 
ber of  cases  that  will  be  affected  by  this 
Amendment  we  are  not  called  upon  to 
deal  with  them.  It  is  just  these  cases 
which  are  the  burning  cases.  We  have 
before  us  two  propositions.  The  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Swinburne)  proposes 
that  the  receiver  appointed  under  this 
Act  shall  be  answerable  to  the  owner  of 
the  land  out  of  which  tithe  rent-charge 
issues  for  any  injury  done  the  holding, 
and  the  Attorney  General  suggests  that 
we  had  better  not  deal  with  this  subject 
now,  because  it  could  be  dealt  with 
better  on  a  subsequent  clause. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER:  I  pointed  out 
that  it  must  be  dealt  with  by  some  words 
in  Sub-section  2.  The  person  entitled 
to  possession  is  the  occupier,  if  it  is  not 
held,  and  that  has  been  decided  over  and 
over  again. 

*Mr.  gray  :  I  thank  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  the  correction.  I 
desire  that  the  point  shall  be  dealt  with 
in  the  best  practical  manner  possible,  but 
I  do  not  quite  understand  what  is  the 
meaning  of  the  word  **muRt."  Will  the 
Government  undertake  that  this  matter 
shall  be  dealt  with  in  a  business-lijce 


way  on  the  Report  stage  ?  The  whole 
reason  shown  to  the  House  for  the  Bill 
is  connected  with  the  collection  of  the 
tithe.  Wo  are  told  that  circumstances 
have  so  altered  since  the  passing  of  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  that  some  of  the 
tithe  owners  are  in  such  a  plight  that 
this  House  should  pass  a  Bill  to 
strengthen  their  position,  and  give  them 
the  means  of  collecting  their  tithe  with 
more  certainty  than  hitherto.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  circumstances  have 
changed  also  with  landlords  and  tithe- 
payera,  and  they  are .  in  a  different 
position  since  the  passing  of  the  Commu- 
tation Act.  And  just  as  the  one  con- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  tithe  owners 
has  force,  so  I  maintain  .  the  other  con- 
tention on  the  part  of  tithepayers  ought 
to  gain  attention  here.  There  is  no 
doul3t  whatever  that  a  number  of  farms 
are  derelict,  or  nearly  so,  that  land- 
lords are  seriously  considering  whether 
it  would  not  answer  their  purpose  better 
to  make  them  derelict,  and  so  be  free 
from  the  imposition  of  tithe  and  taxes, 
which  are  collected  so  long  as  cultivation 
continues.  This  being  so,  I  may  ask  the 
Government  to  say  not  only  that  this 
question  shall  be  considered  on  the 
Report  stage,  but  in  what  sense  they 
will  bo  prepared  to  consider  it. 

*(9.32.)  Mr.  W.  B.  ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire)  :  I  concur  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  in  asking  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  some  more  definite 
indication  of  the  spirit  and  sense  in 
which  they  will  consider  this  point. 
Apart  from  the  matter  of  cultivation, 
there  is  the  greatest  possible  room  for 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  an  officer 
of  the  Court  being  turned  loose  as 
receiver  or  manager  of  a  farm.  I  also 
think  the  Attorney  General  has  been 
unconsciously  a  little  impatient  in  his 
appeal  to  us  to  pass  on  to  another 
clause,  considering  the  manner  in  which 
the  Committee  have  dealt  with  the  Bill, 
and  the  progress  we  have  made. 

*(9.33.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
All  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  meant  was  to  restrain  the  Com- 
mittee from  an  unpractical  discussion.  I 
am  sure  he  did  not  for  a  moment 
desire  to  suggest  that '  there  had  been 
any  delay  in  the  progress  of  the  Com- 
mittee. In  fact,  we  have  to  thank  the 
Committee  for  an  attentive  and  a  busineiB-. 
like  sitting.      It  occurred  to  my  iion. 
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and  learned  Friend  thafc  this  point  does 
not  arise  on  this  sub-section.  In  our 
belief,  where  land  is  not  let  to  a  tenant 
the  owner  of  it  must  be  the  occupier. 
In  other  words,  he  must  be  rated  as  the 
occupier.  I  have  had  some  little  experi- 
ence on  Assessment  Committees  and 
matters  of  that  kind,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  am  owner  of  some  unprofitabla 
land,  and  I  know  it  is  impossible  to  escape 
rating  as  such.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Member  for  Derby  contends 
that  is  not  so,  and  that  the  case  would  fall 
under  Sub-section  3.  This  I  will  sav, 
that  under  whatever  section  it  may 
come,  we  are  quite  in  accordance  with 
the  view  the  hon.  Member  for  Lich- 
field suggests,  and  which  I  think  the 
Committee  will  agree  with,  that  the 
oflBcer  of  the  Court  should  not  wast©  the 
land.  Now,  we  believe  that  he  is  pre- 
vented from  doing  so  by  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  law.  We  will  look  into  the 
matter,  and  if  the  provisions  of  the 
existing  law  are  not  clearly  suflBcient 
under  the  law  controlling  the  ordinary 
work  of  the  County  Court  officials,  and 
we  find  that  additional  provisions  are 
necessary,  then  tliese  additional  provi- 
sions shall  be  inserted.  I  do  not  think 
I  can  give  a  more  definite  pledge,  and 
with  that  understanding  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  the  provisions  of  Sub-section  2 
on  the  point  ought  to  make  it  clear 
that  where  the  land  in  the  absence  of 
distraint  is  taken  possession  of  by  the 
tithe  owner  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Tithe  Act  that  the  tithe  owner  should 
cultivate,  and  not  the  officer  of  the  County 
Court.  But  the  matter  shall  be  care- 
fully considered. 

♦(9.37.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  With 
this  assurance  I  am  content.  I  want  to 
be  assured  that  officers  of  the  Court 
shall  not  pocket  the  money  and  allow 
the  land  to  bs  spoilt  and  wasted,  doing 
more  injury,  perhaps,  than  can  be  repaired 
in  half  a  century.  I  cannot  enter  into  a 
controversy  upon  fine  legal  points.  But 
from  a  practical  agricultural  or  pastoral 
point  of  view,  I  know  that  in  many  cases 
small  farms  have  been  rendered  utterly 
valueless  by  the  ploughing  up  of  old 
grass  fields.  But  with  the  assurance  that 
the  point  shall  be  considered  I  withdraw 
my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach 


•(9.39.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  The 
object  of  my  next  Amendment  is  clear, 
and  I  think  I  need  only  move  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
29,  after  the  word  "  Acts,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  But  Buch  sum  shall  not  be  deemed  a  pre- 
ferential debt  or  payment  in  bankruptcy." — 
(Mr.  S.  T.  Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(9.40.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACn :  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  is  regarding  this 
as  if  it  were  a  personal  debt,  but  it  is 
not  that ;  it  is  a  charge  on  the  land,  and 
therefore  must  have  priority  over  other 
debts.  If  the  tithe  rent-charge  were 
to  be  dealt  with  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes  it  should,  then  it  would  merely 
rank  pari  pasbu  with  the  interest  on  a 
mortgage.  But  it  is  really  a  charge 
on  the  land  before  any  debts  of  that 
kind  can  be  dealt  with,  and  we  do  not 
propose  to  alter  it. 

*^9.41.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  It  would 
also  prevent  the  wages  being  paid  of  the 
persons  who  created  the  produce  which 
goes  to  the  tithe  owner. 

(9.41.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  : 
I  really  think  an  answer  is  required. 
Irish  Members  have  not  intervened  in 
this  discussion,  for  as  Irishmen  they  are 
not  interested ;  but,  really,  I  think  that 
some  substantial  reason  should  be  ad- 
vanced in  support  of  the  contention,  and 
that  the  matter  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  go  by  default  in  such  a  great  issue 
as  this.  Thero  is  too  little  fight  on  this 
side  of  the  House  in  support  of  the  Eng- 
lish tenantry.  I  hope  hon.  Members 
will  rise  to  their  responsibilities,  and  try 
to  gain  more  for  those  they  represent  in 
Great  Britain  than  they  seem  disposed 
to  do.  Something  more  is  wanted  from 
the  Government  than  this  brief,  rather 
curt,  and  obtuse  answer. 

(9.4j.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  67  ;  Noes  143.— (Div.  List,No.l5.) 

*(9.54.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  At  present 
the  occupier  of  the  land  is  made  to  give 
notice  before  an  order  can  be  made  in 
which  he  is  interested,  but  I  think  the 
occupier  ought  not  to  be  put  to  that 
trouble  and  expense.  My  object  is  to 
place  on  the  owner,  and  not  the  occupier, 
the  duty  of  giving  notice.  I  hold  that  as 
the  owner  is  made  liable  the  duty  of 
giving  the  notice  should  rest  on  him. 
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Amendment,  proposed  in  page  2,  line  34, 
to  leave  ont  the  words  "  he  may,"  and  in- 
sert the  words  "  the  owner  of  the  lands 
shall."— (.Ifr.  S.  T.  Evans,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  he  may '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

*(9.56.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  should 
have  thought  that  where  the  occupier 
has  an  interest  in  the  matter  he  would 
protect  that  interest  by  giving  the  notice. 
Personally,  however,  1  have  no  objection 
to  the  method  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  but  it  is  a  matter  for  the  Com- 
mittee to  decide. 

*(9.57.)  Mr.  G.OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
The  occupier  may  not  know,  but  the 
owner  must  know,  and  it  must  be 
remembered  the  occupier  may  be  a  poor 
and  ignorant  man. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  To  save 
further  discussion,  I  am  willing  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦(10.0.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN : 
The  object  of  the  next  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  standing  in  my  name,  is  to 
carry  out  what  we  are  all  agreed  is  the 
intention  of  the  Act.  The  words  I  have 
put  down  are  borrowed  from  one  of  the 
Tithe  Acts.  I  understand,  however, 
that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
has  come  down  prepared  to  move  an 
Amendment,  which  will  make  the  clause 
clear.  I  will,  therefore,  only  formally 
move  the  Amendment,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  opportunity  for  discussion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  after 
line  37,  to  insert  the  following  sub- 
section : — 

*''  Nothing  ia  this  Act  contained  shall  create 
any  personal  liability  for  the  payment  of  any 
tithe  rent-charge  in  any  owner  or  occupier  or 
other  person,  or  in  the  executors  or  adminis- 
trators of  such  owner  or  occupier  or  other 
person.*' — (J/r.  O,  Osborne  Morgan.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(10.2.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I 
am  advised  that  the  words  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  do,  because 
they  would  include  all  other  persons, 
and,  therefore,  thoy  would  include 
the  receiver,  who  of  course  must 
be  personally  liable  for  the  tithe 
he  receives.  An  Amendment  on  the 
subject  would,  I  think,  come  in  better 
after  Sub-section  6,  where  the  hon. 
Member    for    Glamorganshire    (Mr.  S. 


1090 

Evans)  has  put  down  his  Amendment, 
and  I  will  read  to  the  Committee  the 
words  we  suggest  for  dealing  with  the 
point.     They  are  as  follows : — 

*'  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  improve  or  con- 
stitute any  personal  liability  upon  any  occupier 
or  owner  of  land  for  the  payment  of  any  tithe 
rent-charge  or  any  other  sum  which  by  this 
Act  shall  be  payable  as  tithe  rent-charge,  and 
the  Court  shall  not  by  virtue  of  this  Act  have 
power  to  imprison  any  occupier  or  owner  by 
reason  only  of  anj  such  non-payment  of  any 
tithe  rent-charge  or  other  sum." 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  As 
far  as  I  can  see  at  present  that  will  meet 
the  point.  But  I  should  like  to  have  an 
opportun'ity  of  considering  it  more  care- 
fully. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*(10.5.)  Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS:  When 
we  were  discussing  Sub-section  1  of 
Section  2  the  Attorney  General  said  he 
was  willing  to  consider  any  suggested 
clause  respecting  the  occupier's  liability. 
I  think  this  is  the  proper  place  to  move 
an  Amendment  on  the  point,  and  1  there- 
fore propose  to  add  to  the  sub-section — 

*»  Where  in  any  case  any  property,  right,  or 
interest  of  the  occupier  may  be  affected  by  any 
order  to  be  made  under  this  Act,  then  before 
that  order  shall  be  made  there  shall  be  such 
service  of  the  order  on  the  occupier." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
57,  to  insert  at  end — 

**  Where  in  any  case  any  property,  right,  or 
interest  of  the  occupier  may  be  affected  by  any 
order  to  be  made  under  this  Act,  then  before 
that  order  shall  be  made  there  shall  be  such 
service  of  the  order  on  the  occupier.*' — {Mr,  S. 
2\  El  an 8.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

*(10.6.) '  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  sub- 
section  is  inadequate  for  the  purpose 
suggested,  and  I  would  suggest  that  it 
should  be  more  carefully  considered. 
We  have  no  objection  wliatever  to  the 
occupier  coming  forward  in  cases  where 
he  gives  proper  notice;  but  the  sub- 
section does  not  provide  for  the  occupier 
giving  notice  that  he  will  appear.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  submit  his  Amendment  before 
the  Report  stage. 

*(10.7.)  Me.  S.  T.  EVANS:  What 
struck  me  was  this :  that  it  might  appear 
to  the  Court  that  the  occupier  was 
interested,  and  the  Court  in  such  a  case 
would  not  make  any  order  until  there 
had  been  such  service  on,  and  hearing 
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of,  the  occupier  as  is  described.  I  will, 
however,  assent  to  the  suggestion  made 
by  the  Attorney  General. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(10.8.)  Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  : 
The  object  of  the  next  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  is  to  secure 
uniformity  in  the  Rales  of  Court 
throughout  the  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
38,   after  "  (6),*'  to  insert  the  words — 

''As  soon  as  may  be  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  shall  make, 
and  may  afterwards  vary.** — {Sir  Roper  Leth- 
brittge.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  may  say 
that  there  is  uniformity  already  under 
the  County  Court  Act.  The  rules  are 
made  by  the  Judges,  and  are  subject  to 
the  sanction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE:  I  should 
like  to  remark  that  the  Law  of  Distress 
(Amendment)  Act,  1888,  points  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  himself  making  these 
rules  from  time  to  time.  It  does  seem 
to  me  that  there  might  be  advantages  in 
the  Lord  Chancellor  taking  the  initiative 
in  the  matter,  instead  of  merely  accept- 
ing the  suggestions  of  a  committee  of 
Judges. 

♦(10.10.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
two  matters  are  not  the  same.  The 
County  Court  Judges  first  make  the 
rules  of  their  own  Court,  they  being 
conversant  with  the  practical  working  of 
the  Court.  The  rules  so  prepared  are 
then  submitted  to  a  Committee,  com- 
posed of  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Court  and  the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  therefore,  that  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  matter  where  it  is  at 
present. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦(10.11.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I 
would  suggest  that  the  word  **  shall  '*  be 
substituted  for  "may,"  in  line  38. 

*(10.11.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
word  "  may  "  is  invariably  used,  because 
it  points  to  the  making  of  the  rules  from 
time  to  time.  I  have  glanced  at  several 
of  the  rule-making  sections,  and  I  find 
that  that  is  the  word  used.  I  think  the 
section  is  right  as  it  stands. 

♦(10.12.)    Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  I  beg 
to  move  the  insertion  of  the  words — 
Mr.  S.  T.  Evans 


'*  Provided  that  the  total  cost  of  orders  and 
proceedings  in  any  case  within  sub-section  (2) 
of  this  section,  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of 
costs  recoverable  in  a  like  case  under  the  Tithe 
Acts  now  in  force." 

The  principle  of  the  Bill,  we  are  told,  is 
that  the  landlord  is  to  be  liable  for  the 
payment  of  the  tithe.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  would  not  have  been  as  well  U> 
allow  the  remedy  of  distress  without 
the  intervention  of  the  County  Court 
in  the  cases  of  occupying  freeholders. 
A  man  tilling  his  own  land  ought  not  to 
be  in  a  worse  position  as  to  costs  than  he 
would  be  in  case  of  distress  at  present. 
T  do  not  know  what  the  scale  may  be, 
but  I  think  this  proviso  ought  to  be  put 
in  so  that  the  occupying  freeholder 
should  not  have  to  pay  more  costs  than 
he  is  liable  to  at  present. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  clause,  to  add  the  words — 

**  Provided  that  the  total  cost  of  orders  and 
proceediDgs  in  any  case,  within  sub-section  (2) 
of  this  section,  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of 
costs  recoverable  in  a  like  case  under  the  Tithe 
Acts  now  in  force."— (Jlfr.  S.  T.  £van8.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

♦(lO.U).  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
do  not  think  it  possible  to  agree  with 
this.  The  procedure  under  the  Bill  will 
be  entirely  different  to  that  under  the 
existing  Statutes.  Thero  are  different 
scales,  and  we  propose  that  the  fees 
should  be  settled  precisely  in  the  way 
they  are  settled  in  ordinary  cases  in  the 
County  Court.  The  question  of  the 
scale  of  fees  in  the  County  Court  is  im- 
portant, but,  considering  the  difference 
of  procedure,  to  say  that  the  County 
Court  costs  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the 
amount  of  costs  under  distraint  is  a 
thing  1  could  not  agree  to. 

(10.16.)  Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Government  appre- 
hend what  the  costs  will  be.  This 
matter  does  not  only  affect  large  land- 
owners, but  also  small  occupiers,  of  whom 
there  are  many  in  England  and  Wales. 
Under  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of 
1836,  the  Attorney  General  knows  the 
whole  costs  of  recovering  a  debt  of  tithe 
rent-charge  amounts  to  the  cost  of  the 
statutory  notice,  which  is  only  2s.  6d. 
But  if  the  recovery  is  to  be  in  the  County 
Court,  a  small  owner,  who  ewes  a  tithe 
of -JB20,  will  probably  have  to  pay  £10 
instead  of  2s  6d. ;  therefore,  I  wish   it  to 
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go  forth  to  the  small  owners  of  the 
country,  that  if  the  Government  will  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  they  will,  by  this 
Bill,  be  imposing  on  the  tithepayers  a 
fine  of  something  like  X9  18s.  6d.  in  the 
matter  of  recovering  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
1  maintain  that  the  Amendment  is  very 
important,  and  it  is  one  which  I  hope 
will  be  pressed  to  a  Division. 

•(10.18.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  pressed  to  a 
Division.  Under  present  circumstances 
I  admit  that  the  expense  is  very  small 
if  the  amount  is  less  than  £20;  but  where 
the  distress  is  for  more  than  £20,  there 
is  a  very  wide  latitude  allowed  with 
reference  to  expenses.  "  Reasonable" 
expenses  may  mean  a  good  deal.  In 
cases  of  distress  for  tithe  of  £20  and  up- 
wards the  expense  is  very  considerable, 
and  if  you  refer  to  the  costs  and  expenses 
in  cases  where  possession  is  taken — 
where  the  land  is  derelict — the  costs 
will  be  found  to  be  much  larger.  I  have 
within  reach  a  copy  of  a  bill  of  costs  re- 
lating to  taking  possession  of  land,  and 
it  shows  that  where  the  tithe  was  £5  or 
£6  the  costs  were  £46,  or  some- 
thing of  that  sort.  The  present  pro- 
cedure is  distress,  and  failing  suffi- 
cient to  distrain  upon,  taking  possession. 
That  is  a  different  process  altogether  to 
recovery  by  action  in  the  County  Court 
and  the  appointment  of  a  receiver. 
In  the  case  of  the  County  Court, 
tithe  actions  will  have  to  be  fitted 
in  with  Hhe  ordinary  business,  pro- 
cedure, and  expenses  of  the  Court. 
Having  every  sympathy  with  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  cannot  go  with  him  in  a  pro- 
posal which  is  only  calculated  to  embar- 
rass and  throw  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
the  working  of  the  Act. 

(10.21.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  with  great  autho- 
rity in  the  matter,  bat  he  has  wholly 
misstated  the  case.  The  fact  is,  that  the 
expenses  to  which  he  refers  would  be 
incurred  in  both  cases — in  the  case  of 
the  tithepayer  under  the  Tithe  Commu- 
tation Act  and  under  this  Bill.  The  case 
I  I'ef erred  to  was  one  in  which  the  ex- 
penses;under  the  former  were  28.  6d., 
and  would  be  under  the  latter  50  per 
cent,  of  the  tithe.  The  contention  of 
my  hon.  Friend. has  notkuig  to  do  with 
that  case. 


•(10.22.)  Mr.  T.H.  BOLTON:  We  are 
to  have  the  system  of  applying  to  the 
County  Court  and  appointing  a  receiver, 
and,  of  course,  must  be  governed  by  the 
rules  and  proceedings  of  the  County 
Court,  and  necessary  expenses  in  the 
County  Court  must  be  provided  for. 

*(10.24.)  Mr.  S:  T.  EVANS:  My  hon. 
Friend  has  entirely  misapprehended  the 
matter.  I  would  remind  him  that  the 
clause  says  that  where  land  is  occupied 
by  the  owner  the  order  of  the  Court 
shall  be  executed  by  the  appointment  of 
an  officer  who  shall  have  powers  corre- 
sponding with  those  now  exercised,  so 
that  the  proceedings  are  analogous. 
There  will  not  be  the  appointment  of 
a  receiver  at  all  in  such  cases,  as  he 
seems  to  think.  There  will  only  be  a 
change  in  the  authority  which  appoints 
the  bailiff.  Now  the  tithe  owner  ap- 
points the  bailiff  who  makes  the  dis- 
tress, and  under  the  Bill  the  County 
Court  will  appoint  the  bailiff,  but  the 
distress  will  be  the  same.  All  I  seek  by 
the  Amendment  is  that  the  costs  shall 
not  exceed  those  which  are  now  recover- 
able.- 

*(10.26.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN : 
I  contend  that  the  costs  will  be  the  same, 
becaase  the  processes  will  be  the  same. 

*(10.27.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  There 
aro  two  objections  to  the  proposal.  It 
has  been  said  that  under  the  Bill  the 
costs  will  be  at  least  £10,  but  there  is  no 
warrant  whatever  for  that  statement. 
Assuming  that  the  amount  of  the  tithe 
was  under  £5,  the  ordinary  County  Court 
costs,  including  the  hearing  fee,  would 
only  be  a  few  shillings,  half  of  which 
would  be  returned.  Coming  to  tithe  of 
£20,  £30,  or  £50,  the  costs  would  only 
be  a  fraction  of  what  under  ordinary 
circumstances  would  now  be  incurred. 
And  there  is  this  farther  objection :  that 
the  proposed  Amendment  sets  up  no 
•tandai*d  of  fees  of  any  kind.  The  Rule 
Committee  will  consider  the  matter;  and 
having  regard  to  the  simplified  proce- 
dure, the  Rule  Committee  may  be  safely 
trusted  not  to  impose  extravagant  or 
absurd  costs.  Everyone  who  knows  the 
procedure  of  County  Courts  must  be 
aware  that  as  regards  notices  and  such 
things  the  outside  cost  will  only  be  a  few 
shillings.  The  cost  should  be  according 
to  the  work  done.  I  oannot  sympathise 
with  the  action  of  the  member  of  the 
legal  profession  who  succeeded  in  boild- 
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ing  up  the  heavy  bill  of  costs  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Bolton). 

*(10.29.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  If  the 
amount  of  tithe  were  £6  10s.  there 
would  be  an  entry  fee  of  8s.  and  a 
hearing  fee  of  14s.,  without  any  pro- 
fessional or  other  charges. 

(10.29.)  Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  The  Amendment  would  prac- 
tically kill  the  Bill,  because  if  the  re- 
covered costs  were  to  be  limited,  the 
remainder  might  exceed  the  value  of 
the  tithe.  One  of  the  difficulties  at 
present  is  that  the  owner  finds  the  cost 
of  recovering  tithe  exceeds  the  value  of 
the  tithe.  If  by  Act  of  Parliament  the 
costs  of  recovery  are  limited,  resistance 
to  the  recovery  of  tithe  will  be  at  once 
encouraged,  and  that  will  defeat  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  which  is  to  facilitate 
the  recovery  of  tithe. 

(10.32.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.) :  The  effect  of  the  Bill 
will  be  to  penalise  every  yeoman  in 
England  and  Wales  in  costs.  The  old 
remedy  is  cheap  and  easy,  although  it 
sometimes  imposes  costs  on  the  tithe 
owner  to  set  it  in  motion.  The  object  of 
the  Amendment  will  be  attained,  and 
the  difficulty  suggested  by  the  Attorney 
General  will  be  avoided,  by  the  Rule 
Committee  being  instructed  to  draw  up 
a  scale  of  costs  which  shall  not  exceed 
those  under  the  present  system.  If  the 
Amendment  is  not  carried  tithepajers 
in  Wales  will  have  to  make  a  protest 
under  the  coercion  and  penal  pressure  of 
costs. 
*(10.34.)  Mb.  W.  B.  ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire)  :  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Harrow  is 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  simplify  the 
collection  of  tithe,  and  then  he  goes  on 
to  say  that  the  process  of  increasing  costs 
will  facilitate  the  collection  of  tithe, 
which  seems  to  the  uninstructed  mind  a 
singular  conclusion.  The  costs  will  either 
be  more  under  the  new  system  or  less. 
If  they  are  likely  to  be  more,  it  is  our 
duty  to  take  care  that  they  shall  not  be ; 
and  if  they  are  likely  to  be  less,  there 
can  be  no  harm  in  accepting  this  Amend- 
ment. As  to  the  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General,  I  think  he  has  been 
answered  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  spoke 
before  me.  If  we  impose  on  the  Rule 
Committee  the  power  of  making  a  Boale 
SirR,  Webster 


of  costs  we  should  do  so  with  the 
instruction  that  the  scale  should  not  be 
higher  than  under  the  present  system. 
Under  these  circumstances,  can  any  harm 
be  done  ?  I  do  not  think  there  can.  On 
the  contrary ;  I  hold  that,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Williams),  in  the  interests  of  the  Welsh 
people,  this  is  a  most  important 
Amendment,  and  one  which  I  venture  to 
hope  will  commend  itself  to  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

(10.31.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Sir,I 
believe  that  the  practical  working  of  this 
Bill  will  very  much  depend  on  how  we 
deal  with  this  question  of  costs ;  for,  after 
all,  its  practical  effect  will  be  not  so  much 
how  it  will  affect  the  large  landowners 
as  what  effect  it  will  have  on  the  small 
owners  where  the  amount  of  tithe  pay- 
able may  be  small  and  the  cost  of 
collection  proportionately  great.  This 
question  of  costs  will,  I  think,  be  found, 
when  we  have  had  experience  of  its  work- 
ing among  the  smaller  owners  to  be  the 
most  material  of  all.  It  has  been  found 
that  in  criminal  cases  as  before  the 
Magistrates,  where  a  fine  of  only  Is. 
is  inflicted,  it  very  often  happens 
that  the  costs'amount  to  as  much  as  25s.9 
and  that  is  a  circumstance  which  very 
seriously  compromises  the  whole  ques- 
tion. My  great  objection  to  the  former 
Bill  was  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
likely  to  affect  the  question  of  costs.  In 
the  former  Bill  the  costs  were  put  upon 
the  occupier.  That  was  a  great  objec- 
tion, which  of  course  cannot  occur  here, 
because  the  question  is  one  which  now 
affects  the  owner.  Nevertheless,  it  is 
one  which  may  have  a  serious  effect 
upon  the  small  owner.  I  venture  to 
warn  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
the  question  whether  the  Bill  will  do 
any  good  or  not  depends  a  great  deal  on 
how  they  deal  with  this  question  of 
costs.  I  would  venture,  with  all  respect, 
to  advise  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General,  in  the  conduct  of  this 
Bill,  to  entreat  his  legal  supporters  not 
to  argue  in  favour  of  anything  that  is 
likely  to  add  to  the  costs  or  to  do  too 
much  in  the  way  of  crossing  the  "  t's " 
and  dotting  the  "  i's  "  of  this  measure, 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  exhibit  the  mag- 
nitude of  all  the  blots  in  the  Bill.  We 
have  had  some  experience  of  this  sort  of 
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thing  in  tbe  course  of  tlie  discussions 
tUftt  lna%^e  taken  place  this  evening.  The 
hon,  and  learned  Memb^^r  for  Harrow 
lioa  told  us  that  this  is  a  Bill  for  the  col- 
lection of  tithe,  and  that  we  cannot  carry 
this  object  out  better  than  by  increasing 
the  costs.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  dealt  with  this  Bill  in  a  very 
reasonable  spirit ;  and  if  wo  could  only 
induce  his  legal  supporters  not  to  point 
out  these  things  in  so  embarrassing  a 
manner,  I  think  it  would  be  all  the  better 
for  the  progress  of  the  Bill  Tlie  bon« 
and  learned  Member  for  Harrow  bas 
shoA%^l  us  the  animus  of  the  Bill  from  his 
particular  point  of  view.  Ho  says  that 
at  present  the  costs  are  light,  and  the 
tithepayer  is  not  much  terrified  by  them  ; 
but  he  went  on  to  say  that,  as  corapjired 
with  the  existing  system,  there  will 
be  tin  increase.  That  is  a  course 
which  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  resist  to  the  uttermost. 
It  is  contrary  to  the  whole  spirit  in 
which  we  regard  this  Bill.  We  have 
agreed  to  change  the  incidence  of  ]My- 
ment,  but  have  not  agreed  to  make  tiuit 
incidence  heavier,  whether  the  amount 
is  pain!  by  the  occupier  or  the  owner. 
And  yet  here  wo  have  it  avowed  frem 
the  other  side  of  the  House— from  wliat 
I  may  call  the  tithe  owners'  party — that 
their  object  is  that  which  1  have  just 
stated.  Let  us  see  how  that  quistion 
regarding  costs  really  stands.  Every- 
body knows  that  under  the  existing 
system  there  are  no  costs  whatever,  ex- 
cept the  costs  of  distress.  The  costs, 
therefore,  are  natural ly  very  light*  The 
question  arises,  Are  the  costs  of  recover- 
ing tliB  tithe  in  the  future  to  be  more 
than  the  present  cost  of  a  simple  dis- 
traint 1  If  they  are,  then  the  tithe- 
payer  is  by  this  Bill  damnified  in  his 
relations  to  the  tithe  owner.  By  Sub- 
section 2  it  is  provided  that  the  powers 
of  recovery  are  those  of  the  present 
Tithes  Act,  That,  I  suppose,  means  the 
power  of  recovery  by  distress ;  therefore, 
pro  ^a«/o,  it  remains  in  that  respect  aa  at 
present ;  but  before  you  go  to  distraint 
you  have  to  tiike  proceedings  in  the 
County  Court.  That  is  a  process  which 
you  do  not  go  through  now  ;  therefore, 
pltts  the  cost  of  the  recovery,  you  must 
have  the  antecedent  cost  of  going  to  the 
County  Court  to  enable  the  distress  to 
be  executed  ;  therefore  hy  this  Bill  you 


have  added  to  the  system  of  costa  by  the 
necessity  of  going  to  the  County  Court, 
I  confess  that  until  I  heanl  the  speech 
nf  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Harrow,  I  wa^  not  fully,  alive  to  the 
raagnitude  of  the  question  before  us ; 
but  now  it  is  made  perfectly  plain  that 
you  will  have  not  only  the  existing 
costs  in  addition  to  the  amount  of  debt, 
but  also  the  costs  incident  to  the  pro- 
ceedings that  will  have  to  bo  taken  in 
the  County  Court.  Therefore  this  Bill, 
instead  of  lessening  the  cost  to  the 
tithepayer,  necessaiily  makes  it  more 
ex  [tensive,  I  think  we  ought  to  make 
as  strong  an  objection  as  we  can  to  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  not  have  the  posi- 
tion of  the  two  parties  altered  by  making 
the  costs  heavier. 

(10.47.)  MR.AJIBROSE:Thcrighthon. 
Gentleraan  ivas  once  a  member  of  the 
legal  prufession,  and  that  being  so,  I 
think  he  cannot  be  serious  in  saying 
that  the  costs  were  a  pennlty  or 
tine  to  be  obtnined,  ei titer  by  the  de- 
fendant or  prosecutor,  as  in  legal  proceed- 
dings.  The  right  hon  Gentleuian  has 
clearly  forgotten  the  original  meaning  of 
these  cost?*.  They  are  not  a  fine  or  a  pen- 
alty in  any  sense.  They  are  an  indem- 
nity to  the  party  proceedings  for  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  defaulter  of  the  party  pro- 
ceeded against.  Who  causes  the  costs 
to  be  incurred?  Not  the  tithe  owner> 
but  the  tithepayer,  who  is  absolutely 
master  of  the  situation.  He  can  |>ay  his 
tithe  and  avoid  costs  altogether,  [Laugh- 
ter and  Cheers,^  I  am  ghid  bun.  Gen- 
tlemen appreciate  that  point.  If  the 
tithe  owner,  because  of  non-payment  of 
tithes,  has  to  incur  costs,  surely  it  is 
equitable  and  just  that  he  should  be  in- 
demnified. If  you  alter  that  principle 
in  any  degree  you  put  it  in  the  power  of 
the  tithepayer  to  make  the  cost  of  ob- 
taining the  tithe  so  great  as  to  destroy 
the  value  of  the  tithe  altogether. 

(10.500  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  I  can- 
not iakB  so  pleasant  a  view  of  the 
costs  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  As  to  the  statement  I 
made  with  reference  to  the  amount  of 
the  costs,  1  bojied  it  on  information  given 
me  by-  a  solicitor  practising  in  the 
County  Courts  in  my  own  county. 
Taking  the  recovery  of  a  debt  of  £20  on 
a  small  farm,  he  put  down  the  variom 
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items,  wbicli  brought  the  costs  up  to 
JEIO.  I  showed  tlic  statemeut  to  wy 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who  smd  that 
the  charge  was  Boiall,  I  think  the 
Government  wouhi  do  well  to  fulluw  the 
golden  rnle  laid  dowm  by  vaj  Tight  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Derby,  that  we 
ought  not  to  add  any  f resli  penalties  t<j 
those  whieh  already  existed  uacler  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1830.  We 
should  endeavour  in  this  measure  not 
to  lay  any  fresh  burdens  on  the  tithe- 
payer. 

(10.53.)  MJt-  ABEL  THOMAS  (Car. 
mart  hen,  E.)  :  Sir,  the  cost  under  a  dis- 
traint lor  tithe  is  28.  (>d,  for  the  ten  day 
notice,  the  possession  money,  so  much 
per  day,  and  a  small  sum  for  the 
anctioneer  s  cbargea  ;  but  by  the  Govern^ 
ment's  present  proposal  of  proceeding's 
in  the  County  Court,  where  possibly 
counsel  or  a  solicitor  would  be  engaged, 
Ihe  costs  would  be  very  largely  in- 
creoBed.  You  have  all  the  co.sjts  of  an 
ordinary  County  Court  action  added  to 
the  former  costs.  Therefore,  whether 
you  call  it  an  indemnity  or  a  penalty 
matters  not,  for  I  would  point  out  that 
the  tithe  owner,  under  this  Bill,  is 
put  in  a  better  position  than  before. 
It  ia  perfectly  evident  that  this  section 
pufB  the  tithe  owner  ioto  a  better, 
and  the  tithepjiyer  into  a  worse,  jK>si 
tion,  I  trust  the  Government  will 
be  consistent  throughout,  and  that  they 
will  accept  my  hon.  Friends  Amend- 
ment, which  is  to  put  the  tithe  owner  ex- 
actly in  the  same  position  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill  as  he  is  now,  and  which 
the  Govt^riiment  have  again  and  again 
alleged  to  be  the  object  of  their  Bill. 

(10.56.)  Sm  W.  HARCOURT  :  Before 
we  go  to  a  Division  we  ought  t<)  make 
the  position  quite  clear.  If  they  dr>  not 
agree  that  the  costs  of  the  County  Court 
shall  not  be  excessive,  we  must  to  the 
best  of  our  power  resist  Clause  2,  which 
creates  the  County  Court  juriadictiou  in 
substitution  of  the  present  process. 
Unless  you  mean  U^  act  adversely  to  the 
tithepayer  you  have  no  right  to  intro- 
duce a  more  expensive  procedure  against 
him.  That  ia  the  clear  principle  upon 
which  wo  shall,  so  far  as  we  can,  fight 
this  out.  All  the  ai*gument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Harrow  goes 
for  nothing  at  all.  Suppose  you  took  the 
most  expensive  tribunal — the  House  of 
Lords — where  the  costs  would  be  several 
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hundreds  of  pounds.  Would  not  that 
be  an  injury  to  the  man  whose  position 
you  would  change  in  that  respect  ?  In  a 
minor  degree,  if  yon  substitute  for  the 
simple  process  of  distress  litigation  which 
involves  costs  to  the  amount  of  even  ^3 
or  X4,  thnt  araonnt,  though  apparently 
little,  IS  large  to  little  men.  Unless  you 
will  give  us  a  guarantee  that  this  County 
Court  procedure  is  not  going  to  cost  the 
tithepayer  more  than  the  present  pro- 
cedure, you  are  doing  him  an  injustice. 
That  is  a  perfectly  plain  principle.  If 
yon  will  not  give  us  this  security,  we 
shall  do  our  best  to  resist  the  second 
clause.  The  first  principle  of  putting  the 
liability  on  the  tithe  owner  may  remain 
in  the  first  clause,  because  that  is  only  a 
return  to  the  present  law,  which  has 
been  pirated  by  owners  who  have  con* 
tracted  themselves  out  of  it<  That 
priuciple  can  remain,  and  the  tithe 
owner— dropping  the  second  clause — 
can  recover  as  at  present.  If  you  want 
to  alter  the  method  of  recovery  it  is  only 
fair  to  demand  that  the  alteration  shall 
not  l)e  such  as  to  throw  any  additional 
cost  on  the  tithepayer.  That  is  the  plain 
principle  on  which  I  think  we  ought  to  go. 
Is  your  new  method  of  recovery  going  to 
cost  more  than  the  old  ?  If  it  i^y  then  we 
say  it  is  unfair  to  the  tenant,  and  we 
must  do  our  l>est  to  prevent  such  a 
p'o vision  being  enacted. 

•(ILl.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
Tliat  no  doubt  is  a  very  formidable 
threat.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
made  his  position  clear,  it  is  only 
right  that  I  should  try  to  make  our 
position  clear.  In  the  lix'st  place,  we 
decline  to  accept  the  Amendment.  It 
seems  to  me,  with  all  defei^ence  to  the 
hon.  Member,  absurd  to  say  that  when 
you  were  changing  the  procedure  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  the  costs  of  the  new 
procedure  shall  not  exceed  the  costs  of  the 
old.  If  the  procedure  is  different  the 
items  of  coat  must  necessarily  be  different. 
They  may  be  more  or  less,  but  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  the  Govern- 
ment to  guarantee  that  the  costs  of  the 
new  procedure  shall  not  be  more  than  those 
of  the  old,  the  Government  can  give  him 
no  such  guarantee.  But  this  guarantee 
we  can  give — that  we  have  no  desire  to 
use  this  new  method  of  procedure  as  a 
means  of  penalising  any  one.  We  pro- 
pose  it  as  a  better  mode  of  procedure^ 
but  we  have  no  desire  that   the   costs 
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shall  be  mn  up.  Oar  wish  is  that  the 
costs  shall  not  be  one  farthing  more  than 
ia  absolutely  necessary  for  the  plan  to  bij 
etficnently  curried  ont.  One  thinjnr,  how 
ever,  wo  will  not  be  so  foolish  as  to  do — 
namely,  to  propose  a  new  procednre, 
and  then  to  whittle  it  away  by  a  limita- 
tion on  the  costs  which  may  deprive  it 
of  efficiency.  1  will  guarantee  that 
this  matter  of  costs  shall  ho  con- 
sidered by  the  proper  anthority— the 
Bule  Committee  of  the  County  Conrt 
Judges  in  conjunction  with  the  Treasury 
— ^and  that  the  inflnence  of  the  Govern- 
iront  shall,  as  far  as  possible,  Ix?  brought 
to  bear  witli  the  view  of  reducing  the 
coats  to  the  minimum  point  consistent 
with  efficiency.  Below*  that  point  we 
will  not  go,  and  we  must  ask  the  Com- 
m^itteo  to  support  us  in  that. 

(11. 4.)  Sir  HEXRY  JAMES  :  Allow 
me  to  make  a  suggestion,  which  may, 
perhaps,  meet  the  arguments  which 
liave  been  urged  with  such  force  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  understood  that 
tho  substitution  of  the  County  Court 
proccJ^s  for  the  old  process  wa^  for  the 
benefit  of  all  concerned — of  the  tithe 
owner,  of  the  pL^rson  upon  whom  the 
tithe  ought  to  he  levied,  and  of  the 
pu1>lic,  who  would  be  relieved  from  the 
pain  of  witnessing  scenes  which  every 
one  regrets.  Please  recollect,  as  a  matter 
of  justice,  that  you  are  compelling  the 
tithe  owner  by  this  Bill  to  go  to  the 
County  Court,  in  his  own  interest  no 
doubt,  but  also  in  the  interest  of  the 
public.  How,  then,  are  the  costs  to  be 
borne?  The  argument  of  my  right  hou. 
Friend  is  that  ynu  must  make  the  tithe 
owner  pay  the  additional  costs,  and  that 
the  incroased  burden  shall  not  be  cast 
upon  the  poorer  person.  But  it  is  unjust 
to  make  the  tithe  owner  go  to  a  tribunal 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  then  to 
make  him  bear  the  increased  costs;  to  aay, 
in  fact,  "  You  are  to  go  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public  to  the  tribunal  we  appoint, 
but  the  increased  costs  shall  not  be  borne 
by  the  titbepayer.''  I  feel,  however,  that 
one  thing  might  be  done  to  mitigate  the 
hardship.  The  Government  might  sjiy 
that  the  costs  shall  not  exceed  the  snm 
mentioned  in  tho  schedule,  and  in  that 
schedule  they  ought  to  make  plain  what 
the  costs  will  be.  If  they  cannot  be  re- 
duced to  2s.  6d.  they  might  be  reduced 
o  a  very  low  standard.     If  the  Govern- 
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inent  will  bring  up  on  Report  a  Schedule 
showing  that  the  costs  will  be  reduced  to 
nvcvy  low  standard,  I  do  not  fear  that 
any  great  burden  wi]l  be  cast  on  the 
tithepayer. 

♦(1 1.6.)  Mb.  H.  H,  fowler  (Wolver- 
hamjjton,  E.)  :  I  join  issue  with  my  right 
bon.  Friend  as  to  for  whose  benefit 
this  Bill  has  been  brought  in.  The 
titliepajer  did  not  ask  for  it,  the  country 
has  not  asked  for  it,  but  the  Bill  is  one 
solely  and  entirely  in  the  interests  of  the 
tithe  owner.  Under  tlio  Act  of  183fi, 
the  tithe  owner  had  no  person  liable  to 
him — neither  the  landlord  nor  the  tenant 
— for  the  pa}  ment  of  tithe.  He  simpl}' 
had  a  cliargo  on  the  produce  of  the  land, 
recoverable  by  distress,  and  nothing  more. 
We  are  quite  content  to  go  on  under 
the  Act  of  1836,  but  tho  tithe  owner 
Bays—**  No,  I  want  secui  ity,  and  I  want 
tho  mode  of  collecting  my  tithe  facili- 
tated/' Onehon.'Member  has  stated  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate — 1  do  not  know  with 
what  accuracy — that  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill  has  already  had  the  effect  of 
nearly  doubling  the  value  of  tithes  in 
tho  market.  That  may  be  right  or  it 
may  not ;  but,  undoubtedly,  the  position 
of  the  tithe  owner  has  been  much  im- 
proved, because  he  gets  some  one 
responsible  for  the  payment,  and  that 
he  never  had  before. 

♦Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  Ko. 

•Mr.  H.  n,  FOWLER:  Well,  I  do 
not  know  if  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
thinks  the  landlords  of  England  arc  not 
responsible.  1  believe  that  those  gentle- 
men will  send  the  cheque  for  the  tithe 
a.s  regularly  as  they  pay  their  butchers* 
bills.  But  we  are  not  dealing  with 
them ;  we  are  dealing  with  the 
cai^a  of  the  small  yeoman  o^mer, 
who  is  himself  the  occupier.  You  are 
going  to  make  him  liable  to  this  addi- 
tional procedure,  and  the  proposition 
now  before  the  House  is  that  tliat  the 
costs  of  the  new  procedure  shall  not 
be  greater  than  those  of  the  present 
system.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  th© 
Member  for  Bury  suggests  there  must 
be  more  costs.     Why  1 

Sir  H.  JAMES :  The  change  is  for  tho 
benefit  of  the  public. 

•Mk.  H.  H.  fowler  :  This  is  a  ques- 
tion between  the  Treasury  and  the  tithe- 
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payer.  At  present  there  is  a  profit  on 
County  Court  fees  which  goes  into  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  I  agree  that  you  do 
not  want  to  employ  lawyers  in  cases  of 
this  kind  any  more  than  you  do  in 
Courts  for  the  recovery  of  small  debts. 
But  there  is  no  reason  why  you  should 
impose  fees  which  will  add  to  the  revenue 
of  the  country.  You  are  putting  the 
tithe  owner  in  a  far  better  position  than 
he  ever  held  before,  and  you  are  making 
his  property  practically  safe.  You  ought 
not,  then,  to  impose  an  additional  burden 
on  the  tithepayer.  Unless  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  proceed  on  the 
lines  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bury  we  must  go  to  a 
Division. 

(11.10.)  Mr.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan, 
Gower) :  This  question  of  fees,  in  the 
light  of  those  now  charged  in  the  County 
Courts,  becomes  very  important.  Take 
the  case  of  a  man  suing  for  a  sura  under 
five  guineas.  The  total  costs  which  are 
allowed  amount  to  £2  17s.  6d.,  and  in 
addition  many  other  costs  may  be  in- 
curred for  witnesses  and  travelling,  as 
the  plaintiff  may  have  to  travel  miles  to 
the  Court.  I  maintain  that  unless  the 
Government  give  a  special  scale  of  fees 
in  all  cases  where  the  tithe-charge  is 
small,  the  costs  will  equal,  and  even  ex- 
ceed, the  amount  of  the  tithe. 

♦(11.12.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE :  I 
should  like  to  explain  that  I  did  not  say 
the  landlords  were  not  a  responsible  body ; 
all  I  said  was  that  they  were  not 
personally  responsible  for  the  tithe.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  showed  his  ignorance 
of  the  Bill  by  suggesting  that  it 
would  throw  the  responsibility  per- 
sonally on  the  landlords.  I  say 
it  does  nothing  of  the  kind.  With 
regard,  however,  to  this  particular 
matter  of  fees,  those  of  the  County 
Court  are  undoubtedly  too  high.  I  hold 
there  ought  to  be  a  Schedule  to  this  Bill 
fixing  the  fees  at  a  very  low  figure.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  it  is  impossible 
for  the  tithe  owner,  when  endeavouring 
to  recover  the  tithe,  to  control  the 
amount  of  costs ;  that  depends  on  the 
manner  in  which  the  defendant  resists 
the  claim,  and  if  it  were  to  go  forth  that 
in  all  cases  the  tithe  owner  would  have 
to  pay  the  costs  above  a  certain  amount, 
Mr.  U.  H.  Folder 


it  might  lead  to  an  increase  of  costs  by  the 
defendant  obstinately  fighting  what  was 
a  just  demand,  and  it  would  thus 
prevent  the  recovery  of  the  tithe, 
because  the  costs  would  exceed  the 
amount  of  the  tithe  owner's  claim. 

(11.15.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
has  proposed  that  there  should  be  a 
Schedule  attached  to  the  Bill.  But 
what  is  it  to  contain  ]  Extra  costs — 
costs  other  than  those  of  levying  a  distress. 
The  whole  of  the  costs  of  the  County 
Court  will  be  costs  which  are  not  now 
incurred,  and  therefore  we  have  the  &ct 
that  whether  the  fees  be  large  or  small 
you  are  putting  an  additional  burden 
upon  the  tithepayer.  I  must  recognise 
with  gratitude  the  assistance  given  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stockport.  He  showed  that 
the  costs  must  be  rt^ised  to  a  very  large 
extent  under  this  Bill.  If  these  extra 
costs  are  incurred  in  consequence  of 
the  introduction  of  this  County  Court 
procedure  they  ought  to  be  paid  by 
the  men  who  benefit  by  the  change 
of  procedure,  and  those  men  are  the 
tithe  owners.  That  is  the  simple  issue 
before  us. 

*(11.17.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  says  the  proceedings 
aro  totally  different,  but  thev  are  not 
different  in  the  case  in  respect  of  which 
I  propose  this  sub-section,  except  so  far, 
that  the  County  Court  Judge  will 
appoint  the  bailiff,  instead  of,  as  now, 
the  tithe  owner.  The  only  costs  now 
recoverable  are  the  costs  of  distress. 
The  legal  advisers  of  the  Government 
ask — ^Who  are  to  pay  the  extra  costs  1  I 
think  that  people  who  benefit  by  the  new 
procedure  ought  to.  Now  it  is  clear 
that  the  tithe  owner  is  the  only  person 
who  will  benefit.  The  landlords  do  not 
like  the  Bill  and  the  tenants  do  not  want 
it.  It  has  been  brought  in  solely  in  the 
interests  of  the  tithe  owner.  The  Prime 
Minister  when  he  introduced  his  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Lords  in  1887,  proposed 
tliat  inasmuch  as  the  tithe  owner  was 
getting  an  easy,  instead  of  an  awkward, 
method  of  procedure,  he  should  abate 
his  claim  5  per  cent.  The  Prime 
Minister  went  on  to  say  that  it  was  very- 
much  better  for  the  tithe  owner  that  he 


1105       Tithe  RenUCharg$  {JiLNtTARY  26,  1891}  JUcovert/ Bill         llOG 


should  go  direct  to  the  land  owner  for  tho 
titlie  iasfcead  of  to  the  occupier,  and  it 
was  proposed  to  recognise  that  by  allow- 
ing  the  land  oweer  5  per  cent,  dis- 
count. I  believe  the  proposal  Wfis  once 
to  make  the  discount  to  10  per  cent. 
Surely,  it  might  reasonably  be  arranged 
that  the  County  Court  fees  should  bo 
paid  instead  of  the  discount?  The  hon. 
Member  foi'  Harrow  suggests  that  the 
costs  should  he  made  so  heavy  as  to 
frighten  a  man  into  paying  without  the 
necessity  of  having  recourse  to  the 
County  Court*  But  let  me  remind  him 
that  a  discussion  has  already  taken 
place  about  the  County  Court  Judge 
being  allowed  to  order  piyment  of 
the  tifcbe  by  instalments.  We  hear 
^  great  deal  of  agricultural  depres- 
sion, and  is  it  not  passible  that 
some  of  the  small  owners  may  be  de- 
sirous of  going  to  the  County  Court 
simply  to  get  an  order  that  tlie  tithe 
may  be  paid  by  instalments  ?  Why  in 
that  case  should  the  costs  be  made 
heavy  ?  As  to  the  suggestion  that  a 
•Schedule  should  be  attached  to  the  Bill, 
I  would  withdraw  in  favour  of  that, 
providing  that  the  principl©  is  acceded 
to  that  tho  costs  under  the  new 
procedure  should  not  bo  heavier  than 
those  under  the  old. 

(1L210  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON: 
We  have  as  yet  had  no  reply  from 
the  Government  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  Bury,  It  is  a  remark- 
able fact  that  as  the  Debtite  proceeds  the 
objections  urged  against  the  Amendment 
gradually  disappear.  In  the  first  place 
the  difficulty  was  raised  of  want  of  uni- 
formity of  standard,  and  it  was  sug* 
gested  that  each  County  Court  Judge 
would  take  a  different  view  on  the 
question  of  costs.  But  it  has  since 
ti*anspired  that  the  County  Court  Judges 
are  to  meet  ti»gether  as  a  Rule  Com- 
mittee, that  they  will  report  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  that  thus  uni- 
formity will  be  secured.  Is  it  not 
possible  for  tho  County  Court  Judges  to 
tiscertain  the  average  costs  incurred 
under  the  present  system,  and  to  draw 
them  up  in  the  form  of  a  Schedule  to  be 
submitted  to  this  House  ?  That  is»  as  I 
u.ndei*stand,  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury,     I  should  be  inclined  to  sup- 
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port  that,  but  the  Government  show  no 
sign  of  agreeing  to  it  Tho  obvious  in- 
ference is  that  if  they  refuse  that  offer, 
aud  if  they  increase  the  costs  by  chang- 
ing' the  procedure,  our  contention  is 
justified  that  the  Bill  was  introduced  in 
order  to  confer  tremendous  advantages 
on  the  tithe  owner.  The  Government, 
when  that  contention  was  first  raised 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  denied  it 
but  their  conduct  shows  how  well 
foanded  the  charge  is.  There  is  the 
prospect  that  in  some  cases  the  costs  will 
be  in  excess  of  tho  tithe,  aud  it  is  to 
guard  against  that  contingency  that  this 
Amendment  is  proposed*  I  still  hope 
that  the  Government  will  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Bury,  and 
make  it  clear  than  in  no  single  instance 
will  the  costs  imposed  on  the  tithepayor 
be  enhanced  or  increased  by  this  Bill, 
which  has  been  introduced  for  the 
advantage  of  tho  tithe  owner,  and  is  in 
every  way  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
yeoman  farmer. 

•(lL2o.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE:  Let 
us  try  and  see  clearly  how  things  stand. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  has  tried  to  per- 
suade tlie  Committee  that  this  is  a 
magnanimous  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  ;  that  it  is  a  gieat  gift  to 
the  public,  to  the  tithe  owner,  and  to  the 
tithepayer.  But  who  wants  the  Bill  ^ 
The  tithepayer  does  not,  neither  does  the 
landlord.  It  is  the  parson  and  tho 
Prime  Minister  who  want  it.  And  in 
order  to  secure  these  great  benefits  to 
these  two  parties  the  tithepayer  is  to  be 
mulct  in  heavy  fines  in  the  shape  of 
cost**  on  every  possible  occasion.  And 
that  is  not  all.  The  tithe  owner  is  to 
have  tho  tithe  cx)llected  for  him  free  of 
cost*  whereas  he  now  pays  5,  6,  and 
sometimes  10  per  cent,  to  an  agent 
for  collecting  tliem.  His  rates,  too, 
are  to  be  paid  in  advance  by  the  landed 
proprietor  or  occupier,  and  some  tlirce  or 
four  months  will  elapse  before  the  tithe 
owner  is  called  upon  to  reimy  them.  He 
has  the  highest  security  conferred  on 
him,  and  I  am  informed  by  compe- 
tent authorities  that  if  this  Bill  passes 
the  value  of  the  tithe  will  be  increased 
from  75  to  100  per  cent.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  Government,  knowing 
tliat  they  have  a  strong  majority,  decline 
2  U 
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to  listen   to  reason  or  argument,   but 
intend  to  force  the  Bill  through. 

♦(11.28.)  Me.  W.  B.  ROWLANDS : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  bear  in  mind 
that  there  are  some  small  owners  and 
occupiers  who  really  cannot  pay  the 
tithe,  and  who  ought  not  to  be  punished 
by  the  infliction  of  heavy  costs.  It  seems 
as  if  hon.  Members  are  arguing  this  mat- 
ter on  the  assumption — a  most  mistaken 
one — that  every  man  who  will  be  taken 
to  the  County  Court  is  a  wicked  person 
who  declines  to  discharge  his  just  obli- 
gations. I  say  that  the  majority  who 
do  not  pay  are  actually  unable  to  do  so, 
and  that  makes  it  imperative  that  the 
costs  of  the  new  procedure  should  not 
exceed  those  of  the  present  system. 

•(11.30.)  Mb.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydvil)  :  It  is  to  my  mind 
apparent  beyond  all  question  that  the 
Government  have  in  view  two  objects — 
one  being  to  create  costs,  and  the  other 
to  put  the  tithe  owner  in  the  position  of 
prosecuting  the  person  who  is  liable  to 
pay  the  tithe  for  any  assault  or  battery 
or  any  disturbance  which  may  take 
place  in  the  course  of  carrying  out  the 
process  of  a  Court  of  Common  Juris- 
diction. The  Government  say  in  effect : 
"  If  you  will  not  pay  these  tithes  will- 
ingly, whether  you  are  in  a  position  to 
pay  them  or  not,  we  will  at  least  double 
them."  I  have  in  my  hand  the  scale  of 
fees  recoverable  in  County  Courts  in 
cases  exceeding  £10  and  not  exceeding 
£20,  which  I  apprehend  would  be  about 
the  average  under  this  Bill.  I  find  that 
for  preparing  particulars  of  claim  4s. 
may  be  charged  ;  for  preparing  further 
particulars,  28.,  or  8d.  per  folio;  for  a 
summons  to  each  witness,  2& ;  a  summons 
in  chambers,  2s. ;  preparing  notices,  3s. ; 
preparing  all  affidavits,  5s. ;  preparing 
all  interrogatories  to  witnesses,  5s. ; 
instructions  for  counter-claim  or  to  sue  or 
defend,  3s.  4d.,  or  5s.  8d. ;  brief  to  counsel 
30s.  and  fees  to  counsel  £3.  Now  all 
these  costs  are  to  be  incurred  when  there 
is  no  earthly  necessity  for  it,  because, 
after  all  these  proceedings  in  the  Court, 
it  is  necessary  to  fall  back  upon  the 
remedy  that  exists  to-day  of  putting  a 
distress  in.  Let  the  person  who  is  to 
be  benefited  by  this  legislation — the 
tithe  owner — pay  for  it,  and  do  not 
saddle  the  unfortunate  tithepayer  with 
Sir  J,  Stoinbume 


double  the  amount  he  is  liable  to  pay 
already,  because  if  you  do  you  will  be 
going  far  beyond  the  intention  of  law- 
makers in  times  past  when  these  tithes 
were  created. 

♦(11.34.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
This  Amendment  does  not  appear  on  the 
Paper,  and  I  think  the  Committee  have 
lost  sight  of  this  point.  It  only  deals 
with  the  costs  in  cases  where  the  owner 
is  also  occupier.  It  does  not  extend  at 
all  the  general  class  of  cases  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill  where  a  receiver  is 
appointed  of  the  rents  and  profits.  The 
process  in  this  case  will  be  the  same  as 
at  present,  except  that  the  receiver  will 
be  appointed  by  the  Court.  I  have  not 
heard  any  argument  at  all  why  in  such 
a  case  the  costs  should  be  increased,  and 
I  think  there  should  be  some  provision 
against  an  indefinite  increase  of  the 
costs. 

(11.35.)  Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM 
(Glamorgan,  Rhondda)  :  Wewere  all  very 
glad  indeed  at  the  commencement  of  this 
Debate  this  evening  to  think  that  the 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  do 
justice  to  the  people.  One  thing,  how- 
ever, has  been  made  evident — namely, 
that  the  Government  have  either  forgotten 
or  neglected  any  provision  for  that  class 
of  men  who  fail  to  pay  their  rents, 
although  they  have  provided  for  the 
case  of  men  who  refuse  to  pay  tithe. 
Some  Members  have  used  strong 
language  as  to  the  injustice  of  refusing 
to  pay  just,  legal  debts,  but  there  has 
been  nothing  said  at  all  of  the  injustice 
of  imposing  these  debts  on  men  who 
receive  nothing  for  them.  The  House 
ought  to  appreciate  the  opposition  of  the 
Welsh  Members  to  this  clause  when  it 
considers  that  it  is  bad  enough  as  it  is 
to  have  to  pay  tithe  without  receiving 
any  equivalent,  and  it  makes  it  still 
worse  to  have  the  costs  increased. 

(11.38.)  Dr.  TANNER:  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James),  who  has  been 
one  of  the  saviours  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  one  of  the  crutches  on 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  leans, 
has  addressed  a  remonstrance  to  them 
to-night,  and  they  have  remained 
dumbly  silent.  They  were  content  to 
remain  silent,  as  they  could  not  trust  to 


(11.45.)     The   Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes,  1 02 ;  Noes,  1 70.— (Div.  List,  No.  16.) 

Committee    report    Progress;   to    sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

*(11.55.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  May 
I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  intends  the  Committee  to  be 
the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  Thursday, 
and  if  that  is  so,  what  will  be  done 
with  the  four  Orders  relating  to  Irish 
land? 

*Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  Those  Orders  will  stand 
further  postponed.  The  Government 
will  proceed  with  this  Bill  until  it  is 
finished. 


Dr.  tanner  :  At  what  time  will  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  be  taken  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  this  Bill 
will  be  concluded  without  much  delay. 
It  is  not  in  my  power  to  say  when  the 
Land  Bill  will  be  taken. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Do  we  under- 
stand that  the  Report  stage  of  this  Bill 
will  immediately  follow  the  Committee, 
that  is,  assuming  that  the  Bill  passes 
through  Committee  on  Thursday,  will 
the  Report  stage  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
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the  force  of  their  arguments,  or  to  the 
strength  of  their  position  as  regards 
common  sense.  I  do  not  like  to  see  Her 
Majesty's  Government  so  supinely  ridicu- 
lous. I  should  at  any  rate  have  hope 
that  when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  got  up 
and  asked  them  a  proper  and  fair  and 
legal  question  he  would  have  been 
properly  replied  to  by  the  Attorney 
General.  We  have  listened  to  many 
arguments  to-night.  We  have  heard  the 
hon.  Member  for  Harrow  who,  when  he 
was  tackled,  gave  up  his  position.  I 
sincerely  hope  he  will  go  into  the  lobby 
with  us.  At  any  rate  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee are  entitled  to  some  reply  to  the 
question  addressed  to  them  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Derby 
and  Bury.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
shown  his  attachment  to  this  Bill,  his 
foundling,  by  putting  it  before  the  Irish 
Land  Bill.  I  object  to  it  being  carried 
nolens  nolens  through  the  House  with- 
out sense  and  without  argument,  and  in 
order  to  give  the  Government  an  oppor- 
tunity to  reply  to  the  arguments 
advanced  from  these  benches  I  beg  to 
move  that  you.  Sir,  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Dr.  Tanner  moved,  "  That  the  Chair- 
man do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again ;  "  but  the  Chairman  being  of 
opinion  that  the  Motion  was  an  abuse  of 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  declined  to  pro- 
pose the  Question  thereupon  to  the 
Committee. 


POLLEN  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  91.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That 
Clause  1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Dr.  TA1!^NER  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
you  do  report  Progress.  I  should  like  to 
hear  something  from  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Macartney)  in  charge  of  the  Bill  by 
way  of  explanation.  Up  to  the  present 
we  liave  heard  nothing,  and  I  learn  from 
several  friends  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
that  the  Bill  is  not  by  any  means  a  satis- 
factory measure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again," — (  Dr,  Tanner^) — put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

TEACHERS'  (REGISTRATION   AND   OR- 
GANISATION)  BILL.— (No.  165.) 
SECOXD   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (>S'tV  R,  Temple.) 

(11.59.)  Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.)  :  I  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend 
has  brought  this  Bill  on  at  this  hour.  The 
Bill  affects  a  large  number  of  persons.  I 
think  it  would  be  very  desirable  that 
every  educational  institution  of  the 
country  should  be  under  some  control, 
2  U  2 
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bat  if  we  are  to  control  schools,  let  ns 
control  them  all.  I  have  read  the  Bill, 
and  I  confess  I  have  great  difficulty  in 
ascertaining  what 

Objection  being  taken  to  farther  Pro- 
ceeding, the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON  SUPER- 
ANNUATION BILL.— (No.  49.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  no«7  read  a  second 
time,''— (/Sir  E.  Temple.) 

(12.0.)  Mb.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camber- 
well,  N.):  This  Bill  is  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  Metropolitan  Members. 
In  the  principle  I  think  we  are  all 
agreed,  but  it  is  a  Bill  as  to  which  a 
great  deal  depends  on  the  ratepayers. 
I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  much 
depends  on  the  amount  of  the  deductions 
from  the  teachers'  salaries  and  the 
liability  of  ratepayers,  whether  he  will 
consent  to  the  Bill  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  ? 

*(12.1.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  I  understand  that  my 
hon.  Friend  in  charge  of  the  measure 
desires  to  have  the  Bill  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  if  the  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time,  such  a  course  will  be  taken 
before  further  progress  is  made  with  it. 

(12.1.)  Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) : 
I  must  object  to  the  Bill  being  further 
proceeded  with  at  this  hour. 

Debate  adjourned  to  this  day. 
MO  T  lOir. 


CITY  OF  LONDON  PAROCHIAL  CHARI. 

TIES  ACT,  1883    (CENTRAL  SCHEME). 

BESOLUTION. 

*(12.5.)  Sib  R.  FOWLER  (London)  : 
I  regret  to  have  to  trouble  the  House  at 
this  late  hour,  but  this  is  a  matter  most 
important  to  my  constituents,  and  this 
is  the  only  opportunity  we  have  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  scheme. 
In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  say  for 
myself  and  those  I  represent  in  the 
matter  that  we  do  not  object  to  'the 
Mr.  J,  R.  Kelly 


scheme  as  a  whole.  These  is  much  that 
is  of  value  in  it,  but  there  are  serious 
objections  which  it  is  my  duty  to 
bring  before  the  House  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  details  of  the  scheme. 
One  hundred  and  three  parishes  are 
affected  by  the  scheme,  and,  while  it  is 
impossible  for  me  at  this  late  hour  to  go 
into  all  the  points  involved,  I  cannot  re- 
frain from  complaining  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  have  declined  to 
receive  a  deputation  of  the  bodies  who 
have  objections  on  matters  of  detail  to 
urge  on  the  attention  of  the  Government. 
On  the  8th  of  December  last,  I  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  a  question 
on  the  subject,  in  reply  to  which  he  re- 
minded me  that  I  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  an  Address  in  the 
House ;  that  a  scheme  would  be  published 
and  a  hearing  given  to  the  objectors. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  could  not  have 
been  aware  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Corporation  of  London  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Council,  in  reply  to 
a  letter  from  the  Corporation  requesting 
to  be  heard,  with  which  their  Lordships 
expressed  their  intention  to  publish  the 
scheme  without  delay  to  allow  Parlia- 
ment time  to  consider  it  during  the 
present  Session,  and  further  that  their 
Lordships  did  not  propose  to  receive  any 
deputations  on  the  subject  I  cannot 
complain  in  one  sense  that  Lord  Cran- 
brook  and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  hard 
working  Ministers  of  the  Crown  as  they 
are,  should  be  unable  to  go  into  these 
details.  Obviously  when  i^ere  are  some 
fifty  bodies  having  special  objections  to 
urge  on  matters  of  detail  in  the  scheme, 
it  could  hardly  be  expected  that  the 
Minister  for  Education  should  go  into 
all  these,  but  if  the  Vice  President  and 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Cranbrook)  were 
too  greatly  employed,  at  least  some  other 
and  less  occupied  Members  of  the 
Government,  like  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  or 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  or  a  per- 
manent official  of  the  Crown,  could  have 
been  deputed  to  examine  the  questions 
raised  by  the  various  parishes  interested. 
It  will  be  remembered,  that  in  Debates 
in  the  House,  when  the  office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal  has  been  called  in  question, 
it  has  been  argued  for  the  retention  of 
the  office  that  it  was  desirable  there 
should  be  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment free  from  official  cares,  in  order 
that  he  might  take  in  hand  some  special 
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subject.  At  all  events,  I  do  not  think  it 
was  consistent  with  the  known  courtesy  of 
the  noble  Lord  and  my  right  hoii,  Friend 
that  the  Department  declined  absolately 
to  receive  any  deputations.  May  I 
remind  the  House  that  many  of  the 
questions  are  raised  with  regard  to  pro- 
pertiea  bequeathed  to  tho  pfirishcs  by 
beneToleiit  persons  who  lived  in  thorn  in 
former  generations  ?  Legacies  have 
l>eea  left  not,  perhaps,  ia  accordance 
with  tho  views  of  the  present  day,  bat 
at  all  events,  this  property  was  designed 
for  the  benefit  of  the  perBOns  among 
whom  those  making  the  bequests  lived, 
and  their  representatives  now  are  surely 
entitled  to  be  heard,  and  their  represen- 
tations considered  by  tho  Govemnient, 
I  know  that  the  Corporation  and  many  of 
the  parishes  have  made  representations 
fksking  for  favourable  considerations  at 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  It  must 
not  be  overlooked  that  the  Corporation 
and  the  City  parishes,  generally  speak* 
ing,  do  not  object  to  the  scheme  as  a 
whole,  but  only  to  the  absence  of  pro* 
viBtons  in  respect  of  objects  specially 
defined  by  the  Act  nnder  which  the 
Kcheme  is  framed,  I  will  tiike  two  or 
three  instances  of  particnlar  parishes 
which  shanld  have  been  considered, 
having  regard  to  the  charitable  work 
already  being  done,  and  in  connection 
with  which  no  provision  has  been  made 
for  tho  continuance  of  such  work. 
There  is,  for  erample,  the  parish  of  tSt, 
Michael,  Conihill.  For  years  past  the 
parish  trustees,  with  the  full  approval 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  have 
annually  distributed  a  anm  of  £350  be- 
tween the  London  Haspitals — St,  Mary  s 
Hospital,  King's  College  Hospital,  the 
London  Orphan  Asylum,  the  London 
Ophthalmic  Hospital,  the  Royal  Free 
Hospital,  and  one  or  two  other  similar 
institutions.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether  these  are  not  objects 
well  deserving  of  support.  Yet,  althongh 
the  Charity  Commissioners  have  been 
reminded  of  this  hospital  work,  and 
have  been  asked  to  afford  facilities  for 
the  continuance  of  it,  no  provision  is 
made  in  the  scheme  for  the  purpose, 
notwithstanding  the  all-important  fact 
that  the  Commission  were  directed  by 
the  Act  passed  under  the  auspices  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  I  am  glad  to  see 
opposite  (Mr.  Bryce)  to  have  special 
regard  to  the  wants  of  the  poor  in  con- 


nection with  the  formation  of  conva- 
lescent homesi,  provident  institutions,  and 
the  like.  Of  the  parish  of  St.  Sepulchre 
I  will  not  say  much,  because  my  hon. 
Friend  who  is  to  second  the  Motion  will 
deal  with  that  particular  case ;  I  would 
only  say  that  that  is  a  parish  liaving  a 
large  number  of  poor  who  have  been 
wont  to  receive  relief  from  these  funds, 
and  it  certainly  seems  Xaj  be  only  fair 
that  they  should  continue  to  do  so  daring 
existing  lives^  and  that  they  ought 
not  to  be  deprived  of  what  has 
been  a  source  of  income  for  many  years. 
Of  course  as  they  drop  off,  I  do  not  ask 
that  successors  should  be  appointed,  and 
year  by  year  the  means  in  the  hands  of 
the  Commissioners  will  become  larger. 
There  is  another  Petition  prest^nted  from 
St.  Mary-at-Hill,  where  no  allowance  is 
made  for  the  benefit  of  the  parishioners* 
I  vrill  not  go  into  ecclesiastical  questione, 
several  of  which  arise.  In  the  parish  of 
St.  Anne's,  Ulackfriars,  in  the  sjime  way, 
there  are  many  deserving  objects  on 
whose  behalf  the  funds  of  the  parish 
could  still  be  usefully  employed,  in- 
cluding a  fund  for  the  relief  of  poor 
widows.  In  St.  Bene t' 8  there  is  a  sum 
of  £150  usefully  employed,  and  in  St, 
Mildred's,  Poultry,  there  is  a  fund  to  be 
alienated  by  the  scheme  which  might  be 
very  usefully  employed  for  the  relief  of 
necessitous  persons,  and  prevent  such 
from  applying  for  parochial  relief.  Jn 
Allhallows'  again,  and  ia  other  parishes, 
funds  have  been  provided  hy  the  benevo-^ 
lent  in  former  generations,  and  I  do  not 
like  t*3  see  such  funds  taken  away  from 
those  by  whom  former  generations  wished 
them  to  ba  appropriated.  These  are 
illustrations  of  the  way  in  which  the 
scheme  works.  I  will  not  multiply  in- 
stances, for  it  is  late,  and  I  know  many 
Members  desire  to  speak.  All  I  wish  to 
say  is  that  we  desire  a  fall  and  impartial 
inquiry,  which  we  consider  we  have  not 
had,  at  the  hands  of  the  Education  De- 
partment or  the  Charity  Commissioners* 
The  Commissioners  have  adopted  the 
scheme  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
they  have  told  complainants  they  may 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  ac- 
cordingly. I  ask  the  House  not  to 
sanction  the  scheme,  but  let  the  Educa- 
tion Department  go  carefully  and  fully 
into  it.  Those  whom  I  represent  on  this 
present  occasion  are  ready  to  be  bound 
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by  the  objections  they  have  raised  ;  they 
will  not  raise  any  new  objections ;  and 
on  those  gronnds  I  earnestly  appeal  to 
the  House  not  to  sanction  the  scheme 
which  lies  on  the  Table. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
*<  That  an  >iumbl6  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  scheme  of  the  Charity 
Commission  now  before  the  House  for  the 
rofllDagement  of  the  Charities  comprised  in 
Statements  VI.  (I)  to  (15),  VII.  and  VIII. 
under  the  above  Act."— (5»r  Scbert  Fowler.) 

(12.21.)  Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND 
(Middlesex,  Uxbridge)  :  In  seconding  the 
Motion,  1  wish  to  say  that  people  in  the 
City  feel  that  they  have  not  been  pro- 
perly treated,  because  they  have  not 
been  allowed  to  place  their  yiews  before 
the  Charity  Commission.  The  Act  pro- 
vides in  the  25th  Section  that  objections 
and  suggestions  shall  be  received  during 
two  months.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
it  says  "in  writing,"  but  it  does  not 
mean  in  writing  to  be*  consigned  to  the 
waste-paper  basket.  We  have  positive 
knowledge  that  suggestions  which  have 
been  made  have  not  been  properly  con- 
sidered by  the  authorities.  In  one 
parish  in  which  1  am  interested  an 
objection  was  sent  signed  by  more  than 
1,000  persons,  and  asking  permission  for 
a  deputation  to  attend  before  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  but  the  objection  was 
never  considered,  and  the  objectors  were 
never  allowed  to  appear  in  any  form. 
We  maintain  that  the  Commissioners 
have  exceeded  their  powers.  The  parish 
of  St.  Sepulchre  the  Commissioners  have 
arbitrarily  divided  into  two  parts,andthey 
have  allocated  a  great  deal  too  much  to 
that  part  of  it  which  lies  outside  the 
City,  but  in  the  County  of  London.  This 
id  not  a  change  which  can  be  justified  by 
the  Act.  There  are  in  the  parish  5,000 
or  6,000  poor  inhabitants,  and  these  are 
deprived  of  their  share  in  the  funds  for 
the  assistance  of  education  and  local 
charitable  institutions.  If  this  scheme 
becomes  law  now  without  being  sent 
back  to  the  Charity  Commissioners,  the 
parish  will  be  deprived  of  all  remedy, 
but  1  hope  the  House  will  agree  to  send 
back  the  scheme  so  that  these  matters  of 
complaint  may  be  thoroughly  investi- 
gated. 

(12.25.)     Mb.    J.    STUART  (Shore- 
ditch,  Hoxtoii)  :  For  the  convefiience  of 
the  House,  I  may  say  that  I  shall  move 
Sir  R,  Fowler 


the  Resolution  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  in  the  form  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronetj  and  I 
and  those  who  act  with  me  intend  to 
vote   againat  the   Motion    of  the    hon. 
Baronet.     It  may  perhaps  be  for  the 
convenience   of   hon.   Members  if  I  as 
briefly  as  possible  explain  what  the  Com- 
missioners propose  to  do  by  this  scheme. 
They  have  in  accordance  with  the  Act 
of  1883  divided  the  charities  of  certain 
parishes   into   two  portions — a  general 
portion    and    an    ecclesiastical    portion, 
allocating  to  the  former  £56,000  a  year, 
and  to  the  latter  £35,000.     They  have 
laid  aside  a  capital  sum  of  £300,000, 
£150,000  of  which  they  propose  should 
be  devoted  to  the  preservation  of  open 
spaces  in  the  Metropolis ;  £80,000  they 
intend  to  devote  to  two  institutions  in 
Bishopsgate      and      Cripplegate,      and 
£51,000  to  City  polytechnics;  £24,500 
will  be  devoted  to  other  polytechnics, 
with  which  the  scheme  properly  deals. 
The  scheme  assigns  for  the  maintenance 
of  certain  polytechnics  and  other  institu- 
tions £22,500  a  year,  to  which  may  be 
added  another  £5,000  a  year  which  it  is 
proposed  the  new  governing  Body  shall 
bestow    on   similar    institutions    to   be 
determined    by    it.     A    sum    of    about 
£6,000  is  allowed  for  compensation  for 
vested  interests.     A  margin  will  be  left 
of  about  £10,000  a  year  to  be  disposed  of 
by  the  governing  Body.    Although  the 
scheme    is    open    to    criticism,    it    un- 
doubtedly provides  for  the  useful  appli- 
cation of  a  fund  which  is  at  present  not 
usefully,  and  is  in  many  respects  badly, 
applied.  Some  references  have  been  made 
in  a  statement  that  has  been  handed 
round  to  the  small  sum  that  is  to  be 
given   to  the    poor    in    City    parishes. 
Well,  poor  were  to  be  found  in  those 
parishes  when  these  funds  were  left,  but 
the  City  has  excluded  them,  and  as  the 
rest  of  the  Metropolis  has  to  pay  for 
them,  we  say  that  these  funds  ought  to 
follow  them.     Although  some  improve- 
ment might  be  made  in  the  scheme,  on 
the    whole,    as    far    as    the     General 
Funds    go,     I    and    my    friends     ap- 
prove of  it.     It  takes  the  funds  from* 
the     City     where     they    are    useless 
and    uses    them     for    the    Metropolis- 
as  the  Act  directs.    But  when  we  come- 
to  the  disposal  of  the  ecclesiastical  funditf 
I  have  a  very  different  story  to  telL* 
There    is,   as   I  have  indioated/  itbont 
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J£35,000  a  year  to  deal  witli.  It  is  dealt 
^ith  as  tlio  Act  directs.  The  Act  directs 
the  Coriimissionera  to  appl)^  the  proportj 
wkich  is  scheduled  as  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty to  the  main  ten  anco  of  tlie  fabric 
and  the  services  of  the  church,  if  any, 
in  any  parisli  possessed  of  ecclesiastical 
property  applicable  to  such  purposes,  and 
then  it  goes  on  to  state  that  tlie  rest  of 
the  funds  not  so  applied  shall  be  paid  to 
the  Commissioners  for  use  in  the  Metro* 
polls  generally.  There  are  in  the  106 
parishes  of  thts  Metropolis  55  churches, 
with  stipends  attaching  to  them  amount- 
ing to  between  X 3 1, 000  and  £37,000  a 
year.  Sir  Heiuy  Peek  has  taken  a 
census  of  their  conjugations  on  a  par- 
ticular Sunday,  and  be  gives  the  total 
attendance  as  4,837  persons,  almost  half 
of  whom  were  officials,  so  that  2,784 
represented  the  general  congregation. 
These  churches  serve  a  series  of  parishes 
whose  population  amounted  in  1881  to 
only  29.000,  and  has  no  doubt  fallen 
since  then,  seeing  that  the  population  of 
the  City  has  been  steadily  decreasing. 
In  1861  the  population  of  the  City  was 
113,000,  in  1H71  it  had  fallen  to  75,000, 
and  in  liiSl  to  50,000.  As  this  diminu- 
tion of  the  City  papulation  has  been 
going  on  since  the  Act  was  passed,  the 
state  of  things  provided  for  under  the  Act 
has  become  still  more  serious.  I  will  now 
tell  the  House  vevy  briefly  how  the 
Oharity  Commissioners  propose  to  deal 
with  the  funds.  In  the  first  place,  for 
the  repair  and  restoration  of  a  certain 
number  uf  the  churches,  they  set  aside  a 
sum  of  £45,000  capital  to  be  paid  off  in 
ten  equal  yearly  instalments.  In  the 
next  place,  there  are  to  be  certain  other 
payments  to  specified  persons  amounting 
to  j£4,500  a  year;  and  lastly,  they  pro- 
pose to  mike  a  perpetual  addition  to  the 
endowments  of  £1,573  a  year,  and  to 
allot  £16,200  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
churches  and  services.  What  I  submit 
to  the  House  is  that  under  the  circum- 
stances  these  are  extreme  sums  to  allow 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  purposes  of 
the  Act.  In  fact,  there  w^tll  be  less 
than  £10,000  a  year — I  am  told  and 
believe  there  will  be  little  over  £5,000 — 
titilisahle  for  the  general  ecclesiastical 
purposes  of  the  whole  of  the  Metropolis 
out  of  this  sum,  although  we  all  of  ns 
receive  day  by  day  urgent,  necessary, 
and  proper  claims  for  many  of  these  pur- 
poses outside  the  City.  Let  me  show 
why  I  can  justly  object  to  the  action  of 


the  Commissioners,  Let  me  give  one  or 
two  instances  of  the  way  in  which  the 
scheme  vfill  work.  The  income  of  the 
rector  of  St,  Mary  Abchurch  is  variously 
estimated  at  £564  and  £206  a  year. 
The  poiiulatlon  of  that  parish  has 
diminished  from  497  in  1861  to  236  in 
1881,  and  at  the  time  Sir  Henry  Peek 
took  bis  census,  the  congregation  con- 
sisted of  28  persons.  Yet  it  is  proposed 
to  add  £180  a  year  to  the  stipend  of  the 
Incumbent,  and  to  expend  £1,310  upon 
the  restoration  of  the  church.  The 
stipend  of  St.  Michael,  Wood  Street,  is 
at  present  £305  a  year.  The  population 
of  tho  parish  has  decreased  from  375 
in  1801  to  172  in  1881,  and  the  congre- 
gation at  the  time  of  Sir  Henry  Peek*8 
census  amounted  to  ten  persons. 
Yet  an  addition  of  £100  a  year  is  to  be 
made  to  the  salary  of  the  Incumbent, 
If  you  take  the  number  of  persons  these 
churches  supply,  and  if  you  eonsider 
that  £16,000  is,  in  addition  to  what  I 
have  referred  to,  to  be  spent  on  the 
maintenance  of  the  services  in  these 
churches,  you  will  see  that  a  sum  is 
being  spent  which  is  far  beyond  the 
necessities  of  the  case.  Even  if  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  1883  do  require  this 
extreme  misappropriation  of  these  eccle- 
siastical funds,  or  even  if  the  Com- 
missioners can  make  out  a  good  case  for 
wiiat  they  have  done — and  I  think  they 
cannot — all  I  can  suggest  is  that  it  would 
be  far  better  and  wiser  of  the  House  to 
suspend  that  portion  of  the  scheme  until 
some  Act  deahng  with  the  subject  can 
be  passed  through  the  House.  If  the 
House  agrees  to  tl»is  Motion,  it  wnll  agree 
to  some  such  Act,  which  will  set  the  Com- 
missioners free  to  deal  with  this  matter, 
if  they  are  not  free  at  present.  The 
maintenance  of  these  55  churches  in  the 
City  of  London  is  an  anomaly  and  a 
mistake.  No  doubt  some  are  of  great 
architectural  interest,  and  some  are,  in 
fact,  required  by  the  spiritual  needs  of 
the  City,  even  w^ithits  reduced  population, 
but  having  regard  to  the  facts  I  have 
|K>inted  out,  I  should  be  glad  to  see  some 
Act  of  Parliament  passed  to  enable  the 
Commiissioners  to  deal  with  the  whole 
of  the  case.  It  has  been  urged  on  me 
by  some  well- fitted  to  argue  the  matter, 
that  if  I  were  to  succeed — as  I  hope  I 
may— in  gcttiuL^  the  House  to  assent  to 
the  Motion  which  I  shall  humbly  make, 
to  ask  Her  Majesty  to  refuse  her  consent 
to  this  ecclesiastical  portion  of  the  scheme, 
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I'  fibould  thereby  destroy  th©  whole 
of  the  scheme  of  the  Commissioners 
[**  Hear,  hear  !  *']  Somebody  says  "Hear, 
hear,"  but  that  is  not  so.  The  Act 
difitinctly  provides  for  Her  Majesty's 
assent  being  withheld  from  certain 
portions  of  the  scheme,  and  the  i^emainder 
being  nevertheless  adopted.  The  sdieme 
is  made  in  what  I  may  call  water-tight 
compartments,  so  that  it  is  extremely 
easy  to  indicate  in  the  House  what 
portions  of  it  are  covered  by  specific  ob- 
jections. The  part  1  objt^ct  to  is  covered 
by  specific  clauses,  and  it  is  possible  to 
hang  np  certain  portions  of  the  scheme 
to  be  dealt  witli  in  this  Act  or  an 
amended  Act»  It  has  been  uT^ed  on 
me  that  there  is  another  clanse  in  the 
scheme  which  I  now  refer  to- — Clanse  5 
—which  provides  expenses  under  this  Act, 
and  which  divides  them  into  two  portionSt 
one  portion  of  £24,000  to  be  charged 
with  the  oniinary  general  funds  and  the 
other  portion  of  £i  6,000  to  l>e  charged 
on  the  City  Church  Fend.  That  division 
caninnosense  hang  up  or  hinder  the  whole 
sohem^e,  because  1  find,  under  the  Act  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  that  the  expenses  are 
so  arranged  that  they  may  be  defrayed 
in  the  first  instance  out  of  money  to  be 
provided  by  Parliament  which  shall  be 
ultimately  repaid.  Jf  we  reject  this 
part  of  the  scheme  which  applies  to  the 
ecclesiastical  portion  of  the  charity,  then 
Parliament  has  only,  in  the  meantime, 
to  meet  the  expenses  which  will 
ultimately  be  re|mid  by  the  Commis- 
sioners when  the  scheme  is  finally 
carried  out.  I  have  endeavoured  to  con- 
dense the  rather  complicated  statistical 
matters  I  have  dealt  with  as  much  as 
possible,  considering  the  time  of  night, 
I  will  not  deliy  the  House  by  one  single 
extra  word,  but  will  sit  down,  moving  as 
an  Amoudment  that  the  following  words 
l>e  added : — **  So  far  as  the  said  scheme 
relates  to  the  City  Church  Fund/*  The 
effect  of  that  Amendment  will  be  that 
those  who  vote  for  it  wtll  object  to  the 
particular  portion  of  the  scheme  that 
effects  the  ecclesiastical  funds.  I  hope 
the  House  will  cari-y  that  and  will  assent 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  scheme,  of 
which  I  heartily  approve. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  w^ords  **  so  far 
as  the  said  Scheme  relates  to  the  City 
Church  Fund/*— (iTr  James  Stuarl.) 
Mr.  J.  Stuart 


Question  proposed,  **  That  thoB©  words 
be  there  added.*' 

{12.a0.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.): 
I  will  Do^  at  this  hour,  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  dwelling  on  the 
case  of  the  City  churches^  which  has 
has  been  so  ably  dealt  with  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Shoretlitch,  but  I 
cannot  refrain  from  bearing  my  testi- 
mony to  the  accuracy  of  his  statement- 
It  is  true  that  the  funds  spent  out  of  the 
Pai'ochial  Charities  are,  to  a  great  extent, 
wasted.  Some  of  the  churches,  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind,  have  eongregatious  of 
under  20  persons,  consisting  \^ty  largely 
of  officials.  The  total  population  of  the 
inner  fmrishes  of  the  city  is  onlv  about 
aO.OOO,  and  out  of  this  sum  of  £35,000, 
which  constitutes  the  ecclesiastical  in- 
come of  this  fund,  it  will,  under  tho 
scheme  as  it  stands,  now  bo  possible  to 
apply  only  about  £5,000  to  general  eccle- 
siastical purposes  throughout  the  Metro- 
polis. It  does  seem  a  great  pity  th&t 
with  the  need  that  exists  for  the  building 
of  new  churches  and  the  establishment  of 
new  parsons  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  area,  wo  should  only  be 
able  to  sjiend  £5,000  out  of  the  largo 
revenue  of  £35,000  for  the  geneml  pur- 
poses of  the  Metrojx)lis,  This  view  ia 
confirmed  by  the  Cc^mmissioners  them* 
selves.  In  the  Blue  Bo3k  which  ha» 
been  presented  may  be  seen  the  answers 
given  to  the  representationsof  the  County 
Council,  the  Commissioners  implying 
that  they  would  have  exercised  a  wider 
discretion  in  favour  of  tho  general 
spiritual  needs  of  the  Metropolis  if  they 
had  not  felt  themselves  barred  by  the  Act. 
But  the  Act  is  not  equally  binding  on 
the  House.  Tlie  House  itself  may  very 
well,  in  the  fuller  light  which  eight  years 
have  produced,  review  the  Act  it  passed 
eight  years  ago.  But  what  I  am  more 
concerned  in  at  the  present  moment  ia 
to  make  a  few  observations  on  what  has 
been  said  by  the  hon*  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  and  the 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  tho  Motion, 
What  is  the  fact  as  to  these  Charities  1 
The  present  scheme  may  not  be  perfect, 
but  it  certainly  is  an  enormous  improve- 
ment on  the  old  state  of  things — as,  in- 
deed, is  oxlmitted  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
himself — and  I  would  like  to  put  to  the 
House  a  question.  The  contention  that  he 
raises  now  on  behalf  of  his  colleagues,  the 
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trustees  of  50  churcLcs,  is  simply  the 
objection  macle  when  the  Bill  was  before 
the  House.  It  was  before  the  House 
three  years.  The  Bill  was  brought  in  in 
1881  and  was  fou*:,4it  in  that  year  and 
also  in  1882  and  1883.  Besides  that,  it 
wa8  fought  hard  in  two  Select  Com- 
mittees. Very  much  the  same  arjjuments 
that  are  used  by  the  hon.  Baronet  now 
were  used  by  lion.  Members  who  sat  up 
until  the  small  hours  of  the  morning 
then.  The  Htb  section  of  the  Act  says 
that  the  property  that  constitutes  tlie 
Church  Fund  of  all  these  parishes— that 
ia,  all  but  five  populous  ones — shall  bs 
applied  in  three  ways  :  first,  to  such  of 
the  purposes  now  existing  \\s  are  bene- 
ficial ;  secondly,  to  other  purjioses  which 
are  beneficiaL  At  the  present  mouu^nt 
the  fniids  are  not  available  to  thuse  who 
used  to  reside  in  these  parishes^  because 
they  have  been  practically  denuded  of 
their  poorer  pop  ti  hit  ion. 

Mr.  DIXON-KAUTLAND:  Not  all 
of  them. 

Mb.  BRYCE:  1  do  not  speak  of  the 
five  outer  imrishes  ;  but  the  parish  of  8t. 
Sepulchre  Within,  under  the  jurisdictiofi 
of  the  Commissioners,  has  only  a  [n^pa* 
lation  of  2,000  As  it  is,  the  purposes  to 
which  the  funds  are  applied  are  mainly 
in  the  nature  of  doles  and  small  gifts  of 
money ♦  The  Commissioners  Imvc  con- 
tinued pensions  during^  the  lifetime  of 
their  recipients,  and  beyond  this  the 
funds  go  to  a  large  extent  in  salaries  to 
officials ;  for  instance,  to  vestry  clerks 
and  other  olBoers,  while  a  eoiisider- 
able  amount  is  expended  on  diiuxers, 
Inncbeons,  and  the  supply  of  refresh- 
ments consumed  by  ofiieialB  on  various 
occasions. 

Mr.  DIXON^HARTLAXD:  That  is 
not  the  case  now. 

Mr.  BRYCE  :  Yes,  I  assert  it  is  the 
case  now,  and  that  it  is  the  case  in  the 
pariah  of  St.  Sepulchre  itself ;  and  I  may 
tell  the  House,  as  the  case  of  the  parish 
of  St.  Sepulchre  has  been  brought  np, 
that  tlio  vestry  clerk  there  is  in  the  habit 
of  receiving  £500  and  the  sexton  X40 
a  year.  It  is»  in  [joint  of  fact,  the 
vestry  cleric  and  otlver  officers  who  are 
really  receiving  the  main  benefit  of  these 
charitable  funds,  and  it  is  they  who  are 
now  comphiining  of  being  deprived  of 
the  eujoymeiit  of  thtir  privilegts.  The 
case  which  they  endeavour  to  make  out 
is  that  the  expense  of  administering 
parish  a&irs  has  been  legitimate^  and 


that  those  affairs  cannot  continue  to  be 
properly  administered  unless  the  funds 
are  appropriated  as  hitherto.  The 
simple  answer  to  that,  however,  is,  how 
do  other  parishes  that  have  not  charity 
funds  at  their  disposal  contrive  to  pay 
their  officials  1  But  the  fact  ia,  that  a 
large  portion  of  the  work  now  dischai^ed 
by  the  parish  officials  will  henceforward 
be  til  ken  away,  and  this  will  do  away 
with  the  necessity  for  continuing  those 
imymeiit^,  though  why  the  jmrishes 
themselvts  should  not  bear  the  expense 
of  discharging  their  own  business  I  am 
unable  Ui  conceive.  To  apply  charity 
funds  in  the  manner  a  Ire  tidy  pointed 
out  is  not  charity  ;  it  is  simply  a  method 
of  relieving  the  rich  from  burdens  which 
they  ought  properly  to  bear,  out  of  the 
funds  which  ai'c  taken  for  that  purpose 
from  the  poor.  As  those  funds  were 
intended  for  the  poor,  I  trust  that  this 
House  will  do  the  best  it  can  to  see  that 
they  are  administered^  Would  it  be 
b;?lieved  that,  as  things  are  at  present, 
the  poor  have  no  share  whatever  in  these 
funds  ;  and  I  think  if  hon.  Members  will 
take  the  trouble  to  refer  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  as  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  they  have  instituted,  it  will 
lie  found  that  evidence  to  this  effect  was 
given  l>efore  those  gentlemen.  The 
officials  liave  sought  to  show  that  the 
applicfition  of  those  charity  funds  to  the 
potjr  is  not  Ijeneficial  to  tliat  class,  and 
they  desire  that  they  may  continue  to 
use  the  money  as  they  have  hitherto 
done.  We,  on  the  other  hand,  desire  to 
see  it  applied  to  better  purposes.  We 
wish  to  create  in  this  Metropolis  institu- 
tions such  as  i)oly technics  and  free 
libraries,  which  will  be  for  the  real 
benefit  of  the  pf^or  of  this  City,  by  con- 
ferring upon  them  the  means  of  im- 
proving their  education.  AV^*  regard  this 
system  of  doles  as  extremely  demoralis- 
ing, and  h^ok  forward  to  the  e norm  n us 
benefit  that  may  be  conferred  on  the 
Metropolis  by  the  establishment  of  such 
institutions  as  I  have  just  referred  to.  The 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Motion  has 
refeiTed  to  the  intentions  of  the  donors. 
1  would  put  it  to  the  House,  are  we  not 
entitled  to  believe  that  if  those  donors 
were  now  living,  they  would  be  opposed 
to  the  application  of  their  money  for  the 
benefit  of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
the  large  City  warehouses  and  other 
business  estiiblisbments,  who  Lave,  in 
modern  times,  rendered  the  City  ^ri&k^ft 
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daring  the  night  times  and  on  Sundays 
almost  a  desert  ?  Would  they  not  rather 
have  followed  the  p'X)rer  population,  who 
have b3en  obliged  to  migrate  to  other  parts 
of  the  Metropolis,  and  have  endeavoured, 
by  means  of  those  charitable  funds,  to 
have  made  their  lives  and  their  homes 
more  happy  and  comfortable  ?  I  hope 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  will  not  press  his 
Motion.  1  think  it  will  be  felt  that  even 
to  delay  the  operation  of  the  scheme  to 
which  I  have  referred  for  the  benefit  of 
the  poor  of  London  would  be  a  serious 
disappointment  to  the  population  of  our 
city.  I  trust,  therefore,  the  House  will 
see  fit  to  support  the  scheme  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

(1.8.)  Mr.  W.  H.  fisher  (Fulham)  : 
I  must  express  my  hearty  agreement  with 
the  tenour  of  the  speech  juat  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen.  I 
think  that  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners is,  upon  the  whole,  a  wise  one  in 
the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  Lon- 
don, and  I  trust  the  House  will  be  of 
opinion  that  the  hon.  Members  for  the  City 
of  London  and  Uxbridge  have  signally 
failed  to  make  out  any  case  whatever. 
I  think  it  was  at  least  incumbent  upon 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  to  have  shown 
that  some  better  appHcation  of  the  funds 
could  be  made  than  that  proposed  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  After  this 
long  period  of  gestation  the  Commis- 
sioners, no  doubt,  ought  to  have  brought 
forward  something  worth  having  in  the 
interests  of  the  Metropolis,  and  I  think 
they  have  given  us  something  that  is 
worth  having.  I  claim  to  say  a  few 
words  on  behalf  of  the  South-West 
London  Polytechnic  Institution,  in  which 
I  am  specially  interested,  as  I  think  that 
without  this  scheme  that  Institute  would 
have  been  impossible.  I  therefore  ask 
hon.  Members  to  vote  for  the  only  prac- 
ticable scheme  that  has  been  put  before 
the  House.  It  is,  of  course,  impossible 
to  trace  what  were  the  original  inten- 
tions of  the  donors  of  those  charitable 
funds  ;  but  I  certainly  think  that  those 
donors  would  not  have  given  their  be- 
quests to  Vestry  clerks  and  sexions  if 
they  had  known  how  the  City  of  London 
would  have  spread  to  Fulham  and  Chel- 
sea. It  is  evident,  however,  to  my  mind 
that  they  desired  to  benefit  the  people  of 
London,  and  I  do  not  see  how  the  money 
bequeathed  by  them  could  be  applied  to 
such  purpose  except  by  some  such 
Mr,  Bryce 


scheme  as  this.  Certain  I  am  that  no 
case  whatever  has  been  made  out  for 
any  better  apphcation  of  those  funds. 
'♦(I.IO.)  The  vice  PRESIDENT  or 
THE  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartford) :  Sir,  I  am  going 
to  be  as  merciful  as  possible  to 
hon.  Members,  more  especially  as 
at  an  early  period  of  last  Session  an 
interesting  Debate  took  place  on  this 
subject.  If  one  thing  more  than  another 
was  noticeable  in  that  Debate,  it  was  the 
universal  chorus  of  approbation  from  all 
quarters  in  favour  of  the  scheme,  and 
the  unanimous  feeling  that  it  should 
have  a  fair  trial.  My  hon.  Friend,  at  the. 
commencement  of  his  remarks,  made  an 
assertion  which  would  seem  to  imply 
that  the  Lord  President  and  myself  were 
careless  with  regard  to  the  people  affected 
under  this  scheme,  and  that  we  had  not 
granted  them  a  proper  hearing.  I  am 
obliged  to  assert,  in  contradiction  to  that 
statement,  that  every  care  was  taken, 
not  only  by  the  Commissioners  during 
the  promulgation  of  the  scheme,  but  by 
the  Education  Department,  to  hear  all 
the  parties  interested.  Every  step  that 
has  been  taken  with  regard  to  other 
schemes  has  been  taken  with  regard  to 
this  scheme,  which  was  advertised  in  the 
usual  way.  It  was  notified  as  having 
been  submitted  to  the  Committee  of 
Council,  and  notice  was  given  that  one 
month  from  the  date  thereof  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  would,  in  pursuance  of 
a  certain  section  of  the  Ac^  receive  all 
suggestions  made  in  writing.  It  has 
been  stated  that  the  scheme  was  only 
advertised  in  two  newspapers.  That  is 
very  far  from  the  fact.  For  two  conse- 
cutive weeks  this  scheme  was  adver- 
tised in  the  Times,  DaUy  Chronicle, 
Daily  News,  Daily  Telegraph,  Stan- 
dard, Citizen,  and  City  Press,  and 
another  paper  called  the  Metropolitan. 
Then  with  regard  to  objections  to  the 
scheme,  the  Commissioners  examined 
all  objections  that  were  forwarded  in 
writing.  It  is  true  that  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent and  myself  refused  to  receive  a 
deputation.  I  regret  that.  I  say  so  ad- 
visedly. But  I  think  the  House  will 
admit  that  we  had  some  reason  on  our 
side,  when  I  say  that  we  had  to  look  to 
the  possibility  of  having  to  receive 
deputations  from  106  parishes.  It  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at,  therefore,  that  we 
decided  not  to  receive  the  deputation. 
Still,  personally,  I    regret  that  we  did 
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not  receive  it,  though  hon.  ^fembers 
will  admit  that  wo  were  justified  in 
shrinking'  from  the  prospect  of  such  an 
enormous  number  of  deputations.  With 
regard  to  tlie  scheme  itself,  I  ask  the 
House  whether  my  hon.  Friends  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Kesoltition 
have  adduced  sufficient  reason  for  up- 
setting the  scheme,  after  several  years  of 
laborious  w:>rk  at  it  t  It  is  true  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  brought  forward  cases 
of  grievaaces  j  but  his  objections  are 
directed  against  the  whole  purport  of 
the  Act  No  doubt,  if  the  scheme  is 
worth  anything,  it  is  one  for  divert- 
ing those  cbaritiea,  and  spreading  the 
blessings  which  flow  from  them.  I  am 
afraid  that  a  great  deal  of  the  opposition 
to  this  scheme  is  the  opposition  of 
Vestry  clerks.  My  hon.  Friend  lias  re- 
ferred to  what  is  called  parochial  admin* 
istration,  which  really  means,  I  take  it, 
the  emoluments  paid  to  certain  Vestry 
clerks.  On  that  pohit  the  Act  is  specific 
and  plain.  Therefore  it  is  of  no  use 
that  my  hoc.  Friend,  or  those  for  whom 
he  speaks,  should  cavil  at  that  part  of 
the  scheme.  Section  41  of  the  Act 
provide  that  no  emoluments  or  to- 
muneration  of  any  kind  shall  be  applied 
to  the  payment  of  poor  rate,  or  other 
rate,  or  any  public  charge  whatsoever, 
or  payment  to  any  official,  except  for 
services  performed  under  the  sclieme. 
In  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  scheme 
the  Commissioners  had  no  alternative 
whatever  ;  they  wore  obliged  to  observe 
the  terms  of  the  Act,  which  is  perfectly 
precise  in  its  language.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  referred  to  the  City  of  London,  and 
there  again  the  scheme  might  possibly 
have  been  more  generous  in  regard  to 
certain  charities.  Bat  the  scheme  does 
a  great  deal  for  the  City  of  I/mdon. 
In  Section  38  a  vast  number  of  vested 
interests  are  provided  for.  In  Sec- 
tion 39  pensions  are  provided  for, 
wliich  at  present  equal  a  sum  of 
£6,000.  In  Section  40  almshouses  and 
pensions  are  considered  to  the  extent  of 
£700  per  annum,  and  in  Section  41 
pensions  and  temporary  gi-ants  are  pro- 
vided for  to  the  amount  of  £500  per 
annum.  Section  42  furnishes  the  ma- 
chinery for  carrying  out  the  above  pro- 
posals. In  Schedule  58  there  is  provision 
for  a  library  in  the  City,  to  the  amount 
of  £40,000,  and  there  is  provision  for 
the  City  Polytechnic,  which  has  an  in- 
come of  £5,550  per  annum.    It  cannot, 


therefore,  Idc  fairly  urged  that  the  City 
is  neglected.  I  now  pass  to  the  objec- 
tions raided  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shoreditch,  I  would  say,  ah  initioy  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  proposes  that 
this  scheme  should  be  amended,  or  a 
portion  of  it  excluded,  I  believe,  accord- 
ing to  the  strict  letter,  such  a  thing 
would  be  possible  ;  but  to  carry  an 
Amendment  of  the  kind  proposed  wuuk! 
involve  the  complete  annihilation  of  the 
scheme.  [Mk.  J.  Stlubt  :  How  ?]  The  hon. 
Member  says  "How?"  Because,  finan- 
cially, the  scheme  is  so  evenly  balanced 
that  I  am  assured,  if  the  Amendment 
were  carried,  it  would  bo  absolutely  fatal 
to  the  scheme.  The  hon.  Member  has 
also  alluded  to  the  application  of  the 
ecclesittsiicul  funds.  It  may  be  objected 
to  the  scheme  that  the  whole  of  the 
property  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  at 
once  ;  but  I  am  assured  by  the  Commis- 
sioners that  the  ecclesiastical  endow- 
ments are  so  mixed  up  with  the  general 
endowments,  at  least  to  the  extent  of 
£50,000  per  annum,  that  it  was  utterly 
impossible  to  dissociate  the  various 
items.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  has 
made  some  poiiit  with  reference  to  the 
sum  supposed  to  be  spent  on  the  C'ity 
churches.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  look 
at  Section  14  of  the  Act  he  will  find 
laid  down  in  precise  terms  what  is  to  be 
the  action  of  the  Commissioners  with 
regard  to  the  City  churches,  and  I  think 
it  is  impossible  for  them  to  frame  this 
portion  of  their  scheme  on  any  other 
basis.  And  what  the  hon.  Member  prac- 
tically urges  to-night,  after  enormous 
labour  has  been  expended  on  this 
scheme,  is  that  we  should  have  a  new 
Act,  and  then,  after  we  have  got  a  new 
Act,  that  we  should  have  a  new  scheme 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Member. 
I  venture  to  think  that  if  you  took  a 
course  of  that  kind  at  the  eleventh  hour 
it  would  afford  you  small  satisfaction. 
The  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis  are 
eager  that  this  scheme  should  at  once 
become  law.  Whatever  are  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  scheme,  hon.  Members 
will  r^pogniae  that  the  educational 
portion  of  it,  at  all  events,  lias  met  with 
such  an  extraordinary  response  from 
private  munificence  and  other  sources 
that  it  would  be  a  very  severe  blow  to 
the  Metropolis  to  throw  over  the 
scheme,  wliich  is  practically  the  pro- 
posal of  a  gift  of  £rr0O,O0O  for 
education. 
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(1.19.)  Mr.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex, 
Hornsey) :  I  only  rise  for  one  moment  in 
order  to  correct  a  mistake  into  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  fallen.  He  has 
said  that  the  Vestry  clerk  of  St.  Sepul- 
chre is  in  receipt  of  an  income  of  X500 
per  annnm.  I  believe  the  amount  he 
receives  is  actually  £290.  I  will  only 
add  that  I  share  the  regret  which  has 
been  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  did  not  receive  a  deputa- 
tion on  this  subject ;  because  I  am  sure 
that  it  would  have  been  better  for  him 
to  have  heard  the  objections  they  would 
have  been  able  to  bring  forward,  and  to 
have  carefully  considered  them  face  to 
face  with  those  by  whom  they  were 
urged. 

(1.20.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes  55  ; 
Noes  110.--(Div.  List,  No.  17.) 


Main  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

EIGHTS   OF   WAY   (SCOTLAND)  (NO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dairy mple,  Bill 
to  enable  County  Councils  in  Scotland,  on  a 
report  by  the  Sheriff,  to  sue  actions  of  Ris^ht  of 
Way,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles 
Dairy mple,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  and  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  172.] 


POLICE  (METROPOLIS),  INCREASE  OF 
PAY. 

Address  for — 

*•  Extract  from  Police  Order  of  Monday,  the 
8th  day  of  December,  1890,  announcing  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  an  Increase 
of  Pay  to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force." — 
{Mr,  Stuart  Wortley.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS  DISTRIBU- 
TION. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  buporintending 
the  foim  and  regulating  the  distribution  of 
Parliamentary  Papers. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr. 
<Jauston,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  James  Maclean,  and  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Throe  be  the  quorum.— (5iV 
Herbert  Maxwell.) 

IRISH  SOCIETY  AND  LONDON  COM- 
PANIES (IRISH  ESTATES). 

Ordered,  Tnat  a  Select  Committee  be  re- 
'^ppointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
Onarters  or  othtr  instruments  by  which  their 
Estates  in  Ireland  were  granted  to  the  Irish 
Society  and  to  the  London  Companies,  and  as 
to  the  trusts  and  obligations  (if  any)  attaching 


to  the  ownership  of  such  Estates,  and  as  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  sale  of  their  Estates  has 
been  effected,  or  can  be  effected,  consistently 
with  such  trusts  and  obligations  as  may  be 
shown  to  have  existed,  or  now  exist 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Clancy,  Lord  Elcho,  Sir  John  Ellis, 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Colonel  Laurie,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Lea,  Sir 
William  Marriott,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, and  Sir  Richard  Temple.  %r»'i 

Ordered.  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — {Mr. 
John  Moriey,) 

COLONISATION. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  various  schemes 
which  have  been  proposed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  facilitate  emigration  from  the 
congested  districts  of  the  United  Kingdom  to 
the  British  Colonies  or  elsewhere ;  to  examine 
into  the  results  of  any  schemes  which  have 
received  practical  trial  in  recent  years,  and  to 
report  generally  whether  in  their  opinion  it  is 
desirable  that  further  facilities  should  be  given 
to  promote  emigration;  and,  if  so,  upon  the 
means  and  the  conditions  under  which  such 
emigration  can  best  be  carried  out,  and  the 
quarters  to  which  it  can  most  advantageonsly 
be  directed. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
twenty -one  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Sir  George  Baden-Powell,  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,  Dr.  Clark, 
Sir  John  Colomb,  Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  Sir 
James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Loder, 
Mr.  James  Maclean,  Mr.  William  M'Arthur, 
Mr.  Mahony,  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr.  G.  Osborne 
Morgan,  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr. 
William  Redmond,  Mr.  Ritchie.  Mr.  Schwann, 
Mr.  Seton-Karr,  and  Mr.  Wodehouse. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — {Mr, 
Jackton.) 

LONDON  TAXATION  BILL.— (No.  61.) 
Order     for     Second     Beading    upon 
Wednesday,   6th   May,   read,    and    dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


METROPOLITAN  WATER  COMPANIES* 
CHARGES  BILL, 
Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the  Metropolitan 
Water  Companies'  Charges  Bill  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders  relative 
to  Private  Bills.— (ifr.  Caution.) 

It  being  after  One  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without 
Question  put. 

House  adjourned   at    twenty 
minutes  before  Two  o'clock. 
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sions  in  them  ;  some  sort  of  compromise 
is  arrived  at,  and  it  is  an  tLndonbted  fact 
that  even  measures  of  real  importance 
and  of  considerable  magnitude  have 
passed  through  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament without  a  single  word  of  discus- 
sion. The  form  of  legislation  is  a  matter 
of  supreme  importance,  because  though 
the  object  of  a  change  in  the  law  may 
be  one  with  which  we  all  agree,  if  the 
shape  it  takes  is  such  as  not  to  carry  out 
that  object  or  not  to  carry  it  out 
effectively,  the  very  purpose  of  the  1^^ 
lation  is  defeated,  and  if  the  language 
used  is  not  carefully  scrutinised  the 
measure  though  passed  with  the  best 
possible  intentions,  may  not  only  fail  in 
its  object  but  give  rise  to  great  litigation, 
expense,  and  worry.  Therefore  your 
Lordships  would,  I  suppose,  all  be  agreed 
that  the  duty  of  carefully  revising  the 
language  of  legislation  is  one  which  is 
cast  especially  on  this  House  and  that 
we  ought  to  endeavour  to  fulfil 
that  duty  in  the  best  possible  way. 
I  think  it  is  hardly  possible  for  any  one, 
either,  to  controvert  this  fact,  that  down 
to  the  time  of  the  creation  of  these 
Standing  Committees,  that  was  a  work 
which  had  been  very  imperfectly  dis- 
charged. I  am  not  saying  this  at  all  by 
way  of  blame.  It  resulted  from  an 
infirmity  of  human  nature.  "  What  is 
everybody's  business  is  nobody's  busi- 
ness," and  the  consequence  was  that 
when  measures  were  introduced  which 
were  not  of  any  very  exciting  character 
or  especially  attracting  the  attention  of 
particular  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  they  were  apt  to  pass 
through  with  very  little  notice  or  con- 
cern. It  is,  of  course,  very  difficult  even 
for  those  who  would  be  disposed  to 
criticise  the  language  of  legislation  to  be 
always  on  the  alert,  present,  and  pre- 
pared to  discuss  the  provisions  of  a 
measure  on  every  occasion  when  the 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  may  chance  to  put  it 
down;  and  without  any  particular 
blame  therefore  to  any  one  that  par- 
ticular function  of  this  House,  we  all 
agree,  was  very  imperfectly  discharged. 
That  by  the  system  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  legislation  has 
been  scrutinised,  revised,  and  amended 
to  a  greater  extent  than  ever  before 
is  a  fact,  I  think,  which  is  impossible 
of  dispute  and  capable  of  demonstration. 


I  am  not  going  to  trouble  your  Lordshipa 
with  more  than  one  or  two  examples, 
though  I  could  give  many.      Take  for 
example  such  a  measure  as  that  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children.  There 
was  one  Amendment  made  by  your  Lord* 
ships'  House  about  which  there  was  some 
controversy,  and  which  some  considered 
to  be  rather  mischievous  than  beneficial ; 
but  putting  that  aside,  and  it  was  com- 
paratively a  small  matter,  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  many  blots  were  removed 
from  the  Bill,  the  gaps  which  had  been 
left  open  were  stopped,  and  many  im- 
provements effected  in  it  by  your  Lord- 
ships ;  and  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  Bill  frankly  admitted  that  when  it 
had  passed  through  your  Lordships'  hands 
it  was  a  very  much  more  effective  piece 
of  legislation  than  it  was  when  it  left  the 
other  House.   Another  measure  to  which 
I  may  refer  was  the  Official  Secrets  Bill. 
That  Bill  had  an  object  about  which 
there  was  a  common  agreement,  but  it 
had  been    insufficiently   sifted  by  the 
other  House.     It  came  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House  in  a  form  which   would 
have  made  it  cover  many  cases,  which,  as 
all  agreed,  ought  not  to  be  covered,  and 
in  a  shape  which  might  have  given  rise 
to  considerable  difficulty  between  our- 
selves and  some  of  the  colonies  connected 
with  the  mother  country.     These  biota 
were    removed  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, and  the  measure  assumed  a  more 
satis&ctory  shape.     One  other  instance 
only  to  which  I  will  refer  is  the  law  re- 
lating to  factors,  a  very  difficult  subject, 
which  was  taken  up  in  your  Lordships' 
House.     This  is  an   instance  of  a  Bill 
originating  here  ;  but  the  reason  which 
renders  it  necessary  that  this    House 
should  carefully  scrutinise  the  measures 
coming    from    the    other   House   must 
render  it  also  necessary  that  even  greater 
care,   if   possible,  should    be    exercised 
with  regard  to  measures  going  from  this 
to   the  other  House.     A  Bill  had  been 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  another  Bill  had  been  introduced  bj'' 
Sir  John  Lubbock  in  the  other  House. 
Those  two  Bills  were  taken  and  moulded 
into  one,  and  a  great  deal   of  time  and 
care  was   bestowed  upon  them.     What 
was  the  result?     The  Bill  went  to  the 
other    House,    was    referred    to    their 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  and  after 
undergoing   the  ^complete    scrutiny    of 
members  of  the  mercantile  community, 
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more  than  two  hours  previous  to  the  sit- 
ting of  the  House.  It  has  occurred  to  me 
that  perhaps  some  improvement  might 
be  efEected  in  regard  to  reporting  the 
proceedings  of  the  Standing  Committees 
by  negotiations  with  the  Hansard  pro- 
prietors, in  order  to  obtain  from  them  a 
report  of  proceedings  in  the  Standing 
Committees  on  a  similar  scale  to  that 
which  is  now  given  of  the  proceedings 
in  Committees  of  the  whole  House.  I 
had  the  honour  of  being  Chairman  of  a 
Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  at  the 
expiration  of  the  last  Hcmaard  contract^ 
and  provision  was  then  made  that  fuller 
reports  should  be  given  in  Haiisard  of 
the  proceedings  in  Committees  of  the 
whole  House,  and  it  appears  to  me — I 
only  throw  it  out  as  a  suggestion — that, 
by  negotiations  with  the  Hansard  pro- 
prietors, we  might  ensure  an.  equally 
lull  report  of  the  proceedings  in  our 
Standing  Committees.  I  think  this 
would  be  a  very  desirable  object  to 
attain,  because,  beyond  the  mere  senti- 
mental objection  that  it  is  thought  out- 
side by  the  public  that  we  do  not  work 
as  haid  as  we  really  do,  there  is  also 
the  fact  that  Bills  which  have  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons  and 
have  reached  your  Lordships'  House  are 
liable  to  be  thrown  out  after  discus- 
sion in  the  Standing  Committees,  without 
the  possibility  of  the  public  generally,  or 
those  specially  who  are  interested  in  the 
subjects  with  which  the  Bills  deal,  being 
able  to  ascertain  for  what  reasons  they 
have  been  so  summarily  rejected.  I  do 
not  know  whether  this  suggestion  of 
mine  will  bear  fruit,  but  I  should  be 
glad  if  other  noble  Lords  would  make 
any  other  suggestion  which  might  seem 
to  obviate  what  1-  believe  to  be  the  only 
tangible  objections  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. I  need  only  add  that  I  do  not 
think  this  Committee  need  occupy  the 
time  of  your  Lordships  for  more  than 
one  or  two  sittings.  It  is  necessary  that 
we  should  proceed  with  it  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, because  I  am  informed  there  are 
Bills  coming  before  this  House  which 
will  require  the  attention  of  Standing 
Committees.  Therefore  it  is  desirable 
that  it  should  be  appointed  without 
delay.  In  the  meantime,  I  trust  that 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  the  sag- 
gestion  I  have  made  in  regard  to  report- 
ing the  proceedings  in  Standing  Com* 
mittees,  and  that  the  result  of  the 
J^arl  Cadogan 


labours  of  this  Select  Committee  will  be^ 
to  so  improve  the  operation  of  those  Com- 
mittees as  to  remove  the  objection  which 
appears  to  be  felt  to  them  on  the  port  of 
some  of  your  Lordships.  I  beg  to  move 
in  accordance  with  the  Motion  which, 
stands  in  my  name. 

Moved, 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
examine  and  report  upon  the  Standing  Orders- 
of  the  Honse  which  relate  to  Standing  Com* 
mittees."— (TAtf  Lord  Privy  Seal,  £.  Cadogan.) 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  :  My  Lords,  I  do^ 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  ofEering  the- 
slightest  opposition  to  the  proposition' 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  xnade.  The- 
change  introduced  two  years  ago  by  the 
institution  of  these  Standing  Committees- 
was,  no  doubt,  one  of  considerable  magni- 
tude and  importance,  and  it  is  quite- 
reasonable  that  after  two  years'  ex- 
perience we  should  take  counsel  together 
to  see  whether  the  system  conid  be 
improved,  and  whether  some  objections- 
that  have  been  raised  could  be  obviated. 
I  am  very  glad  the  noble  Earl  has  given 
no  countenance  to  the  idea  that  those 
Committees  have  proved  a  failure  and 
have  not  answered  the  purposes  for 
which  they  were  appointed,  for  nothings 
I  believe,  could  be  furijier  removed' 
from  the  fact.  The  evil  which  those 
Committees  were  designed  to  meet  was 
a  serious  one.  Now,  I  do  not  beHeve 
there  can  be  two  opinions  that  one  of  the 
most  important  functions  of  your  Lord^ 
ships'  House  is  to  act  as  a  Chamber  of 
revision,  to  carefully  scrutinise  legisla- 
tion as  it  passes  through  Parliament, 
and  to  see  that  the  intentions  of 
those  who  are  changing  the  law  are 
not  only  carried  out,  but  are  carried 
out  as  efficiently  as  possible.  This 
is  a  function  which  your  Lordships- 
House  is  in  a  position  to  discharge  more- 
effectively  than  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  changes  in  the  procedure 
of  the  other  House  have  rendered  it  more- 
than  ever  necessary  that  that  function, 
should  be  discharged  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  for,  owing  to  such  changes,  it  has- 
become  almost  impossible  to  pass  through* 
the  other  House  what  I  may  call  the 
smaller  measures  with  anythii^  like 
adequate  discussion.  Private  Members*^ 
Bills,  if  they  are  to  be  passed  at  all,  must 
be  passed  by  means  of  some  arrangement 
or  compromise  with  those  who  take  objec- 
tion to  those  measures  or  to  certain  provi- 
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sions  in  tbem  ;  some  sort  of  compromise 
is  arrived  at,  and  it  is  an  undoubted  fact 
that  even  measures  of  real  importance 
and  of  considerable  mag'nitudo  have 
passed  through  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament without  a  single  word  of  discus- 
sion. The  form  of  legislation  is  a  matter 
of  supreme  importance,  because  though 
the  object  of  a  change  in  the  law  may 
be  one  with  which  we  all  agree,  if  the 
shape  it  takes  is  such  as  not  to  carry  out 
that  object  or  not  to  carry  it  out 
effectively,  the  very  purpose  of  the  legis- 
lation is  defeated,  and  if  the  language 
used  is  not  caire fully  scrutinised  the 
measm^e  though  passed  with  the  best 
possible  intentions,  may  not  only  fail  in 
its  object  but  give  rise  to  great  litigation, 
expense,  and  worry.  Therefore  your 
Lordships  would,  I  suppose,  all  be  agreed 
that  the  duty  of  carefully  revising  the 
language  of  legislation  is  one  which  is 
cast  especially  on  this  House  and  that 
we  ought  to  endeavour  to  fulfil 
that  duty  in  the  best  possible  way. 
I  think  it  is  hardly  possible  for  any  one, 
either,  to  controvert  this  fact,  that  down 
t^o  the  time  of  the  creation  of  these 
Standing  Committees,  that  was  a  work 
which  had  been  very  imperfectly  dis* 
charged.  I  am  not  saying  this  at  all  by 
way  of  blame.  It  resulted  from  an 
infirmity  of  human  nature.  "  What  is 
everybody's  business  is  nobody's  busi- 
ness,^* and  the  consequence  was  that 
when  measures  were  introduced  which 
were  not  of  any  very  exciting  character 
or  especially  attracting  tbe  attention  of 
particular  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships* House  they  were  apt  to  pass 
through  with  very  little  notice  or  con- 
cern* It  is,  of  course,  very  difficult  even 
for  those  who  would  be  disjx>sed  tf> 
criticise  the  language  of  legislation  to  btj 
always  on  the  alerts  present,  and  pre- 
pared to  discuss  the  provisions  of  a 
measure  on  every  occasion  when  the 
Member  of  your  Lordships*  House  in 
charge  of  a  Bill  may  chance  to  put  it 
down;  and  without  any  particular 
blame  therefore  to  any  one  that  par- 
ticular function  of  this  House,  we  all 
agree,  was  very  imperfectly  discharged. 
That  by  the  system  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  legislation  has 
been  scrutinised,  revised,  and  amended 
to  a  greater  extent  than  ever  before 
is  a  fact,  1  think,  which  is  impossible 
d  dispute  and  capable  of  demonstration. 


I  am  not  going  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  more  than  one  or  two  examples, 
though  I  could  give  many.  Take  for 
example  such  a  measure  as  that  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Ohiliren,  There 
was  one  Amendment  made  by  your  Lord- 
ships* House  about  which  tliere  was  some 
controversy,  and  which  some  considered 
to  be  rather  mischievous  than  beneficial ; 
but  putting  that  aside,  and  it  was  com- 
paratively a  small  matter,  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  many  blots  were  removed 
from  the  Bill,  the  gajis  which  had  been 
left  open  were  stopped,  and  many  im- 
provements efiected  in  it  by  your  Lord- 
glxips ;  and  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  Bill  frankly  admitted  that  when  it 
had  passed  through  your  Lordships*  hands 
it  was  a  very  much  more  effective  piece 
of  legislation  than  it  was  when  it  left  the 
other  House.  Another  measure  to  which 
I  may  refer  was  the  Official  Secrets  BUI. 
Thai  Bill  had  an  object  about  which 
there  was  a  common  agreement,  but  it 
had  been  insufficiently  sifted  by  the 
other  House.  It  came  to  your  Lord- 
ships* House  in  a  form  which  would 
have  made  it  cover  many  cases,  which,  as 
all  agreed,  ought  not  to  be  covered,  and 
in  a  shajie  which  might  have  given  rise 
to  considerable  difficulty  between  our- 
selves and  some  of  the  colonies  connected 
with  the  mother  country.  These  blots 
were  removed  by  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, and  the  measure  assumed  a  more 
satisfactory  shape.  One  other  instance 
only  to  which  I  will  refer  is  the  law  re- 
lating to  factors,  a  very  difficult  subject, 
which  was  taken  up  in  your  Lordships' 
House.  This  is  an  instance  of  a  Bill 
originating  here  ;  but  the  reason  which 
renders  it  necessary  that  this  House 
should  carefully  scrutinise  the  measures 
coming  from  the  otlier  House  must 
render  it  also  necessary  that  even  greater 
care,  if  possible,  shonld  be  exercised 
with  regard  to  measures  going  from  this 
to  the  other  House.  A  Bill  had  been 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  (.iovernment» 
and  another  Bill  had  been  introduced  b}^ 
Sir  John  Lubbock  in  the  other  House. 
Those  two  Bills  were  taken  and  moulded 
into  one,  and  a  great  deal  of  time  and 
care  was  bestowed  upon  them.  What 
was  the  result?  The  Bill  went  to  the 
other  House,  was  i^eferred  to  their 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  and  after 
undergoing  the  'complete  scrutiny  of 
members  of  the  mercantile  community, 
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as  well  as  lawyers,  it  came  back  to  your 
Lordships'  House  with  only  one  single 
Amendment,  and  that  not  of  an  important 
character.  I  have  given  these  few  in- 
stances— I  might  have  ^iven  many  more 
of  them — to  show  that  an  amount  of  care 
and  attention  has  been  recently  bestowed 
upon  the  form  of  legislation — and  the 
form,  as  your  Lrirdships  know,  is  often 
of  the  very  substance  of  it — which  never 
was  bestowed  formerly ;  and  I  am 
quite  certain  that  all  who  have  attended 
those  Committees  will  agree  with  what 
the  noble  Lord  Las  stated  in  the 
testimony  he  has  given  to  the  yerj 
great  care  and  attention  bestowed 
by  the  Committees  on  the  Bills  which 
come  before  them.  The  attendance  has 
been  continuous,  and  the  Members  so 
attending  have  been  numerous.  A  g^^at 
many  JMembers  of  your  Lordships' 
House  have  followed  the  discussions 
thoroughly,  and  have  taken  part  in  the 
legislation,  who  would  never  have  taken 
any  such  part  liad  it  been  that  the  mea- 
sures were  simply  coming  forward  as  they 
used  to  do  for  discussion  in  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  Suggestions  were 
made  and  difficulties  pointed  out  by 
noble  Lords  who  would  never  have 
thought  of  getting  up  in  your  Lord- 
ships* House  to  make  speeches  upon 
the  subject,  but  who  joined  without 
hesitation  in  the  kind  of  discussion 
which  ttikes  place  in  Committee,  and 
threw  out  suggestions  which  were  often 
very  valuable.  The  establishment  of 
Grand  Committees  has  therefore  led  to 
more  af  your  Lordships  taking  part  in 
legislation,  taking  an  interest  in  it,  and 
actively  concerning  themselves  about  it, 
than  was  the  case  before.  So  much  with 
regard  to  the  results  arising  from  this 
change.  But  it  has  been  said  by  some 
that  all  that  has  been  done  in  these 
Committees  might  have  been  done  in 
Committee  of  tbo  whole  House.  With 
that  I  cannot  agree.  1  say  it  would  not 
have  been  done  in  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  and  I  say  also  that  it 
could  not  have  been  done  as  effectively 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
Saying  that  it  would  not  have  been  done 
I  hold  to  be  justiiied  by  what  had 
occurred  in  the  past,  and  I  have 
already  pointed  out  to  your  Lordships 
shortly  the  reasons  why  that  was  the  case. 
That  it  could  nut  have  been  done  I  assert, 
Jbecauss  it  apjK?ars  to  me  that  the  kind 
Mof'd  Ilerschdl 


of  criticism  which  you  want  for  a  Bill 
where  no  quesrion  of  principle  is  raisedi 
and  when  upon  the  general  object  you 
are  agreed  is  one  for  which  a  Coramitteo 
of  the  whole  House,  affords  the  worst 
possible  machinery  which  the  wit  of 
man  could  desire.  When,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  are  met  together  in  Standing 
Conmiittee,  suggestions  are  thrown  out 
and  the  matter  is  dealt  with  in  a  more 
infonnal  fashion  than  is  the  custom  here 
— you  can  deal  with  it  in  a  way  that  you 
could  not  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.  While  those  Committees  have 
been  sitting  the  Members  attending  upon 
them  have  been  by  no  means  excluded, 
from  taking  part  in  the  discussions  on  the 
Bills.  More  than  that,  I  think  it  capable 
of  demonstration  that  the  discussions 
upon  Bills  after  they  have  been  through 
Committee  have  been  fuller  than  on 
former  occasions  when  they  had  not 
The  explanation  is  simply  that  a  greater 
number  of  your  Lordshijis  have  become 
acquainted  with  the  points  which  have 
arisen  in  a  way  that  they  could  not  havo 
become  acquainted  with  them  if  the 
Bills  had  not  come  up  for  discussion 
there ;  and,  therefore,  you  have  heard 
noble  Lords  taking  part  in  discussions 
who  would  not  have  done  so  liad  they 
not  attended  the  Grand  Committees.  So 
that  Instead  of  causing  less  to  be  done  in 
this  House  it  has  caused  more  time  and 
attention  to  be^ expended  upon  measures 
before  it.  I  know  there  have  been  other 
objections  made.  It  is  said  that  you 
seem  now  to  do  less  than  you  had  done 
before,  I  do  not  myself  feel  oppressed 
with  that.  I  quite  admit  it  is  desirable 
that  the  public  should  know  what  we 
are  doing,  but  if  a  choice  has  to  be  made 
between  seeming  to  do  work  and  not 
really  doing  it,  and  not  seeming  to  do 
work  but  yet,  in  reality,  doing  it,  I,  as 
a  practical  man,  must  say  that  I  very 
much  prefer  the  latter,  and  I  am  glad 
that  the  result  has  been  accomplished, 
even  if  we  have  seemed  to  do  less.  But 
I  think  that  one  objection  would  be  met 
if  we  could  persuade  the  Press  to  take  a 
somewliat  different  course  than  that 
which  they  have  taken.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the 
public  and  not  disadvantageous  to  the 
newspapei-s  themselves.  Some  of  the 
discussions  in  the  Grand  Committees 
have  been  very  well  reported  iu  the 
Press,  but  the  reports  have  not  been  put 


4 


1137 


Standing 


{Jakuaky  27,  1891} 


Orders. 


1138 


under  the  heading  of  "  Parliamentary 
Intelligence."  You  have  had  tx>  search 
for  them,  and  at  last  have  found  them, 
perhaps  in  some  out-of-the-way  corner 
of  the  newspaper,  whereas,  if  they  had 
appeared,  even  if  only  at  the  same  length, 
under  that  heading,!  believe  that  those  in- 
terested in  the  discussions  would  be  glad 
to  be  able  to  find  them  more  easily  and 
to  obtain  more  readily  the  information 
which  they  desire,  and  I  do  not  see  that 
it  would  be  of  any  disadvantage  at  all 
to  the  newspapers.  I  do  not  throw  out 
that  suggestion  in  the  interests  of  your 
Lordships'  House  only,  but  in  the  in- 
terests of  large  sections  of  the  public, 
who  take  an  interest  in  such  Bills  as 
that  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children,  and  who  would  be  glad  to 
find  such  reports  as  are  given  placed 
under  the  head  of  "  Parliamentary  In- 
telligence.*' I  do  not  propose  to  detain 
your  Lordships  further.  I  am  very  glad 
that  this  matter  is  to  be  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee,  in  order,  if  pos- 
sible, to  remove  any  objections  and  to 
make  the  working  of  this  machinery 
more  effective  than  it  has  been,  and  if  I 
may  venture  to  say  .  so  I  will  most 
heartily  give  such  aid  as  I  can  to  accom- 
plish that  result.  I  was  only  anxious 
that  no  impression  should  get  abroad 
that  this  experiment  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees had  proved  a  failure,  or  that  it 
hud  not  carried  out  the  object  contem- 
plated by  those  who  introduced  it.  I 
would  point  out  this  also  :  that  amongst 
its  most  valuable  results  have  been  those 
obtained  owing  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  that  particular  classes  of 
Bills  which  require  minute  examination 
should  be  referred  to  a  Sub-Committee 
of  the  Standing  Committee.  One  in- 
stance of  that  I  may  mention.  A  Bill 
was  introduced  to  codify  the  Law  of 
Partnership ;  a  very  intricate  and  diflfi- 
cult  subject,  and  that  Bill  was  considered 
line  by  line  by  a  small  Sub-Committee, 
presided  over  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  gave  very  many 
hours  to  the  consideration  of  that 
measure.  I  cannot  doubt  that  the  re- 
sult of  that  consideration  will  be  that 
when  that  measure  is  brought  into  prac- 
tical working  a  great  deal  of  litigation 
may  be  saved  which  would  very  likely 
have  followed  if  great  care  had  not  been 
bestowed  on  the  wording  of  every  part 
of  it.    My  Lords,  I  trust  the  deliberations 


of  this  Committee  may  result  in  the  im- 
provement of  this  machinery,  and 
certainly  not  in  impairing  the  beneficial 
effect  which  has  been  produced  by  the 
change  made  two  years  ago. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OP  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the  spirit 
in  which  this  Motion  has  been  received 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite, 
to  whom  we  owe  to  a  very  great  extent 
the  institution  of  these  Committees.  I 
agree  with  him  that  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees have  done  a  great  deal  of  good 
work,  and  that  the  Statute  Book  has  been 
the  better  for  their  work.  I  desire,  how- 
ever, to  point  out  lest  anyone  should 
think  reference  to  a  Committee  is  need- 
less, that  there  are  two  matters  which 
require  to  be  considered  and  de- 
cided in  the  open  House.  One  of 
them  is  the  question  whether  you  will 
go  on  with  two  Committees,  or  whether 
we  should  have  only  one.  It  has  occa- 
sionally happened  during  the  last  Session 
that  the  second  Committee,  for  General 
Purposes,  presided  over  by  Lord  Kim- 
berley,  has  met,  and  there  has  been  no 
business  for  it  to  do.  There  has  been  a 
little  diflBculty  in  apportioning  the  work 
between  the  two  Committees.  The  noble 
Lord  referred  to  the  plan  of  doing  the 
work  by  delegating  it  to  Sub-Committees 
as  being  one  which  had  in  his  experi- 
ence worked  satisfactorily,  and  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  would  not  be  better  to  do 
the  whole  of  your  work  in  that  way,  and 
to  have  one  Committee  which  should  be 
empowered  to  appoint  Sub-Committees 
to  consider  the  Bills  which  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  themr  At  all  events,  such  an 
arrangement  would  have  the  effect  of 
always  providing  business  for  the  noble 
Lords  who  come  down,  and  it  would 
prevent  one  Committee  from  being  over- 
loaded with  work  while  the  other  had 
no  work  at  all.  The  other  difficulty  is 
rather  a  curious  one,  and  arises,  it  seems 
to  me,  a  good  deal  from  sentiment.  I 
have  heard  it  stated  again,  by  some  of  the 
noble  Lords  behind  me,  that  this  system 
prevents  discussion  in  the  open  House  ; 
but  as  the  Bills  have  to  pass  through 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  after 
passing  through  the  Standing  Committees, 
it  is  very  difficult  to  perceive  how  that 
complaint  can  be  justified.  But  I  am 
told  it  is  not  in  human  nature  for 
noble  Lords  to  criticise  a»  B\\i  ^1  ^Vns^q. 
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all  the  criticisable  parts  have  been 
taken  out  by  the  Grand  Committee. 
It  is  like  gleaning  after  a  very  careful 
harvestman.  They  say  that  the  first 
pressure  of  the  olive  or  the  grape  pro- 
duces by  far  the  most  excellent  and 
valuable  result,  and  I  can  conceive  the 
disappointment  of  those  who  have  ex- 
pected to  get  a  lengthy  discussion  upon 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  at  being  de- 
prived of  a  considerable  amount  of  criti- 
cism of  a  measure  after  it  has  been  sub- 
jected to  the  press  of  the  noble  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack,  and  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  and  others.  No 
doubt  it  may  leave  them  in  rather  a 
disappointed  condition,  and  they  may 
thiuk  that  they  have  been  asked  to 
rather  a  Barmecide  feast  when  they  are 
asked  to  apply  their  powers  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  Bills  from  which  all  the 
materials  for  discussion  have  been  re- 
moved. I  will  venture  with  diffidence 
and  humility  to  suggest  a  remedy  which 
I  think  would  meet  the  difficulty, 
and  that  is,  that  Bills  should  pass 
through  this  House  before  they 
are  referred  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee. This  House  is  too  modest 
and  too  timid  to  discuss  a  Bill  which  the 
Standing  Committee  has  passed,  but  I 
am  quite  sure  the  Standing  Committee 
would  not  be  too  modest  or  too  timid  to 
discuss  a  Bill  which  this  House  has 
passed.  We  should  have  the  general 
principles  which  were  to  be  laid  down 
duly  brought  forward  and  discussed  in 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and 
the  more  prosaic  work  of  making  a 
decent  Act  of  Parliament  would  be  dele- 
gated to  the  Committee  upstairs.  I  be- 
lieve that  that  would  be  a  plan  by  which 
we  should  unite  practical  utility  with 
patriotic  sentiment,  and  that  we  should 
in  that  way  overcome  odc  of  the  most 
formidable  difficulties  with  which  we 
have  had  to  contend. 
On  Question,  agreed  to. 

Then  the  Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee — 


L.  Chancellor 
£.  Cadogan 

(L.  trivy  Seal) 

D.  Richmond 
M.  Salishury 

E.  Derby 
E.  Morley 
E.  Beauchamp 
£.  Camperdown 

The  Committee  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at 
half  past  Two  o'clock  ;  and  to  appoint  their 
cwB  Chairman. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


E.  Granville 
E.  Kimberley 
V.  Oxenbridge 
L.  Foxford 

{E.  Limerieh.) 
L.  Braboume 
L.  Colville  of  Culrofla 
L.  Herschell. 


COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 
The  Lords  folio  wing,  viz. :— 
E.  Lathom  L.  Colville  of  Colroas 

(L.  Chawhwlain)       L.  Kensington 
V.  Oxenbridge 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees  were  ap- 
pointed  a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  Five  Lonia  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill. 

STANDING  ORDERS  COMMITTEE. 
Appointed :  The  Lords  following  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : — 


E.  Cadogan 

(L.  Frxvy  Seal) 
M.Bath 
E.  Lathom 

{L.  Chamberlain) 


E.  Whamcliffe 
E.  de  Montalt 
V.  Sidmouth 
V.  Gordon 

(E.  Aberdeen) 


E.     Winchilsea  and    Y.  BLardinge 

Nottingham  V.  Oxenbridge 

E.  Lauderdale  L.  de  Ros 

E.  Lindsay  L.  Clinton 

E.  Waldegrave  L.  Zouche  of  Haryng* 

E.  Bathurst  worth 

E.  Belmore  L.  Balfour  of  Burley 

E.  Powis  L.  Boyle 

E.  Harrowby  {E,    Cork    and 

E.  Amherst  Orrery) 

L.  Foxford  L.  Thurlow 

{S,  Limerick)  L.  Uartismere 

L.  Colchester  {L.  Henniker) 

L.  Wigan  L.  Sandhurst 

{E,  Crawford  and    L.  Fermanagh 

Balcarres)  (S.  Erne) 

L.  Poltimore  L.  Monk-Bretton 

L.  Sudeley  L.  Sudley 

L.  Belper  {E.  Arran) 

L.  Houghton  L.  Colville  of  Culross 

L.  RomiUy  L.  Kensington 
E.  Camperdown 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Committee  unless  other- 
wise ordered. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS  OFFICES. 
Select  Committee  appointed :  The  Lords 
following,  with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord 
President,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee : 


D.  Richmond 

E.  Kimberley 
E.  de  Montalt 

D.  Saint  Albans 

M.  Salisbury 

V.  Hardinge 

M.Bath 

V.  Oxenbridge 

M.  Kipon 

L.  Willoughby  de 

£.  Mount  Edgcumbe 

Eresby 

(L.  Steward) 

L.  Boyle 

E.  Lathom 

{E.  Cork  and 

{L.  Chamberlain) 

Orrery) 

E.  Waldegrave 

L.  Foxford 

E.  Belmore 

{E.  Limerick) 

E-  Harrowby 
E .  Bradford 

L.  Colchester 

L.  Ker 

E«  Beauchamp 

{3f.  Lothian) 

E.  Camperdown 

L.  RowtOQ 

E.  Granville 

L.  ColviUe  of  Culross. 

E.  Strafford 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o*clock»  « 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o^dock. 
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HOUSE     OP     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  27th  January,  1891. 


QUESTIONS. 


PORTSMOUTH  DOCKYARD. 
Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton)  • 
1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  he  is  aware  that 
•certain  specific  charges  of  grave  cha- 
racter have  been  recently  reported  to 
the  Superintendent  Engineer  of  the 
Portsmouth  Dockyard ;  whether  any  and 
what  inquiry  has  been  made,  and  by 
whom,  into  such  complaints ;  whether 
any  and  what  evidence  was  taken,  and 
with  what  result;  and  whether  any 
further  action  will  be  taken  in  the 
matter  ? 

*The  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  charges  referred  to  appear 
to  be  those  which  have  been  made 
periodically  since  1884,  with  regard  to 
irregularities  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
as  far  back  as  1883  in  connection  with 
•the  dredging  contract  at  Portsmouth. 
They  have  been  brought  forward  on  each 
occasion  by  bargemen  who  had  been  dis- 
charged by  the  contractor.  When  first 
made  they  were  investigated  by  the 
Admiral  Superintendent  and  the  Super- 
intending Engineer  of  the  Dockyard, 
and  they  have  subsequently  been  re- 
ported upon  by  successive  Superintend- 
ing Engineers,  and  it  has  always  been 
decided  that  they  were  groundless. 

THE    SOUTH    AFRICA    COMPANY. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  inasmuch  as  certain 
concessions  led  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  a  Charter  being  granted 
to  the  South  Africa  Company,  he  has 
been  made  aware  that  these  concessions 
do  not  belong  to  that  Company,  but  to 
another  Company  which  has  a  capital  of 
.£4,000,000,  representing  one-half  of  the 
value  of  these  concessions,  and  that  the 
Chartered  Company  is  merely  a  lessee  of 
the  aforesaid  Company,  receiving  one- 
half  of  the  net  income  derived  from  the 
concessions  in  consideration  of  bearing 
all  the  expenses  involved  in  the  obliga- 


tions that  the  Chartered  Company  haa 
undertaken  in  consideration  of  obtaining 
the  Charter,  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  aware  that  this  arrange- 
ment was  to  be  made  when  the  Charter 
was  granted ;  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  see  that  no  undue  influence  is  exer- 
cised by  the  Company  on  Lobengula  to 
induce  him  to  cede  land  to  the  Company 
in  addition  to  the  mining  rights  hitherto 
granted ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  seizure  on  the  part  of  the 
Company  of  Manica,  which  is  claimed 
by  Portugal,  and  to  the  imprison- 
ment and  deportation  of  Portuguese 
residing  in  Manica  by  the  Company; 
whether  there  is  any  limit  laid  down 
in  regard  to  the  area  over  which 
the  Chartered  Company  has  acquired 
rights  in  consequence  of  its  Charter; 
and,  if  not,  whether  such  limit  will  at 
once  be  laid  down ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  Clauses  3  and  4 
of  the  Charter  granted  to  the  Company, 
by  which  it  is  prohibited  from  exercising 
any  act  of  sovereignty  or  powers  of 
government  in  relation  to  any  treaty  or 
concession,  until  a  copy  of  such  conces- 
sion, grant,  or  treaty,  with  maps  and 
particulars,  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  he  has  signified 
his  approval  thereof  either  absolutely  or 
subject  to  any  conditions  or  reservations ; 
and  whether  the  so-called  Treaty  with 
Mutassa  in  respect  to  the  concessions 
granted  to  the  company  by  that  chief  in 
respect  to  Manica  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  ho  has  signi- 
fied his  approval  of  it ;  and,  if  not,  what 
action  it  is  contemplated  to  take  against 
the  Company  for  infringing  its  Charter, 
by  exercising  acts  of  sovereignty  and 
powers  of  government  in  Manica  under 
a  so-called  concession  from  Mutassa  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  In 
answer  to  the  first  question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  not,  when 
the  Charter  was  granted,  and  is  not, 
aware  that  the  facts  are  as  stated,  and  is 
not  responsible  for  the  details  of  the 
relations  between  the  British  South 
Africa  Company  and  any  other  Com- 
pany or  person  holding  concessions 
within  the  field  of  its  operations.  As 
regards  the  second  question.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  does  not  believe 
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that  any  improper  influence  has  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  Lobengula  by  the 
British  South  Africa  Company.  The 
answer  to  the  thiwl  question  is :  Yes.  In 
reply  to  the  fourth  question,  the  field  of 
operations  of  the  British  South  Africa 
Company  has  not  been  further  defined 
since  the  Charter  was  issued^  and  no 
further  steps  in  that  direction  will  be 
taken  while  the  negotiations  with  Por- 
tugal are  pending.  As  regards  the  last 
two  questions,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  familiar  with  the  clauses 
referred  to ;  and  they  are  not  yet  in  a 
position  to  consider  whether,  and  to 
what  extent,  the  Treaty  with  Mutassa 
should  receive  approval. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Has  the  Treaty 
with  Mutasa  been  submitted,  as  stipu- 
lated by  the  clauses,  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ? 
*Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  Yes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lay  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  That  will  be 
considered. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  received  information  that  the 
Charter  alleged  to  have  been  granted 
by  Portugal  to  the  Zambesi  Company 
contain  provisions  hostile  to  British 
interests ;  and  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  the  British  South  Africa 
Company  have  secured  a  concession  in  the 
Manica  Company  and  the  neighbouring 
territory  for  a  modus  vivendi,  the  Govern- 
ment will  recognise  such  concession  as 
the  basis  of  further  negotiation  1 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order  !  The  hon. 
Member  had  better,  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  will  put  it  to- 
morrow. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  : 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  Govern- 
ment exercise  no  control  over  the  con- 
cessions and  Sub-leases  granted  by  the 
Chartered  Company  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  No ;  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  to  understand  that. 

THE  CLEANEKS  OF  THE.  HOUSES  OF 
PARLIAMENT. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I    beg  to  ask 
the     First    Commissioner    of     Works 
JBaron  H,  de  Worms 


whether  arrangements  have  been  made 
by  which  the  cleaners  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament  will  be  placed  directly 
under  the  Office  of  Works,  will  receive 
their  pay  without  any  deduction  to  a 
middle  man,  and  will  have  a  half-holiday 
on  Saturdays  and  the  usual  annual  holi- 
day that  is  granted  to  other  working 
men  employed  in  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  oe 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  It  is  not  intended  to  increase  the 
number  of  workmen  employed  about  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  employed 
directly  under  the  Office  of  Works ;  but 
the  cleaners  will,  under  the  new  form  of 
contract,  which  comes  into  force  in  April 
next,  receive  their  pay  without  deduc- 
tion to  a  middleman,  and  will  not  be 
required  to  work  on  Saturday  afternoons 
except  under  very  special  circumstances, 
in  which  cases  they  would  receive  extra 
pay.  The  men  regularly  employed  about 
the  Houses  on  special  duty,  for  instance, 
in  the  ventilating  department,  are  paid 
by  the  week,  and  may  often  have  to 
work  for  long  hours  without  extra  pay. 
They,  therefore,  get  an  annual  holiday, 
which  is  not  given  to  contractors'  men^ 
who  are  paid  by  the  hour. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  And  the  annual 
holiday  1 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  Men  employed  by. 
the  Office  of  Works  are  paid  by  the  week» 
and  sometimes  do  extra  work  without 
receiving  extra  pay,  and  consequently 
an  annual  holiday  is  given  to  them. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL. 
Me.  HOWARD  VIN^CENT  (Sheffield, 
Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  the  Public  Trustee 
Bill,  which  has  twice  passed  the  Upper 
House,  will  be  reintroduced ;  and  if  the 
Select  Committee  promised  on  the  subject 
will  be  appointed  in  sufficient  time  to 
enable  it  to  report  sufficiently  early  for 
legislation  on  the  subject  to  be  efEected 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  trust  that  it  will  be 
reintroduced  in  the  course  of  a  very  few 
days,  and  I  think  that  the  best  course  will 
be  to  refer  it  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law. 
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ALIEN  ACT. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  is  in  a  position  to  state  the  results 
of  the  enforcement  of  the  Alien  Act  upon 
certain  routes  of  immigration  into  this 
country  frequented  by  pauper  foreigners  ? 
*The  president  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  the  statistics  with  regard 
to  this  matter  will  be  found  in  the 
Annual  Report  on  Emigration,  which 
will  shortly  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

ALLOTMENTS  BILL. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  it  is  cor- 
rectly stated,  in  a  number  of  War- 
wickshire papers,  that  the  Government 
contemplate  bringing  in  another  Allot- 
ments Bill,  giving  power  to  Local 
Authorities  to  take  land  compulsorily 
upon  lease  for  providing  allotments  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  have  changed 
their  views,  and  are  prepared  to  adopt 
the  principle  of  compulsory  leasing  1 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  No,  Sir. 

THE  EDUCATION  GRANT. 

Mr.  COBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  when  the  Return  will  be 
published  showing  the  expenditure  from 
the  Education  Grant  in  the  year  1890, 
the  number  of  elementary  schools,  and 
the  accommodation  and  number  of 
scholars  on  the  31st  August,  1890,  and 
the  results  of  inspection  and  examina- 
tion during  the  year  ending  31st  August, 
1890,  together  with  a  summary  of 
statistics  for  the  same  year,  in  continua- 
tion of  a  similar  Return  published  last 
year? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  oftheCOUN- 
CIL(SirW.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford): 
The  preparation  of  the  Return  is 
being  completed  in  the  ordinary  course, 
and  it  will  be  laid  before  Parliament  at 
the  usual  time  shortly  after  Easter. 

CARRIAGE  OF  LIVE  CATTLE  FROM 

AMERICA. 
Mr.  CHARLES  WILSON  (Hull,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 


of  Trade  whether  the  Government  is 
intending  to  make  any  and  what  regula- 
tions or  restrictions  as  to  the  carriage 
of  live  cattle  across  the  Atlantic  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  CHAPUif,  Lincoln- 
shire,  Sleaford) :  Perhaps  .the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
question.  The  hon,  Member  is  probably 
aware  that  a  Joint  Departmental  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  and 
the  'Board  of  Trade  is  at  this  moment 
examining  into  the  question  of  the 
transit  of  cattle  across  the  Atlantic,  and 
I  think  it  would  De  desirable  to  wait  for 
the  Report  of  that  Committee  beforo 
deciding  what  alterations,  if  any,  may 
be  necessary  in  the  regulations  existing 
at  present. 

GWYLWYN  SETT  QUARRY, 
CARNARVON. 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
<kc):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  any,  and,  if  any,, 
what,  progress  has  been  made  with  the 
negotiations  for  the  lease  of  the  Gwyl- 
wyn  Sett  Quarry,  iPistyll,  Carnarvon- 
shire ;  and  if  a  lease  has  been  granted, 
what  provision  (if  any)  has  been  made 
to  ensure  the  continuous  working  of  that 
quarry? 

TheSECRETARYto  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  There  has 
been  some  delay,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say 
the  negotiations  are  not  yet  concluded, 
but  the  Welsh  Granite  Company  have 
been  requested  to  return  the  draft  lease 
for  engrossment  by  the  31st  inst. ;  so  I 
hope  by  the  [end  of  the  month  that  we 
shall  have  an  ^answer  accepting  or  de- 
clining. 

TRADE  AND  TREATIES  COMMITTEE. 
Sir  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade^ 
whether  the  Trade  and  Treaties  Com- 
mittee have  yet  sent  in  any  Reports  to 
Her  Majesty *s  Government ;  and,  if  so, 
when  will  such  Reports  be  circulated  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  first 
Report  of  the  Committee  has  just  been 
received  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  will  be  carefully  considered.  0£ 
course,  it  must  be  a  matter  for  future 
decision  whether,  and  when,  it  should  bs: 
published. 
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MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT. 

.  Mk.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to 
•ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  he  has  come  to  a  decision  upon 
the  means  of  prosecuting  at  the  public 
expense  ofEenders  against  "The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1887/'  and  if  fresh 
legislation  will  be  necessary  ? 

*SiE  M.  mCKS  BEACH :  There  has 
been  some  delay  in  this  matter,  as  it  has 
required  very  careful  consideration  from 
a  legal  point  of  view ;  but  I  am  advised 
that  legislation  will  not  be  required  to 
•enable  the  Bieport  of  the  Committee  on 
this  point  to  be  carried  into  efEect.  I  am 
in  communication  with  the  Attorney 
General  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
should  be  done,  and  I  propose,  of  course, 
to  address  a  communication  to  the 
Treasury  on  the  subject. 

EVICTION  OP  MINERS. 
Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
IT.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
threatened  eviction  of  several  hundred 
miners,  with  their  families,  from  their 
houses  at  Selksworth  Colliery,  near 
Sunderland ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
the  distress  and  danger  to  health  likely 
to  ensue  from  evictions  at  this  season  of 
the  year,  ho  will  communicate  with  the 
Local  Authorities  for  the  district,  with 
the  object  of  securing  proper  temporary 
accommodation  for  the  evicted  families  ? 
*Mb.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  no  informa- 
•tion  except  that  derived  from  the  news- 
papers. I  earnestly  hope  the  contin- 
gency referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
may  not  arise.  The  duty  of  the 
Guardians  is  restricted  to  the  relief  of 
■destitution. 

MAIL  SERVICE  TO  STORNOWAY. 

Mr.  RAYMOND  HEATH  (Lincoln, 
Louth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  inefficiency  of  the  mail 
service  between  Stomoway  and  the 
mainland;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
owing  to  her  faulty  construction,  de- 
ficiency in  steam  power,  and  insufficient 
size,  the  steamer  Lochiel  is  quite 
unsuited  to  carry  the  mails,  as  she 
cannot  keep  up  to  time  in  any  but  the 
•finest  weather ;  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  put   the   contract   for   carrying  the 


mails  between  Stomoway  and  the 
mainland  up  to  open  competition  on 
the  first  opportunity;  and  when  will 
the  present  contract  terminate  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University) :  I  am 
aware  that  complaints  have  been  made 
relative  to  the  mail  packet  service  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers ;  but  the 
contractor  does  his  best  with  the  means 
at  his  disposal,  and  is  not  prepared  to 
employ  a  larger  and  more  poweifHl 
steamer  without  additional  subsidy. 
The  existing  contract  cannot  be  termi- 
nated before  the  31st  December  next^ 
and  meanwhile  I  have  the  intention  of 
offering  the  service  to  open  competition. 

BATTERY  AND  EARTHWORKS  NEAR 
SUNDERLAND. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State*  for  War 
whether  it  is  true  that  he  is  negotiating 
for  the  purchase  of  a  large  quantity  of 
land  north  of  Roker-on-Sea  (near  Sun- 
derland), for  the  purpose  of  constructing 
a  battery  and  earthworks;  and,  if  so, 
will  he  issue  instructions  for  the  speedy 
removal  of  the  obsolete  gun  battery 
stituated  near  Roker  Park,  and  which, 
when  used,  is  a  nuisance  and  source  of 
danger  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood, as  well  as  to  the  large  inshore 
traffic  of  fishing  and  pleasure  boats  1 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  •for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  No,  Sir ;  no  such  negotia- 
tions have  taken  place. 

SAVINGS  BANK  CLERKS. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  his 
Order  compelling  the  clerks  employed  in 
the  Savings  Bank  Department  to  work 
for  two  hours  beyond  the  usual  time 
each  day,  except  on  Saturdays,  applies 
to  the  whole  of  the  stafE ;  and  whether 
the  payment  for  this  compulsory  over- 
time is  in  each  case  at  a  rate  not  less 
than  that  received  for  work  done  during 
official  hours  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES :  The  Order  referred  to 
in  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  applies  to  the  whole  of  the  male 
staff,  with  the  exception  of  such  super- 
intending officers  as  are  not  required. 
The  payment  for  extra  duty  is  rateable 
on  the  salaries  up  to  a  maximum  of 
Is.  6d.  an  hour. 
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THE  WRITERS  IN  THE  STATISTICAL 
ABSTRACTING  DEPARTMENT. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
ihe  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
the  Board  of  Customs  have  been  informed 
of  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  respecting 
the  future  status  and  rates  of  pay  of  the 
writers  in  the  Statistical  Abstracting 
Department;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
cause  of  delay  in  the  issue  of  the  new 
scheme  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Board 
of  Customs  were  informed  of  the  Treasury 
decision  on  the  19th  ult.,  and  are  occu- 
pied in  settling  the  details  of  the  scheme, 
which  contains  arrangements  afEecting 
other  divisions  of  the  Statistical  Office 
besides  the  writers.  I  have  asked  the 
Commissioners  to  proceed,  if  possible,  at 
once  with  the  portion  afEecting  the 
writers. 

THE  SINKING  FUND. 
Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
where,  as  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Bill,  a  Government  Stock  is  created,  the 
yearly  interest  and  sinking  fund  of 
which  are  provided  by  Terminable 
Annuities,  whether  there  are  any  pre- 
cedents for  lending  the  capital  value  of 
the  Sinking  Fund  on  real  estate  for 
Sxed  periods,  extending  beyond  the  date 
of  the  termination  of  the  Annuities  ;  and, 
if  there  are  such  precedents,  will  he  state 
them  to  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  there  are  any  such  precedents ; 
bub  what  the  hon.  Member  suggests 
really  would  not  happen,  because  it  is 
not  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  employ  the 
Sinking  Fund.  The  Sinking  Fund  will 
bo  employed  only  in  the  ordinary  way 
that  Sinking  Funds  are  employed. 

*Mr.  KEAY :  The  phrase  used  in  the 
question  is  "the  capital  value  of  the 
Sinking  Fund,"  not  the  Sinking  Fund 
itself. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  wait  for  a  Return  which  is  being 
prepared  it  will  clear  up  this  matter 
altogether. 

THE  MALAY  PENINSULA. 
Mr.   de    LISLE   (Leicester,  Mid):   I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  there  is  any 


foundation  for  the  report,  published  in 
the  Globe  of  26th  January,  that  Germany 
is  endeavouring  to  obtain  from  the  King 
of  Siam  the  cession  of  a  port  and  some 
territory  in  the  Malay  Peninsula,  North 
of  Penang,  and  South  of  British  Burma  : 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
haVe  any  information  as  to  whether  such 
cession  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  Siamese  Dependency  of 
Kedah,  formerly  under  British  pro- 
tection ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  roR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Ferousson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  Sir, 
we  have  reason  to  believe  that  there  is 
no  foundation  for  that  report. 

MESSRS.  BRASS. 
Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  when  the  contract 
with  Messrs.  Brass  for  the  supply  of 
workmen  to  Government  Offices  expires ; 
and  whether  on  its  termination  the 
Government  will  dispense  with  the  ser- 
vices of  middlemen,  by  engaging  and 
placing  under  the  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment Clerks  of  Works  all  workmen  em- 
ployed at  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  the 
British  Museum,  and  other  Government 
Offices  ? 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  contract  with 
Messrs.  Brass  expires  on  the  3 1st  of  March 
next.  The  system  of  this  and  similar  con- 
tracts entered  into  by  the  Office  of  Works 
has  been  carefully  inquired  into  in  the 
course  of  the  past  year  by  a  Depart- 
mental Committee,  which  has  advised 
that  the  practice  of  working  through 
contractors  should  be  continued,  but 
under  new  regulations  in  regard  to  the 
payment  of  wages.  I  do  not  admit  that 
under  the  existing  contract  middlemen 
are  employed  in  the  sense  which  seems 
to  be  suggested  by  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member;  but,  under  the  new 
system,  the  sums  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  wages  will  not  be  subject  to 
any  discount  or  to  any  other  deduction  by 
the  contractor.  An  invitation  to  tender  for 
the  new  contract  will  in  a  few  days  be 
issued,  and  that  will  fully  set  out  the 
conditions  to  which  I  have  referred. 

Mr.  CREMER :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table  the  terms  of 
any  contract  proposed  to  be  entered 
into? 
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*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  liave  already 
stated  that  the  invitation  to  tender  will 
convey  all  the  information  asked  for,  and 
I  hope  it  will  he  satisfactory.  If  after- 
wards the  hon.  Memher  wishes  to  see 
the  form  of  contract  I  should  be  glad  to 
show  them  to  him ;  or,  if  it  be  necessary, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  publish 
them. 

Mb.  CREMER:  I  do  not  gather 
whether  there  will  be  any  deduction 
made  by  the  contractor  from  the  wages 
of  the  workmen  as  voted  by  the  House. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET  :  There  will  be  no  sort 
of  discount  or  deduction  whatever. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Pinsbury,  E.) : 
Is  there  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table 
a  statement  of  the  terms  before  they  are 
adopted  ? 

*Mr.  PLUNKET :  It  will  be  seen  as 
soon  as  the  invitation  is  issued  what  the 
terms  of  the  contract  are,  and  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  then  be  satisfied. 

MAGAZINE   RIFLE. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  drawings  and 
specifications  of  the  changes  made  in  the 
Magazine  Rifle  in  the  new  issue  Mark 
IL? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  changes 
which  are  contemplated  were  indicated 
in  general  terms  in  answer  to  a  previous 
question  ;  but  I  am  quite  willing  to  lay 
on  the  Table  a  more  detailed  and  specific 
list  of  the  suggested  improvements. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS :  How  are  we 
to  discuss  the  details  of  this  weapon 
unless  we  know  what  changes  have  been 
adopted  1 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  1  have  no  desire 
to  keep  back  any  information ;  but,  to 
speak  frankly,  I  do  not  think  theHouse  is 
competent  to  settle  the  details  of  a  ques- 
tion like  this. 

RAWNSLEY  BOARD  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  LABOUGHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  closing 
of  the  Infant  Department  of  the  Board 
School,  Rawnsley,  Staffordshire ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  there  was  sufficient 
accommodation  for  infants  at  the 
Rawnsley  School,  and  that  such  closing 
was  resolved  on    against    the  express 


wish  and  despite  the  protest  of  the 
parents  of  the  children  attending  the 
school ;  whether,  prior  to  closing  such 
infant  school,  the  Cannock  School  Board 
satisfied  the  Education  Department  that 
the  infant  school  was  unnecessary,  or 
whether  the  school  has  been  closed  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  Education 
Department ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  nearest  school  is  Hazel  Slade  Church 
School,  1,726  yards  distant  from  the 
Rawnsley  School,  and  more  than  a  mile 
and  a  half  distant  from  the  homes  of  some 
of  the  infant  children,  who  have,  in  conse« 
quence,  to  walk  from  four  to  six  miles, 
twice  going  and  returning  each  day; 
whether  parents  of  infants  residing  in 
Rawnsley  have  been  prosecuted  for  not 
sending  their  children  to  Hazel  Slade 
Church  School ;  whether  bye-laws  of  the 
Cannock  School  Board  have  been 
recently  altered  so  as  to  deprive  the 
parents  of  excuse  if  residing  more  than 
one  mile  from  the  school ;  and  whether 
the  Department  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  in  the  matter  ? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  A  small  in- 
fants' class,  which  was  attached  to  the 
Board  School  at  Rawnsley  for  some  years^ 
has  been  discontinued,  but  I  am  not 
aware  on  what  grounds.  No  complaint 
has  been  made  as  to  the  inadequacy  or 
inconvenience  of  the  present  accommoda- 
tion for  infants ;  but  in  view  of  the  cir* 
cumstances  described  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, the  Department  will  make  further 
inquiries.  The  alteration  of  the  bye- 
laws  has  only  reduced  the  limit  which 
constitutes  a  reasonable  excuse,  from  two 
and  a  half  miles,  to  two  miles. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 

Me.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Worli 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  public 
Press,  that  a  competition  is  to  be  held 
for  plans  to  complete  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  publish  the  conditions  of  the  com- 
petition ;  and  whether  plans  and  models 
have  already  been  prepared  and  paid  for 
by  the  public,  to  complete  the  buildings 
in  harmony  with  the  large  portion  already 
erected ;  and  whether  these  plans  have 
been  approved  of  by  the  Museum  au- 
thorities ? 

Dr.  tanner  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  the  question,  I  wish, 
to  know  whether  the  competition  is  to 


1153  Prlmi^s  BUI  Procedure       JJakuart  27,  1891}  (Scoiland)  Bill.         1154 


be  confined  to  the  architects  ali^ady 
selected,  or  will  be  open,  as  was  the  case 
of  tlio  Law  Courts^  to  other  plans  Bent 
in  too  late  for  tlie  competition  i 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  It  is  tme  that  a 
limited  competition  has  been  invited  for 
plans  to  complete  the  South  Kensington 
Museum.  Eight  gentlemen  have  been 
so  invited,  foar  of  them  named  bj  the 
Council  of  the  Royal  Institute  of  British 
Architects,  and  four  by  the  Office  of 
Works.  It  is  also  trne  that  plans  were 
prepared  by  the  late  General  Scott  and 
paid  for  as  part  of  General  Scott's 
official  duties  when  he  was  Director  of 
the  Works  at  South  Kensington.  I 
believe  that,  so  far  as  they  went,  they 
were  approved  of  l>y  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  ;  but  these  plans  were 
never  put  forward  in  a  completed  state, 
nor  were  they  ever  approved  of  by  the 
Office  of  Works.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork,  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  one  of  the  gentlemen  named  by  me 
is  ft  very  distinguished  Irish  architect. 

Mn.  BARTLEY  :  Have  the  Museum 
Authorities  been  consulted  in  drawing 
up  the  conditions  of  the  competition  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  have  been  formally  con- 
sulted j  but  I  am  quit©  sure  the  condi- 
iions  will  meet  with  their  entire 
approval. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  CLERKS. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell,N.): 

I   beg   to   ask   the    First   Lord    of    the 

Treasury  whether,  in  accordance  with 

the  Treasury  Minnies  of  10th  August, 

1889,  and  4th  February,  1890,  and  of 
the  Order  in  Council   of    21st  March, 

1890,  relating  to  the  clerks  of  the 
Second  Division  of  the  Civil  Service, 
any  recommendations  have  been  received 
irom  the  Heads  of  Be  pari  men  ts  for  the 
promotion  of  meritorious  clerks  of  that 
Division;  how  long  any  such  recom- 
mendations have  been  before  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  what  action  has  been  taken 
with  regard  t^^  them  1 

♦The  laRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) ;  Some  promotions  of  Second 
Division  clerks  have  been  made,  upon 
the  recommendation  of  Heads  of  Depart- 
ments, to  vacancies  in  the  First  Division 
and  to  certain  staff  places*  Other  re- 
cotumendations  affecting  clerks  of  the 
Second  Division  have  been  received  as 


part  of  change  of  organisation  arifilng 
out  of  the  Order  in  Council  of  March 
21,  1890.  In  certain  cases  no  decision 
has  been  arrived  at  on  these  recom- 
mendations, because  the  changes  of 
organisation  are  Btill  under  considera- 
tion, 

THE  PROBATE  AND  DIVORCE  COURT. 
Mr.  JOHN  KELLY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
proposed  tci  make  any  alteration  with 
reference  to  the  very  extensive  patron- 
age now  vested  in  the  President  of  the 
Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty  Divi- 
sion before  any  successor  to  Sir  James 
Hannen  is  appointed ;  and  whether,  if  such 
alteration  should  bo  made,  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  securing  a  fair  prospect  of 
promotion  to  the  highest  offices  to  those 
who  may  have  filled  efBciently  the 
higher  and  subordinate  offices  ? 

•Mh.  W.  H,  SMITH:  The  right  of 
appointment  to  offices  in  the  Probate, 
Divorce,  and  Admiralty  Division  is 
vested  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  the 
President  for  the  time  being ;  and  Her 
Majesty  having  been  pleased  to  approve  of 
Mr.  Jeune  as  the  new  Judge,  Mr.  Justice 
Butt  has  already,  as  senior  Judge  of  the 
Division,  by  virtue  of  the  Judicature 
Acts  become  President.  No  alteration, 
as  far  I  know,  is  likely  to  be  j^^roposed 
in  the  prospects  of  the  clerks  of  the 
Probate  Registry,  where  the  opportuni- 
ties of  rising  appear  to  bo  better  than 
in  any  other  department  of  the  Supremo 
Court. 

TOWN  HOLDINGS. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W,)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury when  the  Town  Holdings  Com- 
mittee will  be  re* appointed,  with  the 
addition  of  the  Scotch  Members  to  the 
Committee,  to  consider  the  Scotch  branch 
of  the  subject,  as  promised  by  the 
aovemment  on  lOth  May,  1S90  ? 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Town  Hold- 
ings Committe43  will  be  re-appointed  aa 
soon  as  possible,  and  the  promise  of  the 
Government  as  to  the  addition  of  the 
Scotch  Members  will  not  be  overlooked. 

PRIVATE    BILL    PROCEDUEE    (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Sta  JULIAN  GULDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
cms,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  af 
the    Treasury   whether,   in  nominating 
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the  Committee  on  the  Private  Bill  Pro- 
cedure (Scotland)  Bill,  he  will  take  care 
that  English  and  Irish  Members  are 
fairly  represented,  as  the  principles 
adopted  with  regard  to  Scotland  will 
guide  future  legislation  with  regard  to 
England  and  Ireland  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  In  nominatmg 
the  Committee  on  the  Private  Bill  Pro- 
cedure (Scotland)  Bill  care  will  be  taken 
that  English  and  Irish  Members  are 
fairly  represented. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  speaks 
with  authority  when  he  says  that  "  the 
principles  adopted  with  regard  to  Scot- 
land would  guide  future  legislation  with 
regard  to  England  and  Ireland  ? " 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  hon.  Baronet 
speaks  on  his  own  responsibility. 

IRISH  LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  a  Memorial  has  been  received 
from  the  Guardians  of  the  Bandon 
Union,  County  Cork,  urging  the  con- 
struction  of  a  light  railway  between 
Crookstown  and  Enniskeane,  and  if  this 
Memorial  has  been  considered ;  and  with 
what  result  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity): No  Memorial  of  the  nature 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  has 
been  received  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Dr. 
Tanner, 

Mr.  MADDEN  said :  Any  suggestion 
made  by  the  Guardians  will  receive 
careful  consideration. 

HAULBOWLINE  DOCKS. 
Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  when  the  Haul- 
bowline  Docks  in  Cork  Harbour  will  be 
completed ;  whether  any  practical  advance 
has  been  made  to  provide  these  docks 
with  the  necessary  fitting  shops  ;  whether 
any  employment  for  labour  will  be 
afforded  to  local  workmen  ;  and  what 
has  been  the  cost  up  to  the  present 
time  in  the  construction  of  the  docks  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  dock  and 
basins   at    Haulbowline    are    complete. 
Existing  buildings  and   machinery  are 
jSir  Julian  Goldsmid 


being  adapted  or  provided  for  fitters'' 
workshops,  and  will  shortly  be  completed 
Work  connected  with  repairs  and  main- 
tenance will  be  done  by  local  labour,, 
and,  in  the  case  of  new  works  done  by 
contract,  suitable  local  firms  would  be 
invited  to  tender  as  well  as  other  firms*. 
The  works  in  connection  with  the  exten- 
sion of  the  yard  and  other  accessory 
works  and  buUdings  have  cost  approxi- 
mately £600,000. 

Dr.  TANNER:  How  soon  will  it  be- 
possible  to  accommodate  ships  of  the  size 
which  now  frequent  Cork  Harbour  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  am  not  sure 
that  that  can  be  done  all  at  once ;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  possible  in  the  course  of 
a  few  months. 

H.M.S.  SSAXNOK. 
Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First- 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  H.M.S.  Shannon^  which  has- 
been  employed  as  a  guardship  in  Bantry 
Bay,  was  recently  sent  to  Plymouth  for 
repairs  to  its  deck;  whether  such 
repairs  could  have  been  efficiently,  and 
with  less  cost,  carried  out  at  Passage 
We^  in  Cork  Harbour ;  and  whether,  in. 
view  of  the  great  distress  prevailing  at 
Passage,  any  necessary  repairs  of  ships- 
of  the  Royal  Navy  stationed  on  the 
South  Coast  of  Ireland,  which  could  be 
effected  satisfactorily  and  with  economy^ 
might  be  done  in  the  Passage  docks  1 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  The  Sharmorb 
has  gone  to  Devonport  for  her  annual 
refit,  repairs,  and  stores,  and  the  class  of 
work  required  could  not  have  been  done- 
by  any  private  dockyard. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  CRIMES 
ACT. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  remind  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  on  the  first 
day  of  the  Session  he  was  good  enough-, 
to  promise  me  a  day  for  raising  a  discus- 
sion on  certain  matters  connected  with 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland, 
and  may  I  ask  him  whether  it  would  be 
convenient  for  him  to  name  a  day  on 
Thursday  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  I  may  be 
in  a  position  to  give  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman  an  answer  on  Thursday. 
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TRADE  AND  NAVIGATION. 
Accounts  ordered — 

**  Helating  to  the  Trade  and  Navigation  of 
the  United  Eiogdom  for  each  month  daring  the 
year  1891."— (/S»r  Miehael  Sieka  Beaeh,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  58.] 

«  R.  r.  CURRAN  AND  OTHERS." 

Address  for — 

"  Revised  Report  from  the  Western  Morning 
Kewi  of  the  lOtti  day  of  January,  1891,  of  the 
Judgment  delivered  on  the  9th  day  of  January, 
1891,  by  H.  M.  Bompas,  Esquire*  Q.O.,  Re- 
corder of  Plymouth,  upon  an  Appeal  against 
the  Conviction  of  Onrran,  Matthews,  and  Shep- 
heard  under  Section  seven  of  '  The  Conspiracy 
and  Protection  of  Property  Act,  1876/  **—[^Mr, 
Stuart  Wortley,) 

LICENSED  PREMISES  (SCOTLAND). 
Return  ordered — 

**  Of  Particulars,  with  Abstract  added,  relat- 
ing to  Premises  Licensed  for  the  Sale  of  In- 
toxicating Liquors  in  the  Burghs  (Glasgow 
excepted)  and  Counties  of  Scotland,  in  the  fol- 
lowing form  : 


Address  of  Premises,  Street,  and 
Number. 

Name  and  Address  of  Owner jof 
Premises. 

Name  of  Holder  of  Licence. 
1 

Annual  Rental  of  Premises. 

Estimated  Population  of    each  Ward 
in  Towns  and  of  each  County. 

Number  of  Licences  per  1,000  of 
Population. 

i 
1 

Grocer. 

8 

«M 

o 

1 

Public  House.                                      S 

1 

3 
525 

Hotel.                                                  y 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Christopher  Furness,  esquire,  for  the- 
Borough  of  The  Hartlopools. 


MOTIONS. 

THE    PARLIAMENTARY     OATH     (MIL 
BRADLAUGHt) 

(4.10.)  Me.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N".> 
in  rising  to  move — 

<*  That  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of  the 
22nd  day  of  June,  1880^'  That,  having  regards 
to  the  Reports  and  Proceedings  of  two  Select 
Committees  appointed  by  this  House,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  take  the  oath  or 
make  the  affirmation  mentioned  in  the  Statute 
29  Vic,  c.  19,  and  the  31  and  32  Vic,  c  72,*— 
be  expunged  from  the  Journals  of  this  House,  as- 
being  subversive  of  the  rights  ol  the  whole 
body  of  Electors  of  this  Kingdom  " 

said :  I  am  sure  that  in  every  part  of  the 
House  there  will  be  one  feeling  of  regret 
and  of  sympathy  with  respect  to  the  un- 
fortunate illness  of  the  hon.  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr:  Brad- 
laugh), which  disables  him  from  moving 
the  Resolution  which  stands  in  his- 
name.  In  compliance  with  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
Member  on  a  subject  that  naturally 
lies  near  to  his  heart,  I  have  taken  upon/ 
myself  to  move  that  Resolution.  In  the 
few  words  which  I  propose  to  address 
to  the  House  in  explanation  of 
the  Motion,  I  trust  that  I  may  avoid  a 
single  word  that  would  stir  up  bitter 
memories  of  past  controversies,  and  I 
shall  confine  myself  to  stating  briefly  the 
facts  on  which  the  Motion  is  based.  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  those  hon. 
Members  who  had  seats  in  the  House- 
between  the  years  1880  and  1885  that  a 
long  series  of  painful  controversies  took 
place  in  regard  to  the  position  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  and  that  on 
June' 22,  1880,  a  Resolution  was  arrived 
at  by  the  House  declaring  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  be  permitted  to  take 
the  oath  or  make  the  affirmation  required 
by  statute.  There  were  two  views  pre- 
sented to  the  House  at  that  time  of  the^ 
rights  and  duty  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons with  respect  to  Members  taking 
the  oath  or  making  the  affirmation.  On 
one  side  it  was  contended  that  the  rights 
and  duty  of  the  House  were  of  a  purely 
ministerial  character ;  that  its  sole  duty 
was  to  S3e  that  the  forms  prescribed  by 


1159    The  Parliamentary  Oath       {COMMONS}  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),         1160 


law  were  duly  observed;  that  if  any 
controversy  were  raised  as  to  the  legal 
^fEect  of  what  was  done  in  any  particular 
case,  that  should  properly  be  determined 
in  the  Courts  of  Law,  where  a  legal 
remedy  is  provided  if  the  oath  is  im- 
properly taken ;  and  that  a  long  course 
of  experience  has  shown  that  this  House 
lias  seldom  been  happy  when  it  has  tres- 
passed beyond  the  strict  sphere  of  its  legal 
•duty.  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  con- 
tended that  the  House  had  a  right  to 
interfere  between  a  Member  and  his 
taking  his  seat.  Whatever  views  may 
bo  entertained  on  that  question,  the  fact 
remains  that  in  1886  and  1887,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  took  the 
oath  at  the  Table,  the  House  abandoned 
the  position  it  had  formerly  taken 
up  and  did  not  interfere  with  his 
taking  the  oath.  And  again,  in  1888, 
mainly  by  the  exertions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  himself,  an 
Act  was  passed  which  for  ever  puts  an 
end  to  the  cause  of  the  controversy 
which  then  existed.  In  these  con- 
troversies there  was  not  only  a  political, 
but  a  personal  element.  I  remember 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
himself  when  he  spoke  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House  referring  to  the  language 
which  had  been  showered  upon  him, 
and  expressing  himself  thus : — "  How 
unworthy  I  am  that  this  controversy 
^should  have  to  be  decided  in  my  person." 
At  that  time  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  darkened 
by  a  great  cloud  of  misconception.  I 
Relieve  it  will  be  universally  admitted 
that  of  those  who  from  personal  motives 
.and  considerations  at  that  time  were 
•opposed  to  his  admission  to  the  House — 
sincerely  and  conscientiously  opposed  to 
it — there  are  now  very  few  who  by  this 
time  have  not  entirely  changed  their 
opinion.  I  think  all  will  be  agreed  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
displayed  a  most  devoted  attention  to 
his  public  duties,  unwearied  industry, 
conscientiousness,  and  great  ability,  and 
I  think  I  shall  have  the  assent  of 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House  when 
I  say  that  there  is  no  Member  who 
■exhibits  greater  courtesy  and  fairness  to 
his  opponents  than  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  With  regard  to  the 
form  of  the  Motion,  it  has  been  framed 
upon  the  precedent  in  Wilkes's  case. 
In  that  case  the  Motion  that  was 
J/r,  Hunter 


adopted  on  May  3,  1782,  was  that  a 
certain  Resolution  should  be  expunged 
from  the  Journals  *'  as  being  subversive 
of  the  rights  of  the  whole  body  of 
electors  of  this  kingdom,"  so  that  the 
present  Motion  is  framed  strictly  on 
precedent ;  but  I  believe  I  am  expressing 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  saying  that  if  there  is 
any  difficulty  about  accepting  those 
words  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
satisfied  with  a  Motion  rescinding  the 
Resolution  of  1880.  I  believe  that  I 
shall  best  consult  the  wishes  of  the 
House  by  now  leaving  in  its  hands  the 
Motion  which  I  beg  to  move. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  fiesolatioii  of  this  House  of  the 
22nd  day  of  June  1880,  '  That  having  regard 
to  the  Eteports  and  Proceedings  of  two  Select 
Committees  appointed  by  this  House,  Mr. 
Bradlaagh  be  not  permitted  to  take  the  Oath 
or  make  the  Affirmation  mentioned  in  the 
Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  72,'  be  expunged  from  the  Journals  of  this 
House,  as  being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the 
body  of  Electors  of  this  Kingdom.*' — (Jff. 
Hunter,) 

*(4.17.)  The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 
(Sir  E.  Clarke,  Plymouth):  The  hon. 
Member  has  moved  the  Resolution  which 
he  has  proposed  to  the  House  with  much 
moderation,  recognising  that  it  is  a 
serious  thing  which  he  wishes  the  House 
to  do — namely,  to  'erase  as  &f  as  may  be 
from  its  records  an  incident  which  is 
undoubtedly  of  a  very  remarkable  and 
very  important  character.  The  hon. 
Member  has  not  gone  into  that  discussion 
of  precedents  which  took  place  when  this 
matter  was  last  debated  in  this  House, 
in  the  earlier  part  of  1889.  He  may  be 
sure  that  there  is  no  one  in  this 
House  who  does  not  feel  sympathy 
and  regret  as  to  the  causes  which 
prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  himself  from 
being  in  the  House  to  argue  his 
own  case.  But  the  suggestion  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  made  to  the 
House,  and  which  was  made  about  two 
years  ago  and  was  then  rejected,  is  a 
Resolution  of  a  serious  character,  and 
should  be  justified — if  it  is  justified  at 
all — by  reference  to  some  considerations 
of  public  expediency  or  to  some  prece- 
dents in  our  Parliamentary  history.  In 
the  Debate  which  took  place  two  years 
ago   several  precedents  were  stated  to 
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liftve  occurred  for  the  erasure  of  a  Reso- 
lution of  this  kind,  but  to-night  the 
hoQ.  Member  Ims  mentioned  only  the 
caae  of  John  Wilkes,  who  in  1769  was 
declared  by  a  Resolution  of  tbia 
House  incapable  of  Bitting  in  Par- 
liament, but  who  afterwards  sat  in 
Parliament  from  1774  to  1782,  and  who 
then,  after  a  series  of  almost  annual 
Motions,  succeeded  in  obtaining  the 
consent  of  the  House  to  the  erasure  of 
that  Resolution.  That  certainly  was  an 
interesting  and  notable  incident,  but 
the  House  must  remember  what  the  cir- 
cumstances were  under  which  the  Reso- 
lution of  reseision  was  passed;  that  it 
liad  been  moved  year  after  year  from 
1774  to  1782,  and  in  1782  it  was  carried 
in  the  House  of  Commons  in  a  very 
small  House,  in  spite  of  the  protest  of 
Mr,  Fox.  It  was  carried  by  a  House  so 
smaU  in  its  numbers  as  to  make  the 
question  of  the  reseision  of  that  Reso- 
lution one  of  very  little  importance 
indeed — \OpiKmlion  cries  of  "  Ob  !'*] 
— of  very  little  importance  indeed,  be- 
cause it  had  only  been  rescinded  by  the 
House  when  it  was  weary  of  the  impor- 
tunity of  successive  years,  and  in  a  House 
very  much  smaller  than  that  in  which 
the  Resolution  was  originally  carried. 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  conceded  that  the 
autliority  of  a  decision  of  the  House  of 
Commons  depends  very  much  upon  the 
number  of  Members  present  in  the 
House  at  the  time  when  the  decision  is 
taken.  If  there  ]md  been  a  distinct 
controversy  raised,  and  a  Resolution 
passed  in  a  large  House  with  many  Mem- 
bers in  attendance,  and  it  was  afterwards 
rescinded  in  a  very  much  smaller  House 
than  that  in  which  it  was  passed  and 
without  so  distinct  a  challenge  having 
been  raised,  its  reseision  would  be,  I 
venture  to  say,  of  comparatively  small 
importance.  We  are  now  asked,  in 
a  small  House,  to  deal  with  a  Resolution 
wliich,  on  the  22nd  of  June,  1880,  was 
passed  after  a  long  and  important  dis- 
cussion by  a  House  consisting  of  over 
000  Members.  Supposing  that  the  Reso- 
lution was  not  such  as  the  House  would 
now  accept^  is  it  according  to  the 
traditions  of  the  House,  and  useful, 
that  tliat  Resolution  should  be  ex- 
punged from  the  proceeding  of  the 
House?  1  venture  to  say  that 
it  is  not.  I  venture  to  say  that 
thero  is  no  precedent  for  it  of  any 
VOL.  CCCXLIX*     [thied  sebies.] 


value  at  all,  except  the  case  of  Wilkes,  I 
and  in  that  case  not  only  wnai 
the  Motion  passed  under  the  circum-( 
stances  to  which  I  have  referred^  but 
the  Resolution  which  it  was  sought  to 
rescind  declared  that  Wilkes  was  inca- 
pable of  sitting  in  Parlkment.  But  at 
the  time  when  the  Resolution  was  moved 
Wilkes  was  sitting  in  ParUament,  and 
had  been  doing  so  for  some  years* 
Therefore  it  may  have  appeared  to 
Members  that  an  anomaly  existed  which 
they  ought  to  correct,  and  that  they 
should  not  leave  on  the  records  of  the 
House  a  Resolution  excluding  a  Member 
who  in  fact  had  been  sitting  in  the 
House  for  many  years.  But  these  things 
being  remembered  in  the  case  of  Wilkes, 
I  would  ask  the  House  what  useful  pur- 
pose would  be  gained  by  the  excising  of 
the  Resolution  passed  in  18801  Nothing 
can  do  away  with  the  fact  that  in  1880, 
after  serious  challenge  and  a  substantial 
Debate,  the  House  of  Commons  came 
to  the  Resolution  now  complained  of. 
No  number  of  Resolutions  passed  by 
this  House  now  or  hereafter  can  remove 
that  fact  from  the  Parliamentary  history  , 
of  tho  country.  Whether  it  was  right  J 
or  wrong,  it  was  a  resolution  taken  and 
an  act  done  by  the  House,  and  I 
confers  that  it  seems  to  me  childish  to 
strike  out  from  the  records  of  the  House 
an  incident  which  must  remain  cele- 
brated in  tliejhi story  of  this  House.  But, 
secondly,  supposing  that  it  is  desired 
contradSct  the  assertions  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, a  more  direct  way  would  have  l>een 
to  submit  to  the  House  a  Resolution 
raising  the  real  question  which  was  raised 
in  1880,  If  that  were  raised,  I  should 
be  very  glad  indeed  to  meet  such  a 
Resolution,  and  to  maintain  that  the 
original  Re  solution  was  right,  and  that  the 
act  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  not  only 
within  its  legal  and  moral  competency, 
but  an  act  which  the  House  was  bound, 
in  protection  of  its  own  dignity,  to  do.  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  note  what  the 
Resolution  is  that  was  passed  in  June, 
1880,  and  which  it  is  now  sought  in 
some  way  or  another  to  get  rid  of.  It 
says  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  neither 
be  permitted  to  affirm  nor  to  take  oath, 
and  the  ground  uponwhicli  it  was  arrived 
at  is  this : — A  Committee  of  this 
House  reported  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was 
not  n  person,  who,  as  tho  law  then  stood, 
could  bo  allowed  to  affirm.  That  was  the 
2  Y 
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first  proposition,  and  that  proposition 
was  correct  in  point  of  law,  and  was 
afterwards  upheld  by  tbo  Court  of 
Appeal  of  this  country,  which  decided 
that  ifr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  at  the  time 
of  the  piissing  of  that  Resolution  a  per- 
son who  in  law  was  entitled  to  affirm. 
The  other  portion  of  the  Resolution  for- 
bade !iim  to  take  the  oath,  and  it  was 
contended  that  the  House  of  Commons 
knew,  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own  state- 
ment, that  he  was  a  person  who  in  law 
was  disqualified  from  taking  the  oath. 
On  that  contention  the  House  acted,  and 
on  that  contention  it  passed  thoRcsolution 
That  contention  was  correct,  because  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  went  through  a  form  of 
taking  the  oath,  and  its  validity  we^  ex- 
amined before  a  Conrfc  of  law,  and  it  was 
decided  then  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  right  in  it^  judgment  of  the 
22nd  of  June,  1880,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  not  a  perbon  who  could  t^ke  the 
oath.  Therefore  both  the  propositions 
contained  in  the  Resolution  of  the  22ud 
of  June,  1880,  were  carefully  examined 
and  deliberately  affinned  by  the  best 
judicial  authority  of  the  country.  In 
these  circumstances,  what  is  the  proposi- 
tion that  is  now  laid  downl  It  must  be 
admitted  that  at  the  time  when  the 
Resolution  was  passed,  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
could  not  take  the  oath  aocordiDg 
to  law,  and  could  not  affirm  accord- 
ing to  law.  What  the  House  of  Com- 
mons did  on  the  22nd  of  June,  1880, 
was  to  protect  its  owu  dignity  and  the 
regularity  of  its  proceedings,  by  forbid* 
ding  the  performance  before  it  of  a  cere- 
mony which  in  law  would  neither  be  the 
valid  taking  of  the  oath  nor  the  valid 
taking  of  an  affirmation.  Although  it 
was  contended  at  the  time  that  he  was 
entitled  to  take  one  of  the  two  courses, 
that  contention  is  no  longer  possible  in 
the  face  of  the  decision  given  by  the 
Courts  of  Law.  In  these  circumstances, 
why  is  the  House  asked  to  rescind  this 
Hesolution  ?  Is  it  because  the  Resolu- 
tion is  not  in  its  substance  and  its  founda- 
tion true  1  That  cannot  be,  because  its 
truth  has  been  established  in  the  Courts 
of  Law.  It  must  be  on  the  ground  that 
althoug-h  circumstances  then  kuown  to  i 
the  House  satisfied  its  judgment— and 
satistied  its  judgment  correctly — that 
neither  process  would  be  lawful,  that 
though  the  House  was  right,  it  has 
Sir  2:  CiarH 


no  title  to  enforce  the  law  in  its  own 
protection,  even  when  fairly  and  rightly 
informed  both  of  the  law  and  the  facta* 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  not  a  pro- 
position which  can  be  substantially 
maintained  before  this  House.  I  may 
i-emind  the  House  that  it  was  not  upon 
extraneous  information,  upon  rumour 
from  outside,  or  upon  evidence  which 
the  House  was  not  entitled  to  regard^ 
that  it  took  this  step  in  1880.  It  was  in 
a  Debate  started  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  on  behalf  of  his 
colleague,  when  he  moved  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  allowed  to  ma.ke  an 
affirmation.  The  only  possible  ground 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  could  claim 
to  do  so  was  that  an  oath  was  not  bind* 
ing  on  his  conscience,  and  that  very 
cUyra  gave  notice  to  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  a  person  who  could 
properly  be  allowed  to  go  through  the 
mere  empty  form  and  ceremony  of  taking 
the  oath  at  the  Table.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  already  been  advised  by 
its  Committee  that  the  hon.  Member 
could  not  legally  affirm,  and  bow  ca,n  it 
be  suggested  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  entitled  to  protect  its  own  pro- 
ceedings ?  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  proposes  to  support  tho 
Motion  in  Debate.  If  he  does,  I  will 
remind  him  now  of  words  used  by  him 
in  Debate  in  1880  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
posed ei'asure  from  the  Journals  of  the 
House  of  the  Resolution  of  1769.  The 
right  hon.  Member  said — 

*♦  Mr.  Wilkea  renewed  hii  Motion  from  year 
to  year  lor  eeven  more  ye&ra,  and  at  last  in 
1782  he  carried  it.  Not  only  that,  bat  as  a 
mark  of  ignominy  ho  induced  the  House  of 
Commons  to  expunge  the  proceedings  taken 
ftf^ainst  him  from  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
He  then  sLrengthenod  iind  deepened  that  mark 
ot  ignominy  by  appending  to  the  Slotion  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  were  subversive 
of  the  rights  of  the  body  of  electors  in  ihis 
country." 

If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  going  ta 
support  this  Resolution  in  Debate,  he 
will  be  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
adopt  a  Reaolntion  which  will  not  only 
reverse  the  decision  of  1880,  but,  as  a 
mark  of  ignominy,  he  will  be  inducing 
the  House  of  Commons  to  expnnge  these 
proceedings  from  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  Why  is  tliis  ignominy  to  be 
brought  on  the  Parliament  of  1880] 
The  Shsolution  complained  of  was  not  a 
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sudden  expression  of  the  partisan  feeling 
of  a  Party  niajority  of  tke  House.  The 
rij^ht  hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time  was 
Prime  Minister  and  Leader  of  the 
House.  He  had  with  him  a  very  large 
majority  in  the  House»  and  was  at  the 
head  of  one  of  the  strongest  Ministries  of 
modern  times,  and  yet^  with  all  the  in- 
fluence that  could  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  his  followers,  and  with  the  in- 
spiration of  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
speeches  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever 
delivered  in  this  Honee,  he  was  defeated 
by  a  majority  of  275  to  230,  this  being 
not  at  all  an  expression  of  Party  an- 
tagoniem,  but  the  expression  of  a  very 
jnucli  stronger  aud  deeper  feeling  even 
in  parts  of  the  House  where  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman's  authority  and  in* 
finence  were  well  recognised — a  feeling 
which  induced  the  majority  to  refuse 
to  allow  proceedings  to  take  place  at  the 
Table  which  they  believed  would  be 
simply  a  mockery  of  legal  forms.  On 
that  ground  I  submit  to  the  House  thnt 
^there  is  no  reason  for  passing  the  Resolu- 
tion put  forward.  There  is  no  doubt  a 
difference  of  opinion  on  the  point,  but  I  be- 
lieve absolutely  and  clearly  that  the  House 
was  within  its  rights  in  the  procoediugs 
it  took  ]  and  although  by  the  Act  of 
1888  the  House  has  removed  the  diffi* 
culty  and  rendered  intttlligible  the  posi- 
tion of  Members  who  desire  to  come 
to  the  House  without  feeling  able  to  go 
through  the  form  of  taking  the  oath,  yet 
I  trust  that  if  any  similnr  circumstances 
ehouM  happen  in  the  House,  the  House 
will  have  courage  and  resolution 
enough  to  protect  itself  by  passing  a 
similar  Resolution.  Since  1880  there 
has  no  doubt  arisen  a  feeling  of  sympathy 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  the  hon.  Member  has  more  than 
*once  pleaded  in  the  House  as  if  this  were 
a  personal  matter  to  him.  That  no 
doubt  to  some  extent  has  moved  and 
swayed  the  judgment  of  some  hon. 
Members,  but  surely  that  is  nut  a 
practical  way  of  looking  at  the  matter. 
The  question  whether  or  not  this  Resolu- 
tion shall  stand  does  not  in  the  least 
concern  the  status  in  the  House  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Resolution  was 
carried  in  1S80,  but  he  has  been  sitting 
among  us  since  1885,  and  if  he  should 
•come  to  take  his  seat  in  another  Parlia- 
ment the  Act  of  1888  has  removed 
•every  difficulty  from  his  way.      Tliere 


can  be,  then,  no  personal  object  in  the 
matter,  no  such  reason  as  was  shown  in 
the  Wilkes  case.  Thus  the  erasure  of 
the  Resolution  will  answer  no  purpose, 
and  while  I  contend  that  that  Resolution 
was  rightly  come  to,  was  justified  by  the 
facts  and  by  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  at  that  time,  and  was  distinctly 
and  unequivocally  endorsed  and  upheld 
by  the  Courts  of  Law,  I  contend  that  it 
having  been  come  to  by  the  House  of  Com 
mons,  and  also  entered  upon  the  Journals 
of  the  House»  as  a  record  of  an  interest- 
ing and  important  incident  in  Parlia- 
mentary history,  it  will  answer  no 
useful  purpose,  nor  will  it  be  in  further- 
ance of  any  principle,  or  in  relief  of  any 
individual  from  disqualification  now^,  to 
remove  it  from  the  Journals  of  the 
House, 

(4.40.)  Mk.  W,  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  happy 
to  think  that  in  this  Debate  the  speeches 
have  been  brief  and  the  tone  temperate. 
I  shall  endeavour  to  follow  the  example 
which  has  been  so  well  set  by  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite,  and  make  no  long  demand 
upon  the  time  of  the  House.  In  point  of 
fact,  I  think  that  while  length  of  speaking 
may  sometimes  be  warrantable  in  the 
view  of  zealous  advocates,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  covering  a  case  which  is  felt  to 
be  weak,  wo  who  support  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  have  such  confidence  in 
the  strength  nnd  in  the  simplicity  of  our 
case  that  it  would  be  quite  unwarrantable 
if  we  were  to  lead  the  House  into  length- 
ened disquisition.  I  cannot  helj)  saying, 
after  having  heard  the  speech  of  the 
Solicitor  General — of  whose  acutenesa 
we  are  all  perfectly  well  aware— I  cannot 
help  intimating  a  suspicion  that  the 
Solicitor  General  himself  has  spoken 
with  a  feeling  of  some  discomfort,  mis- 
trust, and  misgiving,  as  to  tlie  nature  of 
the  arguments  he  was  using,  which  I 
admit  he  may  have  been  so  far  justified 
in  using,  that  there  were  no  better  ones 
that  could  have  been  brought  forward. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  not  suppose  that  this  is  a  gratui- 
tous flourish  or  endeavour  to  inflict  pain 
or  slight  or  disparagement  upon  anyone 
by  passing  a  Motion  which  he  Ix^gan  by 
sayiug  was  totally  uunecessjiry,  I  will 
endeavour  t<i  give  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  reasons.  The  proceedinga 
of  this  House,  speaking  generally,  are 
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precedents  for  the  future  conduct  of  tlie 
House,  Whatever  proceeding  stands 
uncorrected  is  a  precedent  pro  tanto^  and 
is  presumptively  entitled  to  some  degree 
of  weight  and  authority,  or  at  any  rate 
wo  are  entitled  to  suppose,  if  it  remains, 
and  remains  unattacked,  that  it  does  not 
contain  within  it  the  elements  of  a 
vicious  principle.  We  believe  that  the 
proceeding  in  question  is  one  that  cannot 
be  defended,  and  that  it  was  fraught 
with  one  of  the  most  mischievous  and 
dangerous  of  all  principles  ^namely, 
excess  of  jurisdiction.  We  believe  that 
that  constitutes  the  strongest  resbson  for 
removing  it.  I  say,  Sir,  that  excess  of 
jurisdiction  ia  a  matter  which  is  usually 
fiubject  to  appeal.  Even  if  it  is  not  sub- 
ject to  appeal,  it  is  limited  to  a  pai"ticular 
case.  It  is  sure  to  Ixj  noted,  and  it  is 
most  unlikely  to  recnr.  But  in  an 
assembly  possessed  of  the  almost  im- 
measurable powers  that  belong  to  this 
House,  and  in  an  assembly  with  regard 
to  which  appeal  against  its  proceedings 
Ib  a  thing  totally  unknown — for  no  power 
on  earth  can  interfere  with  them  so 
far  as  regards  its  control  over  its 
own  Members  —  excesa  of  jurisdic- 
tion is  the  greatest  fault  tho 
House  can  possibly  commit,  however 
honest  or  conscientious  it  may  be ;  and 
to  leave  on  our  records,  with  a  pre- 
Bumptive  authority,  a  case  of  manifest 
excess  of  jurisdiction  is  to  leave  upon 
our  records  the  seeds  of  future  mischief 
to  be  appealed  to  and  turned  to  evil 
account  in  evil  times*  I  think  that  is  a 
pretty  strong  reason  for  our  proceeding 
in  this  case.  Tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  relies  a  good  deal  upon  the 
Judgments  of  the  Courts  of  Law*  Sir, 
the  Judgments  of  the  Courts  of  Law  do 
not  touch  the  point.  They  do  not  notice 
the  excess  of  jurisdiction  on  the  part  of 
the  Hoase.  If  the  question  had  been 
mised  before  the  Courts  of  Law  whether 
the  House  had  acted  within  its  right, 
and  the  Courts  of  Law  had  tben  affirmed 
that  the  House  had  acted  within  its 
right,  i-hen  I  could  understand  the 
appeal  of  the  hon,  and  leiimed  Gentle- 
nmn.  But  no  such  question  could  be 
raised  befure  the  Courts  of  Law.  I 
might  bo  considered  guilty  of  a  criminal 
offence — it  is  unlikely,  but  I  can  conceive 
of  such  a  case— I  or  any  ilember  of  this 
House  miglit  be  considered  guilty  of 
some  criminal  offence,  and  that  criminal 
Mr,  W.  K  Gladstone 


offence  might  be  practically  within  tho 
knowledge  of  those  who  hear  me.  That 
would  not  justify  the  House  in  passing 
judgment  aud  condemnation  upon  me. 
It  ia  one  of  the  highest  duties  of  this^ 
House  to  limit  its  own  functions  and 
jurisdiction,  and  I  cannot  therefore  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
considering  this  Motion  as  being  without 
any  substantial  meaning  and  purpose, 
for  the  object  which  I  have  ea- 
deavoured  imperfectly  to  describe  ia- 
one  of  high  and  serious  order.  The^ 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  this 
is  only  a  small  HousCj  and  that  only 
a  few  Members  are  present  compared 
with  the  numbers  who  passed  these  Re- 
solutions. But  is  that  a  just  criterion*? 
This  House  may  now  be  smaller  than  it 
otherwise  would  be,  on  account  of  the 
reluctance  of  some  hon.  Members  to  tako 
that  part  in  this  discussion  which  their 
Party  allegiance  might  seem  to  entail  on 
them  in  regard  to  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  That  may  account  for  the  partial 
reduction  in  the  attendance  this  evening^, 
and  for  the  comparative  smallness  of  the 
number  of  Members  present;  but  the 
tmo  answer  is  that  the  smallness  of  tho 
House  is  not  the  test,  I  remember  a 
good  case  in  point.  For  three  months^ 
in  1851  we  were  engaged  in  a  desperate 
battle  over  the  Ecclesiastical  Tithes  Bill^ 
and  it  was  discussed  iij  large  Houses  of 
300,  400,  and  500  Members.  I  should* 
like  to  know  how  many  Members  were 
in  the  House  when  that  measure  was 
repealed.  It  was  not  a  case  so  grave  as 
this,  for  it  was  a  matter  of  policy,  while 
this  is  a  case  of  jurisdiction.  But  it  waB^ 
a  case  in  which  everyone  felt  that  a 
great  aud  grievous  error  had  been  made, 
yet  I  should  not  be  surprised  to  find  thai 
the  Act  was  repealed  in  a  House  of  lesa- 
than  100  Members.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  says  that  tbe  rescinding 
of  the  Resolution  in  the  case  of  Wilkes 
was  not  entitled  to  much  authority, 
because  it  was  carried  in  a  small  House, 
I  presume  there  was  a  small  House, 
because  there  was  a  general  concurrenoe- 
in  what  was  being  done.  If  it  was  a 
small  Houstf  owing  to  surprise  that 
would  be  a  different  matter ;  but  there 
could  be  no  surprise  in  the  case,  for,  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
stated,  the  Motion  had  been  made  year 
by  year  and  Session  after  Session,  and 
its  Sessional  revival  was  a  notice  to  ali 
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who  csared  to  be  present  at  the  discassion. 
The  hcm»  and  learned  Gentleman  went 
OD  to  admit,  however,  that  in  tlio  caso  of 
Wilkes  there  was  some  reason  for  a  pro- 
<5eediii^  of  that  kind,  because  it  was 
felt  to  be  a  Parliamentary  anomaly 
that  there  Bhould  bo  sitting'  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  his  corporeal 
form  a  gentleman  with  regard  to  whom 
there  was,  on  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
a  Resolution  declaring  him  incapable  of 

60  sitting.  But  does  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  see  that  that  exactly 
applies  to  the  present  case  ?  Yes,  pre- 
cisely. If  that  was  a  matter  of  con- 
Bide  ration  in  the  case  of  Wilkes  it  must 
also  be  so  in  the  present  case.  I  will 
only  menfcion  another  point  in  regard  to 
which  I  feel  the  House  will  do  well  to 
correct  the  error  into  which  it  fell  on  a 
former  occasion,  I  mygelf  was  one  of 
the  minority,  but  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  am  concerned  in  tho  honour 

61  that  past  House  and  of  every  House 
in  which  I  have  had  the  privilege  of 
having  sat,  and  I  am  therefore  anxious 
that  we  should  clear  ourselves  as  well  as 
the  rest  of  the  House  from  the  discredit 
of  an  act  which  involved  serious  error. 
What  I  feel — ^what  is  felt  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  what  I  think  must  on 
reflection  be  felt  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  also— is  this  :  The  strength  of 
tho  case  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  depended 
upon  the  words  drawn  by  us  from  his 
own  mouth.  We  sent  him  before  a 
Committee.  Before  that  Committee  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  with  an  ingenuousness  which 
does  him  honour,  but  with  a  simplicity 
which  a  practised  man  of  the  world 
would  have  qualified  on  such  an  occa- 
Bion,  made  statements  which  caused  us 
to  become  seised  of  the  state  of  hia  mind 
in  regard  to  questions  of  religious  belief, 
and  it  was  by  our  own  act  and  by  tho 
pressure  put  by  us  on  him  that  we  drew 
from  him  statements  on  which  our  sub- 
sequent proceedings  were  based.  I  do 
not  think  that  was  a  generous  proceed- 
ing. However  viewed  then,  viewed 
calmly  now  in  the  light  of  the  golden 
distance,  we  must  feel  that  that  was  a 
proceeding  open  to  correction.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  form  of  this  Motion,the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  lias  quoted 
from  a  speech  of  mine  in  reference  to 
the  similar  Motion  in  Wilkes's  Ciise,  I 
pointer!  out  that  Mr.  Wilkes's  Motion  not 
only  relieved  him  from  all  difficulty  and 


cleared  up  finally  and  completely  the 
case  in  which  he  was  concerned,  but  it 
carried  a  sting  in  it  and  recorded  a  dis- 
tinct reproach  against  the  House  of 
Commons  by  describing  the  proceedings 
which  it  was  supposed  to  rescind,  **aa 
being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the 
whole  body  of  electors  of  this  kingdom." 
Those  wonls  are  repeated  in  the  Resolu- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  now  before  the 
House.  I  confess  I  should  be  glad  if  we 
could  arrive  at  some  pacific  solution  of 
this  question,  and  I  venture  to  suggest 
we  should  do  no  harm  by  consenting  to 
the  omission  of  these  words.  Our 
object  is  to  remove  these  records  from 
the  Journals  of  the  House,  which,  bo 
long  as  they  remain  there,  give  them 
some  kind  of  title  of  anthority  as  pre- 
cedents. Our  object  is  a  wholly  practical 
one.  1  think  if  wo  attain  this  object 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
may  feel  we  do  him  no  injustice  in  con* 
senting  to  abandon  the  attempt  tc^  place 
on  the  Journals  of  the  House  words  which 
convey  a  reproach  on  a  former  Hou|e 
which  is  totally  unnecessary.  If  we  are 
able  to  dispense  with  tho  closing  words 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Itesolution,  which  1 
understand  he  is  willing  to  do,  I  would 
commend  this  Motion  to  the  House  as 
one  that  is  called  for  by  the  circum- 
stances of  the  c^ifie,  and  one  which  may 
save  its  successors  from  the  danger  of 
committing  the  most  dangerous  error — 
the  error,  namely,  of  exceeding  the 
limits  of  its  own  jurisdiction. 
♦(4.57.)  Sm  STAFFORD  NORTH- 
COTE  (Exeter)  :  As  t!>e  House  is  aware? 
1  may  claim  some  hereditary  interest  in 
this  matter,  and  I  should  like  therefore 
to  say  one  or  two  words,  such  as  I 
believe  Lord  Iddesleigh  would  have  used 
had  ho  been  \^ath  us.  As  a  privato 
Conservative  Member  I  sliould  like  to 
remark  that  all  w  ho  heard  tho  speaker, 
the  introducer  of  the  Motion,  must  be 
prepared  to  acknowledge  the  admirable 
tone  and  temper  with  which  the  ques- 
tion has  been  brought  forward.  All  on 
this  side  of  the  House  will  be  perfectly 
prepared  also  to  recognise  fully  the  good 
service  which  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  has  rendered  in  the  House, 
and  t-o  unite  in  expressing  deep  regret  at 
his  serious  illness.  Having  said  this  I 
may  venture  to  suggest  to  the  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  that  the  com- 
promise   which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
recommended  be  accepted  at  once  and 
with  unanimity.  By  the  adoption  of 
this  course  the  wish  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  which  has  been 
referred  to,  to  the  effect  that  no  pain 
might  be  given  to  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House;  will  be 
gratified.  As  the  Motion  stands  at 
present  it  would  be  impossible  for  us 
on  this  side  of  the  House  to  accept  it,  for 
we  cannot  admit  that  the  action  of  the 
former  Parliament  was  illegal.  But  as 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
has  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words  to  which  exception  is 
taken  is  not  obligatory,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the  House 
can  see  his  way  to  adopt  the  amended 
Resolution. 

(5.0.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton)  :  I  do  not  wish*  to  prolong  the 
Debate.  I  think  for  many  reasons  it 
would  be  undesirable  to  do  so.  Speak- 
ing in  a  sense  as  the  personal  representa- 
tive of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  I  may  say  that  he 
will  consent  willingly  to  these  words 
being  withdrawn.  If  the  Resolution  be 
passed  without  them,  my  hon.  Friend 
will  regard  the  matter  as  entirely 
settled ;  and  when  my  hon.  Friend 
returns  amongst  us,  as  we  all  hope  he 
will  soon,  he  will  in  no  sort  of  way  raise 
the  question  again. 

*(5.1.)  The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
Ipiinster)  :  I  feel  that  after  the  admirable 
appeal  of  my  hon.  Friend  from  behind 
me,  and  after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
it  is  only  right  that  I  should  inter- 
vene now  and  state  the  course  which 
the  Government  propose  to  take.  I 
must  express  for  myself,  and,  I  am  sure, 
for  all  my  hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  the  great  regret  we  feel  at 
the  illness  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  As  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aberdeen  has  remarked,  the 
Member  for  Northampton  is  undoubtedly 
a  warm  partisan.  He  takes  a  strong 
view  on  all  points  on  which  he  thinks  it 
right  to  give  expression  to  his  views  in 
this  House ;  but  he  has  been  undoubtedly 
a  valuable  addition  to  this  House,  not 
only  from  the  freedom  and  independence 
with  which  he  has  expressed  his  views, 
but  from  ^he  manner  in  which  he  has 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote 


conducted  himself  in  this  House.  We 
have  now  to  consider  his  Motion  in  his 
absence.  He  would,  no  doubt,  have  pre- 
ferred to  make  a  statement  in  the  Housa 
on  the  subject  himself,  ably  and  tem- 
perately as  it  has  been  done  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aberdeen. 
There  are  a  few  observations  which  I 
wish  to  make.  While  acknowledging 
the  moderate  tone  and  temperate  spirit* 
which  have  characterised  the  debate  on 
this  question,  I  wish  to  take  exception, 
so  far  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  is  concerned,  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon. .  Gentleman  in  which  he 
urged  us  to  expunge  the  Resolution  of. 
1880  from  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
on  the  ground  that  all  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  are  precedents,  and  are  bind- 
ing on  the  House  in  future.  Undoubtedly 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  are  valuable 
precedents  for  the  guidance  of  the  House 
in  its  business.  They  are  precedents,  andL 
ought  to  be  precedents,  unless  the  law 
is  altered  in  respect  to  that  which  was- 
entered  on  the  Journals.  The  law  haa 
been  altered  in  the  case  of  the  oath. 
It  was  altered  by  the  Act  of  1888,  and 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  in  1880 
can  therefore  form  no  precedent  what- 
ever. Therefore  I  should  contend-^and 
I  hope  I  am  not  introducing  contentious 
matter  into  this  Debate — that  the  House 
in  1880  did  not  exceed  its  jurisdiction. 
It  has  been  shown  distinctly,  and  con- 
clusively, that  the  House  acted  according 
to  the  best  interpretation  that  it  had  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  of  Parliament 
ai  that  time.  The  evidence  on  which 
that  action  was  grounded  was  the 
statement  of  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton himself,  as  to  his  own  views  made 
before  the  Committee.  The  House  acted 
upon  that  information,  which  shows  con- 
clusively that  in  so  acting  it  was  not 
acting  without  knowledge,  and  it  so 
acted  to  give  effect  to  what  was  the  law 
of  the  land  at  the  time.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  refused  to  answer  the 
questions  put  to  him,  he  would  no  doubt 
have  been  within  his  right  in  doing  so^ 
but  in  giving  his  answers  he  acted  in  a 
consistent,  straightforward  and  manly 
manner.  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  would  be  the 
last,  person  in  the  world  to  complain  of  the 
consequences  of  his  own  acts,  or  that 
his  words  formed  the  ground  upon  which 
action  was  based.    I    have  considered 
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very  carefully  the  suggestion  which  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  and  supported  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  (Sir  S.  North- 
cote).  We  remain  of  the  opinion 
expressed  in  the  Biesolution  of  1880. 
We  beheve  that  the  House  at  that  time 
did  its  duty — the  majority  of  the  House, 
which  consisted  not  only  of  Oon- 
seivatives,  but  a  large  contingent  of 
Liberals.  But,  Sir,  the  circumstemces  are 
entirely  changed.  There  is  no  longer 
any  necessity  for  maintaining  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House  this  Resolution, 
and  in  all  the  circumstances  in  which  we 
find  ourselves,  and  bearing  in  mind  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has-been  a  useful 
Member  of  this  House  during  the  last 
six  or  seven  years,  I,  for  one,  shall  not 
resist  the  Motion,'  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  made,  upon  the 
understanding  that  the  last  words  im- 
pugning the  authority  and  control  of  the 
House  are  struck  out.  I  could  not 
Tinder  any  circumstances,  consent  to  say 
that  the  House  in  1880  exceeded  its 
duty — that  it  did  anything  contrary  to 
the  law  of  Parliament,  or  anything  in 
derogation  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  people.  But  if  it  is  merely  the 
desire  that  the  Resolution  of  1880  should 
be  erased  from  the  records,  I  shall  offer 
no  opposition. 

(5.8.)  Mr.  hunter  :  I  believe  I 
shall  be  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, and  as  he  would  act  if  he  were 
here,  in  accepting  the  suggestion  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
has  made,  but  I  think  it  right  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that  these  concluding 
words  were  inserted  in  the  Resolution,  I 
imagine,  rather  from  a  strict  fidelity  to 
the  precedent  my  lion.  Friend  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh) was  copying,  than  with  the  inten- 
tion of  making  any  suggestion  derogatory 
to  the  House.  Therefore  I  will  move 
the  Resolution,  omitting  the  words  "  as 
being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the 
whole  body  of  electors  of  this  kingdom." 
*(5.9.)  Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Limehouse) :  In  the  painful  circum- 
stances, I  am  most  unwilling  tp  prolong 
the  Debate ;  but  I  think  that  no  conclu- 
sive argument  or  justification  has  been 
brought  forward  for  expunging  the 
Resolution  from  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  stated  more 


than  once  that  he  thought  the  House  in 
1880  committed  an  excess  of  its  juris- 
diction, but  I  may  remind  hon.  Members 
that  at  that  period  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  himself  responsible  for  the  pro- 
ceedings in  this  House;  he  was  then 
omnipotent,  with  a  large  majority  at  his 
back.  I  can  only  endorse  the  words  of 
the  Solicitor  General,  and  it  has  been 
plainly  proved  that  no  useful  purpose 
can  be  served  by  removing  the  Resolu- 
tion from  the  Records.  I  will  not  put 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division  ; 
but  I  wish,  on  the  part  of  myself  and 
many  Friends  around  me,  to  point  out  to 
our  Front  Bench  that  we  are  not  entirely 
unanimous,  and  to  make  a  personal 
protest. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  de  LISLE  (Leicester- 
shire, Mid)  :  I  beg,  consistently  with 
the  action  I  have  taken  on  former  occa- 
sions, to  enter  my  personal  protest 
against  the  course  which  has  been 
adopted  in  making  the  compromise.  It 
may  be  a  matter  of  small  consequence 
whether  the  Resolution  is  expunged  or 
not  from  some  points  of  view,  but  I 
think  that  if  such  a  step  is  taken  it  will 
tend  to  lower  the  s^o^t^s  and  dignity  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  have 
expressed  the  opinion  before,  that  a 
national  assembly  which  legalises 
atheism  and  whitewashes  treason  cannot 
long  withstand  the  waves  of  anarchy 
which  threaten  to  overwhelm  all 
civilised  countries.  I  may  be  wrong  in 
my  view,  but  I  avail  myself  of  my  privi- 
lege and  make  my  protest.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  may  now-  contend  that  the 
Government  recognise  the  force  of  his 
arguments,  and  that  is  a  position  which 
he  is  clearly  entitled  to  take  up.  The 
Government  have  consented  to  ex- 
punge this  Motion  from  the  Journals 
of  the  House.  I  foresee  the  day,  not 
long  hence,  when  an  effort  will 
be  made,  and  successfully  made,  to 
expunge  the  Report  of  the  Pamell 
Commission  as  being  an  excess  of  juris- 
diction. The  Leader  of  the  House  at 
that  time  will  say  to  the  mover  of  the 
Resolution,  "  I  deny  your  arguments, 
but  you  shall  have  your  way."  If  we 
cast  our  eyes  back  to  the  History  of  the 
English  Parliament,  I,  as  a  royalist,  main- 
tain that  this  House  was  guilty  of  ex- 
ceeding its  jurisdiction  when  it  con- 
demned King  Charles  I.,  but   I   hare 
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never  heard  that  at  the  Kestoration  it 
was  preposed  to  expunge  the  record  of 
that  event.  I  can  only  express  my  deep 
regret  at  the  illness  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
I  never  opposed  his  action  from  any  per- 
sonal or  private  motives.  It  always 
appeared  to  me  to  be  simply  a  matter  of 
principle,  and  if,  on  former  occasions,  I 
opposed  the  abolition  of  the  oath,  I  did 
80  in  the  belief  that  the  abolition  of  the 
oath  entailed  the  abolition  of  the  deca- 
logue. [Laughter,']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
may  laugh,  but  1  maintain  in  strict 
logic  if  the  decalogue  has  no  higher 
sanction  than  the  dictum  of  Moses,  then 
it  has  no  binding  force  upon  us,  but 
recent  events  prove  to  us  that  the  deca- 
logue is  as  sacred  to  those  who  sit  oppo- 
site as  it  is  to  those  'who  sit  around  me. 
I  can  only  express  my  deep  regret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  retired 
from  the  position  which  I  thought  they 
would  always  maintain  when  I  first 
sought  the  honour  of  representing  a  con- 
stituency of  my  native  county  as  a 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party. 

*(5.15.)  Sib  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
North  West) :  I  regret  extremely  that 
we  are  not  unanimous  on  this  question.  I 
had  hoped  that  we  should  not  have  a 
dissentient  voice  from  the  ofEer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  which 
has  baen  accepted  by  the  leader  of  the 
House.  The  Tory  Party  feel  that  they 
were  right  in  the  course  they  took  in 
1880;  but  things  have  altered  since 
then.  The  Act  of  1888  has  made  a  great 
difference.  The  conduct  and  the  cha- 
racter of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  since  he  has 
been  in  the  House  have  been  such  that, 
whatever  our  political  opinions  may  be, 
we  cannot  help  admiring  the  straight- 
forwardness of  that  hon.  Member  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duties  as  a  Member.  A 
generous  feeling  has  prevailed  towards 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  I  hope  it  will  con- 
tinue to  prevail  when  the  House  learns 
the  circumstances  in  which  that  hon. 
Member  is  now  placed.  God  grant  that 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
may  recover;  but  whatever  happens, 
hon.  Members  will  feel  that,  by  accept- 
ing this  Motion,  they  have  done  a 
generous  act  to  a  man  who  has  en- 
deavoured to  do  his  duty. 

*(5.18.)  Mb.  speaker  :  The  Motion 
must  be  withdrawn  so  as  to  be  brought 
up  in  an  amended  form. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Jfr.  de  Lisle 


Motion  made,  and  Question, 

<* That  the  Kesolution  of  this  House  of  the 
22nd  day  of  June,  1880— *  That,  haymn:  re- 
ffard  for  the  Reports  and  proceedings  of  two 
Select  Committees  appointed  by  thu  House, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  take  the 
Oath  or  make  the  Afiirmation  mentioned  in  the 
statute  29  Vic,  c.  19,  and  the  31  and  32  Vic, 
c.  72,' — ^be  expunged  from  the  Joumali  of  this 
House, 

— put,  and  agreed  to. 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS. 
(5.20.)  Mr.  LENG   (Dundee) :  Rose 
to  move  a  Resolution  standing  in  his 
name  on  the  Paper. 
•(5.20.)   Mr.  SPEAKER:    The    hon. 
Member  proposes 

'*  To  call  attention  to  the  Return  presented 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  in  pursuance  of 
section  4  of  The  Regulation  of  Railways  Act, 
1889 ;  and  to  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  limit  the  hours  of  labour  of  Railway  Ser- 
vants, and  to  confer  certain  powers  on  the 
Board  of  Trade." 

I  am  afraid  that  in  the  face  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  on  Friday,  it  will  be  im- 
possible for  him  to  make  that  Motion. 
Further  steps  would  first  have  to  be 
taken  to  rescind  the  Resolution  of  Friday, 
which  affirm  that  no  Bill  ought  to  be 
brought  in  giving  powers  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  hon.  Member's  Resolution 
would,  therefore,  be  out  of  Order. 

SECRETARY  FOR  MINES. 
*(5.22.)  Me.  W.  P.  MORGAN  (Mer- 
thyr  T>p^dvil)  :  I  rise  to  move — 

**  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  de- 
sirable to  create  a  Department  to  have  the  con- 
trol and  supervision  of  the  mining  industries 
of  the  country,  to  be  controlled  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  such  Minister  to  be  called  the 
Secretary  for  Mines." 

It  is  the  first  time  that  a  Motion  of 
this  character  has  been  brought  before 
the  House,  but  we  have  a  precedent  for 
the  creation  of  new  Ministers  in  the 
appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture. We  have  also  the  example 
set  us  by  all  our  Colonies,  who  have 
Ministers  of  Mines  to  whom  appeal  can 
be  made  in  matters  affecting  the  mining 
industry.  It  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  total  output  of  the  mineral 
wealth  of  the  Austrahan  Colonies  is 
£26,000,000,  while  the  average  of  the 
United  Kingdom  varies  from  £75,000,000 
to  £80,000,000  per  annum.  I  submit 
that  this  fact  shows  the  necessity  for  the 
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•creation  of  a  new  oflBce,  which  can  easily 
be    controlled  by  a  Minister   like   the 
present  Minister  of    Agriculture.     For 
;8uoh  an  important  industry  as  that  of 
mining  it  is  essential,  to  my  mind,  that 
•there  should  be  some  Minister  in  the 
House  to  whom  appeals  can  be  made 
with  reference  to  it.      We  know  that 
when    questions   arise  in    this    House 
afEecting   the   industry  of  mining,   the 
Home    Secretary  has   to  reply  in  his 
place.       We    know    that    the    mining 
industry    is    suffering,    particularly   in 
Wales,  because  there  are  an  insufficient 
number  of  fnspectors  of  collieries,  and 
we   know  well  that  whenever  a  catas- 
•trophe  happens,  then,  and  then  only,  are 
these  matters   taken    notice    of.      The 
mine  proprietors  are  quite  able  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  but  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  State  to  S3e  that  life  and 
limb  are  properly  protected  in  the  carry- 
ing on  this  great  and  important  industry. 
I    will   not  detain  the   House   at  any 
length  on  this  matter,  but  I  must  say  it 
does  seem  to  those  who  are  connected 
with  the  industry  to  be  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  in  this  House  there  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  looking  after  the  interests 
•of  the  Mining  Department  in  one  respect, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary    looking  after  it  in  another 
respect.     If  any  one  refers  to  either  of 
these  Ministers  he  is  usually  sent  first 
from  one  to  the   other,  and   finally  to 
some  Department  where  very  little  is 
known  of  the  subject   which  is   being 
administered.      I    am   anxious,   on   the 
other  hand,  to  concentrate  all  the  busi- 
ness connected  with  the  mining  industry 
under  one  head,  so  that  hon.  Members 
may  have  some  one  to  whom  they  can 
appeal,    not    only      with     respect     to 
the     condition    of     the      industry     it- 
>self,  but  as  to  the  risk  to  life  and  limb 
which  those  engaged  in  it  are  continually 
incurring.     We    know    that    when   an 
accident  occurs  at  a  colliery  an  inquiry 
is  held.     As  the  matter  stands  at  present 
responsibility     cannot     rest    upon    the 
-shoulders  of  the  Home  Secretary;  but 
if  there  were  a  Minister  of  Mines  in  the 
House,  we  should  be  able  to  appeal  to 
him,  and  he  would  be  responsible   not 
only  to  this  House  but  to  the  country. 
The  Home  Secretary  has  other  onerous 
And  important  duties  to  perform,  irres- 
pective of  taking  charge  of  the  mining 


industry.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer also  has  impo«rtant  duties  to  per- 
form, and  cannot  devote  his  time  to  the 
matter.  I  bring  forward  this  Motion  in 
the  hope  that  the  Government  will 
favourably  consider  it.  It  is  no  party 
question,  but  one  which  may  have  an 
important  bearing  upon  the  development 
of  the  mineral  wealth  of  the  country. 
If  we  had  some  one  to  whom  we  could 
appeal  when  we  got  into  disputes,  it 
would  be  greatly  to  the  interest  of  the 
industry.  We  have  a  Commission  now 
sitting  to  inquire  into  the  question  of 
mining  royalties,  which  Commission  is 
doing  important  work.  Shortly  it  will 
present  its  report,  but  there  will  be  no 
one  on  the  Ministerial  Bench  in  a  posi- 
tion to  speak  for  the  Government  on  the 
question  of  mining  royalties  generally. 
I  have  no  desire  to  thresh  out  the  ques- 
tion now,  but,  having  had  this  oppor- 
tunity of  dealing  with  it  for  a  few 
moments,  I  trust  the  House  will  receive 
the  Motion  in  the  spirit  in  which  I 
tender  it — with  a  desire  to  do  all  that 
can  be  done  to  develop  the  mineral 
resources  of  the  country. 

(5.30.)  Mb.  PICKARD  (York,  W.R. 
Normanton) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  Home  Office  is 
overburdened  with  work,  such  as  that 
which  is  connected  with  a  magistracy 
and  other  matters,  and  the  consequence 
has  been  that  it  lias  not  been  able  to  pay 
that  amount  of  attention  to  the  interests 
of  the  great  mining  industry  which  that 
industiy  deserves  and  ought  to  receive. 
I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  against 
the  manner  in  which  the  Home  Secre- 
tary has  discharged  his  functions  in 
regard  to  the  mining  interests,  because, 
as  I  have  already  said,  I  believe  the 
Home  Secretary  has  quite  sufficient  to  do 
inregaj:d  to  the  other  matters  I  have 
mentioned.  We  know  from  long  ex- 
perience that  when  accidents-  do  occur 
in  connection  with  mines,  it  takes  the 
Home  Office  a  long  time  to  analyse 
the  fects.  The  Home  Secretary  has  to 
receive  information  from  the  various 
persons  engaged  in  investigating  the 
circumstances,  including  the  Coroner, 
and  the  Inspectors  of  Mines^  and  this  in- 
formation he  must  necessarily  have 
sufficient  time  to  consider  in  order  that 
he  may  be  in  a  position  to  determine 
what  course  he  ought  to  pursue.     We 
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also  know  thai  it  often  happens  that  in 
cases  where  prosecutions  may  have  been 
expected  there  are  no  prosecutions  at  all. 
When  we  remember  that  there  are  now 
between  3,000  and  4,000  large  mines  in 
the  country,  with  all  the  ramifications 
which  make  them  so  different  from 
what  mines  were  some  years  ago,  it  is 
only  reasonable  to  suppose  that  it  has 
become  necessary  that  some  one  person 
shall  be  responsible  and  be  at  the  head 
of  some  department  which  shall  have 
these  matters  under  its  particular 
supervision,  and  have  the  means  of 
understanding  exactly  the  real  position 
of  affairs.  When  wo  remember  that  the 
Home  Secretary  has  not  only  to  receive 
all  the  Reports  sent  to  him  of  Coroner's 
inquests,  together  with  the  results  of 
investigations  made  by  the  Inspectors  of 
Mines,  but  is  also  called  upon  to  answer 
whatever  questions  may  be  put  to  him 
from  time  to  time  in  this  House,  it  must 
be  clear  to  those  who  consider  the 
subject  that  the  person  who  has  to  deal 
with  all  these  important  matters  should 
occupy  some  position  in  connection  with 
the  Government,  which  should  be  not 
only  that  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  but 
should  also  be  accompanied  by  a  seat  in 
the  Cabinet.  Considering  this  matter 
as  I  have  done  from  time  to  time,  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Home 
Secretary,  as  far  as  he  is  personally 
concerned,  wouH  be  thankful  to  be 
relieved  from  that  portion  of  his  duties 
which  relate  to  mines.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  wore  he  now  in  his  place  the  Home 
Secretary  would  tell  us  that  he  would 
like  to  be  relieved  from  this  portion  of 
the  work  he  has  to  do,  and  that  he 
would  be  glad  if  he  could  see  his  way  to 
the  adoption  of  a  Resolution  like  this, 
which,  ft  carried,  I  have  no  doubt  will 
be  productive  of  a  great  deal  of  good 
not  only  in  relation  to  the  saving  of 
life,  but  also  in  regard  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  great  mining  industry.  I 
have  no  desire  further  to  protract  this 
Debate,  and,  therefore,  will  at  once 
conclude  by  seconding  this  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable  to  create  a  Department  to  have  the 
control  and  supervision  of  the  Mining  Industries 
of  the  Country,  to  be  controlled  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  such  Minister  to  be  called 
the    Secretary    for    Mines." — (Mr.   Fritehard 

Mr.  Fickard 


*(5.37.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  Of 
STATE  FOE  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  0.  Stuart  Wortlet,  Hallam,  Shef- 
field) :     There   are  here   two  principal 
qnestionfl      to     which     I     think     the^ 
Honse   onght    to    pay    attention.    The 
first  is  whether  the    mining    indnstiy 
is  in  snch  a  position  of  pre-eminence 
and  snperior  magnitude  in  comparison 
with  all  others  that  it  is  desirable  it  should 
haV'e  special  administrative  treatment; 
and  the  second  is  whether,  assuming 
that  it    occupies    such    a    pre-eminent 
position,  it  is  desirable  that  the  State 
should  undertake  the    functions    fore- 
shadowed   in   the  speech   of   the    hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil.     I  should 
be  the  last  to  dispute  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  mining  industry,  both  with 
regard  to  the  magnitude  of  the  wealth 
which  it  adds  to  our  national  resources 
and   the  greatness  of  the  risks  to  tha 
property  invested  in  it,  and,  what  is  of 
even  more  importance, the  risk  to  thelivea 
of  those  who  are  engaged  in  its  prosecu- 
tion.    These  are  matters  which  must  in 
any  case  occupy  a  very  large  place  in  the 
view  of  Parliament.     But  when  the  hon. 
Member  goes  further  and  proposes  that 
the  mining  industry  should  be  treated 
exceptionally  in  comparison  with  other 
industries  and  should  have  a  particular 
Minister  to  itself,  he  is  making  a  proposal 
which  proceeds  on  a  fallacious  view  of 
the  right  functions  of  the  Government  in 
this  country.    It  is  quite  true  that  there 
is  already  a  very  important  connection 
between  Parliament  and  the  mining  in 
dustry.     The  mining  industry  is  one  of 
the  regulated  industries  of  the  country 
— regulated  by  minute  rules  laid  down 
in   Statutes  to  which   Parliament   has 
given  much  labour  and  attention,  and  by 
those   regulations  and  restrictions    im- 
portant additions  have  been  made,  not 
only  to  the  Criminal  Law,  but  also  to 
that  part  of  the  law  which,  though  pro- 
perly described    as    not  criminal,    yet 
involves    penalties    for    its     infraction. 
Now  the  enforcement  of  this  law  is  a 
very  important  function,  because    it  is 
one   which  concerns  the   safeiy  of  the 
lives  of  large  numbers  of  miners  no  less 
than  with  the  question  of  property.    For 
the  discharge  of  the  functions  connected 
with  these  matters   there  is  already  a 
Department    fully    equal  to    the    task 
imposed    upon    it.      But  that    is    not 
all.      The      State      is      not      merely 
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charged  -with  the  duty  of  laying 
down  regulations  in  the  interests  of  the 
miners  with  regard  to  life,  but  in  another 
capacity  it  may  be  the  owner  of  the  soil 
under  which  the  mine  was  driven,  or, 
in  virtue  of  its  sovereignty,  may  be  en- 
titled to  a  reversionary  right  in  regard  to 
royalties  and  other  dues.  The  uniting 
in  one  Minister  of  the  functions  arising 
from  those  difEerent  relations  would  be 
neither  logical  nor  necessarily  advan- 
tageous. But  it  is  not  alone  in  the  case 
of  mines  in  which  various  interests  have 
to  be  dealt  with  that  State  regulation  is 
required.  Factories  are,  perhiekps,  even 
more  minutely  regulated  than  mines, 
but  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  say  on  that  account  that  a 
special  Minister  should  have  charge  of 
factories.  To  justify  a  Motion  of  this  kind 
there  must  be  reason  for  complaint  with 
regard  to  such  action  as  the  State  has 
undertaken.  I  will  say,  in  the  absence  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  careful,  both  with  re- 
spect to  the  enforcement  of  the  existing 
law  and  to  its  improvement ;  audi  not 
merely  has  he  shown  great  interest  and 
ucuteness  in  devising  improvements  in 
the  law,  but  it  may  be  contended  with 
justice  that  he  is  in  advance  of  public 
opinion,  and  of  the  opinion  of  those  who 
are  specially  skilled  in  this  matter,  and 
in  support  of  tliat  contention  I  may 
appeal  to  the  fact  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  announced  his  intention  to 
institute  a  new  inquiry  as  to  the  special 
properties  of  accumulations  of  coal  dust 
in  mines,  with  a  view  to  diminishing  the 
number  of  explosions.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  moved  and  seconded 
the  Motion  may  think  that  certain  de- 
lays have  interfered  with  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  law.  The  expiry  of  the 
three  months  limit  for  prosecutions  has 
possibly  caused  defeats  of  justice.  But 
that  has  been  because  the  pendency  of 
an  inquest  has  rendered  inevitable  a 
delay  in  deciding.  When  inquests 
have  to  be  resorted  to,  an  elaborate 
review  of  the  facts  is  necessary,  and 
until  that  inquiry  is  concluded  no 
Department  could  say  that  we  are  in  a 
position  to  judge  whether  a  prosecution 
is  likely  to  succeed  in  the  particular  case. 
In  a  former  Debate  on  the  subject  of 
the  inspection  of  mines,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  admitted  that  the  period  of 
three  months,  which  has  to  elapse 
before    he    is   in  a  position  to  decide 


whether  to  prosecute,  is  too  short.  I 
venture  to  submit  that  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  says  the  Home  Office 
Department  which  has  charge  of  mining 
affairs  is  overworked,  and  is  therefore 
incapable  of  properly  dealing  with  these 
matters,  has  not  been  substantiated. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion complained  that  where  accidents 
take  place  in  mines  there  is  no  Minister 
who  is  responsible.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  does  ho  seriously  mean 
that  any  Minister  should  be  put  in  a 
position  involving  adn(iinistrative  respon- 
sibility for  the  occurrence  of  all  accidents- 
in  mines  ? 

Mr.  PICKABD  :  I  said  there  should 
be  some  one  responsible  for  legislative 
action  in  this  House,  not  administrative 
action. 

•Me.  STUART  WORTLEY  :  So  there 
is.  Wo  have  at  present  a  Minister  who 
is  responsible  for  most  of  tho  legislation 
introduced  into  this  House,  but  it  is 
clear  that  nobody  but  the  House  itself 
can  be  responsible  for  the  legislation  it 
sanctions.  I  submit  that  the  speeches 
which  have  been  delivered  interpreting 
the  Motion  show  that  the  duty  which  it 
is  sought  to  impose  upon  the  State  is  far 
in  excess  of  the  duties  which  the  State 
should  undertake. 

(5.45.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall, 
Camborne) :  Sir,  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  before  the  subject  is  allowed 
to  drop.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  con- 
cluding remarks,  seemed  to  suggest  that 
my  hon.  Friends  were  going  beyond 
precedent  in  asking  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Minister  of  Mines,  and  that  there  was 
no  other  industry  in  this  country  which 
claimed  or  received  such  special  attention. 
I  would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  we  are  simply  following  the  prece- 
dent formed  by  the  appointment  of  a* 
Minister  of  Agriculture.  If  tho  industry 
of  agriculture  is  deserving  of  such 
special  recognition,  the  mining  industry 
is  entitled  to  even  more  recognition  by 
reason  of  its  importance  to  every  other 
industry  in  the  country.  Hardly  any 
industry,  no  matter  what  its  character, 
can  proceed  without  there  has  first  been 
recourse  to  the  bowels  of  the  earth  for 
various  minerals,  notably  coal  to  generate 
motive  power.  I  do  not  think  it  needs, 
a  single  additional  word  to  establish 
the  mining  industry.  Then  comes  the 
question,  does  it  need  the  control  and 
support  of  a  MiTi\a\«t  oH'^Ka^^^.   T^^. 
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hon.  Qentleman  who  has  replied  for  the 
Government  has  taken  an  exceedingly 
narrow  point  of  view.  He  seems  to  be 
unable  to  carry  his  view  farther  than 
the  question  of  the  regulation  of  mines 
for  the  prevention  of  accident  But 
collieries  do  not  solely  constitute  the 
mining  industry  of  this  country.  I  am 
connected  with  tin  mining  in  Cornwall ; 
and  while  we  are  dependent  on  coal  for 
the  prosecution  of  tin  mining,  the  latter 
'industry  is  none  the  less  one  of  g^eat 
importance.  In  other  districts  of  the 
country,  various  other  minerals  are 
extensively  mined.  While  I  recognise 
the  first  importance  of  protecting  women 
and  children  from  excetsive  hours  and 
excessive  labour,  and  the  men  from 
the  dangers  of  their  calling,  still  what 
we  want  to  see  besides  is  a  development 
of  our  mines.  We  want  a  special 
Department  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  looking  after  the  mining 
industry,  which  has  been,  I  will  not  say 
throttled,  but  hampered,  through  the 
control  exercised  by  private  individuals. 
In  other  countries  there  are  mining 
Departments,  and  mining  Ministers,  and 
those  countries  are  immensely  benefited. 
We  believe  that  a  similar  institution  in 
this  country  would  be  attended  with 
great  and  beneficial  results  to  the  mining 
industry.  It  would  bring  about  a 
further  development  of  mining  enter- 
prise, while  at  the  same  time  providing 
for  careful  attention  to  the  safety  of 
those  employed.  We  ask  for  the  crea- 
tion of  a  Government  Department  which 
will  control  the  hampering  infiaenoes  of 
landlords,  who  are  the  absolute  monopo- 
lists of  our  soil  and  all  our  mineral 
wealth,  and  for  the  purpose  of  giving  our 
mines  such  fairplay  as  will  tend  to  the 
enormous  development  of  our  mineral 
interests.  In  Cornwall  mine  after  mine, 
which  when  in  fall  operation  employed 
10,000  men,  has  been  closed,  until  there 
are  now  only  two  at  work.  That  con- 
dition of  things  is  owing  to  the  harsh 
and  restrictive  conditions  imposed  by  the 
ground  landlords,  which  make  it  impos- 
sible for  outside  capitalists  to  bring  in  their 
capital  and  develop  the  mining  industry. 
There  is  any  amount  of  mineral  wealth 
in  that  part  of  the  country  undeveloped, 
and  only  awaiting  proper  appliances  and 
inducements.  The  immunity  from  con- 
trol enjoyed  by  the  landlords,  especially 
in  regard  to  royalties,  and  the  many 
reatrlctiona  which  they  can  impose,  have 
Jfr.  Conybeare 


led  to  the  deterioration  of  our  mining 
industry,  and  we  think  that  a  Minister 
of  Mines  would  be  useful  in  cheddng 
these  adverse  influences  and  in  relieving 
the  mining  industry  from  those  harassing 
conditions  which  at  present  do  anything 
but  induce  capital  to  come  to  its  assist- 
tance.  I  thinJc  the  idea  of  a  Minister  of 
Mines  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but 
I  should  look  upon  it  only  as  one  step. 
I  also  attach  importance  to  the  sngges* 
tion  of  having  Mining  Courts,  and  I  am 
hopeful  that  we  shall  see  them  some  day, 
whether  in  conjunction  with  a  Minister 
of  Mines  or  not.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  precedent  of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
forms  a  strong  argument  in  &ivour  of  the 
Government  introducing  a  Bill  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Mines.  In 
our  Colonies  such  a  system  exists,  and  it 
is  attended  with  beneficial  results.  In 
all  the  great  mining  countries  of  the 
world,  Mexico,  South  Africa,  South 
America,  and  on  the  Continent,  you  will 
find  that  Government  control  is  exer- 
cised for  the  purpose  of  giving  fair  play 
and  free  scope  to  mining  enterprise.  I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  a  passage 
in  the  Report  of  Dr.  E.  Foster,  who 
succeeded  Mr.  Harrington  Smyth  at  the 
School  of  Science.  In  his  Report,  pub- 
lished in  the  year  1887,  on  the  mining 
industries  of  our  Colonies,  on  page  23, 
he  says : — 

'*  It  is  not  generally  known  in  England  that 
the  Government  of  Victoria,  like  that  of  some 
of  the  sister  Colonies,  spends  several  thousand 
pounds  every  year  in  prospecting  with  diamond 
drills,  and  in  subsidising  Companies  or  in- 
dividuals using  them.  Cores  from  1  inch  to  3^ 
inches  in  diameter  were  shown  by  the  Mines 
Department.  They  had  l^een  drawn  up  when 
prospecting  for  quartz  reefs,  for  deep  all  vial 
'  leads '  hidden  under  basaltic  lava  flows,  or  for 
coal  seams  in  the  mesozoio  strata.  Some  of 
these  boreholes  have  been  the  means  of  dis- 
covering gold.  The  Report  of  the  Secretary  for 
Mines  on  'Diamond  Drills  in  Victoria,' 
describes  the  work  done  up  to  the  end  of  1884, 
and  explains  many  useful  improvements  upon 
the  original  drills  imported  from  the  United 
States.'^ 

I  have  here  a  communication  from  Dr. 
Foster,  giving  me  details — with  which  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House — regarding 
experiments  which  have  taken  place 
during  the  last  year  or  two.  Now,  if  we 
had  a  mining  bureau  wo  could  follow  the 
example  thus  set  by  our  Colonies,  and 
stimulate  to  an  enormous  extent  the 
development  of  our  mining  industry. 
It  is  well  known  that  there  are  enormous 
districts  in  this  country  in  which  some 
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mining  operations  have  been  carried  out^ 
but  whicli  contain  latent  resonrces  only 
awaiting  enterprise  for  development,  tind 
which  should  be  fostered  here,  aa  they 
have  been  in  our  Colonies.  Let  me  refer 
to  the  action  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  Tydvi!  (Mr,  Pritchard  Morgan) 
with  great  public  spirit  has  taken  up  in 
the  interest  of  the  mining  industry,  and 
those  who  have  spent  their  capital 
in  developing  the  gold-mining  industry 
of  Wales,  an  action  in  which  he  unfor- 
tunately has  not  met  with  great  success 
in  the  Law  Courts*  Questions  affecting 
Crown  rights  are  involved  in  this  litiga- 
tion, I  am  not  going  to  question  the 
legal  decisions,  all  I  will  say  is  it  is  very 
bard  that  a  private  individual  who  has 
done  his  best  to  develope  this  gold  mining 
industry  should  he  mulcted  in  an 
enormous  sum  for  the  purpose  of  decid- 
ing these  questions.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  made  no  personal  allusions,  but 
we  who  stand  outside  nmy  point  out  that 
this  oSers  a  strong  argument  why  we 
should  have  a  Minister  of  Mines,  for  with 
such  a  Minister  and  his  Department^  great 
questions  of  public  rights  such  as  these 
would  be  taken  up  and  settled  in  a 
scientific  manner  without  discouraging 
persons  who  do  their  best  to  develop 
the  resources  of  the  country,  putting 
thera  to  enormous  expense  and  anxiety  in 
fighting  the&e  questions  in  the  Law 
Courts.  It  should  also  bo  mentioned 
that  the  geological  survey  of  the  country 
is  by  no  means  in  the  condition  it  ought 
to  be»  and  if  wo  bad  such  a  Minister,  a 
great  stimulus  would  be  given  to  that 
branch  of  science,  to  the  improvement  of 
the  trade  and  industr)'  of  the  country. 
In  previous  Sessions  I  have  drawn 
attention  to  the  magnificent  series  of 
geological  maps  provided  by  the  Govern- 
ment r>f  the  LTnited  States  of  their 
territory,  far  superior  to  anything  I  have 
discovered  in  any  museum  or  library  in 
this  country.  We  want  these  things 
attended  to,  as  at  present  they  are  not. 
At  the  present  time  the  Department  of 
the  Home  Office  is  crowded  with  an 
enormous  amount  of  detail  with  which 
the  Home  Secretaiy  and  his  subordinates 
have  to  deal.  I  am  not  for  a  moment 
complaining  of  the  Home  Secretary  or 
his  D^^partment.  I  can  only  say  that  it 
appears  to  me  altogether  impossible  that 
any  single  human  being  can  properly 
look  after  all  the  intei*est3  which  are 
heaped  upon  the  Home  Secretary,  and  I 


think  I  may  say  that  almost  every 
other  kind  of  business  the  Home- 
Department  has  to  do  has  priority  of 
urgency  of  attention  before  the  mining^ 
industry  of  the  country,  I  mean  in  the 
particular  direction  I  am  alluding  to.  I 
am  not  referring  to  the  mcro  question 
of  the  administration  of  Acts  passed  at 
different  times  for  the  protection  of  life 
in  coal  and  other  mines.  I  think  it 
must  he  admitted  we  have  made  out  a 
good  case  for  the  assistance  we  conceive 
might  advantageously  be  extended  to  this- 
important  industry,  and  we  have  indicated 
instructive  precedents.  We  have  raise<f 
a  question  that  must  be  solved  one  of 
these  days,  and  if  we  do  not  get  what 
wo  want  from  the  present  Government,, 
then  we  sliall  from  their  successors. 

(6,7)  Mb.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan, 
Gower):  I  simply  wish  to  express  my 
approval  of  the  Motion  for  the  creation 
of  a  separate  De]mrtment  of  State  and  a 
Minister  in  touch  with  the  important 
mining  interests  in  the  countiy.  It  is  a 
justifiable  step,  and  I  might  even  say  an 
imperative  necessity.  It  would  soon  b» 
justified  by  the  great  increase  and  rapid 
development  of  the  mining  industry 
throughout  the  country.  The  Motion 
should  command  the  support  of  both 
Parties  in  the  House.  Tbo  Home  Secre- 
tary has  deservedly  won  the  regard  of 
the  mining  interest  and  those  who  repre- 
sent it  in  this  House;  but  however 
desirous  he  may  be  to  promote  mining 
questions,  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  do  so 
with  much  advantage  so  long  as  he  has  so 
many  subjects  demanding  his  attention. 
*(G.9)  Mb.  S,  T,  EVANS  (Glamorgan, 
Mid) :  Inasmuch  as  I  represent  a  con- 
stituency composed  almost  entirely  of 
miners,  it  is  right  I  should  say  a  word 
in  support  of  the  Motion.  The  mineral 
wealth  of  this  country  is  such  that  it 
should  have  a  separate  Department  to 
look  after  this  interest.  An  objection 
was  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  for  the  Government 
that  this  wo  aid  increase  the  cost 
of  administration,  but  the  wealth 
and  importance  of  the  industry  is 
such  that  it  might  well  bear  the  ex- 
penditure required  for  a  Department  to 
look  after  its  interests.  The  mineral 
wealth  of  this  country  amounts  to  about 
£80,000,000  a  year.  The  Homo  Secre- 
tary has  multifarious  duties  to  perform, 
and  though  I  am  bound  to  say  there  ia 
considerable  satisfaction  with  the  readi- 
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■ness  with  whicli  the  Home  Secretary 
listens  to  our  complaints  or  demands^ 
yet  there  is  some  dissatisfaction  on 
account  of  the  delay  in  the  attention 
given  to  mining  matters  at  the  Home 
Office.  There  is  a  subject  I  brought 
before  the  House  on  another  occasion, 
but  which  is  germane  to  the  question 
now  before  ns.  If  v^g  had  a  Minister  of 
Mines  we  should  not  have  more  delay 
in  the  appointment  of  sub-inspectors  of 
mines,  a  delay  which  is  fraught  with 
danger  to  the  lives  of  miners.  I  think 
there  was  a  promise  last  Session  that  ihe 
Home  Secretary  would  look  into  the 
matter,  but  we  can  quite  believe  that, 
ocscupied  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
with  many  affairs,  he  has  not  been  able 
to  give  the  necessary  attention  to,  and 
bring  his  mind  to  a  conclusion  on  the 
matter.  But  I  do  not  think  that  if  we 
had  a  Minister  of  Mines  there  would  be 
any  more  delay.  It  is  an  imperative 
necessity,  and  must  take  place  before 
long,  and  for  this  reason,  among  many 
others,  I  support  the  Motion. 

(6.10.)  Mr.  WARMI^GTON  (Mon- 
mouth,  W.)  :  The  recent  appointment  of 
a  Minister  of  Agriculture  strengthens,  I 
think,  our  claim  for  the  appoiatmeut  of  a 
Minister  of  Mining.  The  conditions  <if 
mining  are  much  more  hazardous  than 
the  conditions  of  agriculture,  and  the 
reasons  are  much  more  urgent  for 
supervision  and  control.  There  is  a 
general  feeling  among  those  engaged  in 
the  mining  industry  that  the  Homo 
Secretary  is  too  far  removed  from  them 
and  their  interests,  and  all  his  information 
filters  through  inspectors.  I  do  not  say 
that  this  is  justifiable,  but  I  know  I 
speak  the  view  of  miner.s  that  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  is  not 
sufficiently  near  them  and  sufficiently 
interested  in  their  pursuits  that 
they  have  confidence  that  their  in- 
terests are  properly  safeguarded.  Eq  nally 
I  think  I  speak  the  view  of  miners 
when  I  sa^  that  their  wants  and 
interests  have  never  been  more  regarded 
by  wij  Home  Secretary  than  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  fills  that 
office.  He  has  shown  an  amount  of 
sympathy  and  intimacy  with  the  wants 
and  work  of  miners  I  very  gladly  recog- 
nise. Yet  it  must  be  a^lmitted  that  the 
duties  of  the  Homo  Secretary  are  too 
much  dispersed  over  many  interests 
to  hope  that  the  mining  industry  can 
receive  that  attention  which  is  required* 


♦(6.12.)     Mb.  BLTRT  (Morpeth)  :  I . 

testify  to  the  fsvct  that  there  is  a  very 
strong  feeling  among  miners  in  favour 
of  the  appointment  of  a  Minister  of 
Mines.  Again  and  again  that  feeling 
has  found  expression  in  BesolutioDS 
passed  at  csonferences  and  in  depu- 
tations to  successive  Home  Secre- 
taries. The  belief  which  I  think  rests  j 
on  a  solid  foundation  is  that  the  Home 
Secretary  is  so  over*burdeiied  with  work 
that  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  givej 
the  time  necessary  to  many  importantl 
matters  connected  with  the  mining  in- 
dustry. In  saying  this  I  find  no  fault 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Home  Secre- 
tary has  discharged  those  duties 
in  connection  with  mining  which  are 
entrusted  to  him  under  various  Acts.  I 
must  express  my  dissent  from  one  re- 
mark that  fell  from  my  hon.  Friend  who 
introduced  this  Motion,  that  it  would  b© 
an  ad\^ntage  to  transfer  the  control  of 
mines  to  the  Minister  of  Agriculture. 
I  do  not  think  that  would  be  any  im- 
provement^ but  quite  the  reverse. 
As  regards  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed, the  risks  attending  the  prose- 
cution of  the  industry,  the  amount  of 
capital  invested,  the  influence  upon 
other  t Hides,  the  industry  is  of  such 
transcendant  importance  that  there  ought 
to  be  a  Minister  to  devot«  his  time 
and  attention  almost  exclusively  to  this 
one  thing. 

♦(6.15.)  Colonel  BLUIS'DELL  (Lan- 
cash  ire,  S.W.,  Ince)  :  I  am  opposed  to 
the  multiplying  of  Ministers,  but  it 
would  perhaps  be  convenient  that  the 
Per  mane  at  Under  Secretary  at  the  Home 
Office  should  lie  understood  to  be  the 
official  at  the  Home  Office  at  the  head  of 
all  matters  affecting  mining  interests.  But 
the  Government  would  do  well  to  wait 
for  the  Ilep:>rtof  the  now  sitting  Com- 
mission before  making  any  change  in 
present  arrangements.  It  may  be  found 
desirable  to  establish  Mining  Courts  to 
decide  certain  points,  but  a  decision 
now  would,  I  think,  be  premature.  It 
would  be  well  to  wait  until  tlic  Report 
of  the  Commission  is  in  our  hands. 

(6 J 7.)  Mr.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) :  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  a 
Gentleman  from  the  front  bench 
admitting  the  impoi'tance  of  the  coal 
industry,  though  he  did  not  allow  that 
pre-eminence  we  claim  for  it.  It  is,  per* 
haps,    natural     that     pi*actical    colliers 
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sbould  think  there  is  no  industry  in 
the  coantry  more  important  than  coal 
mining.  No  other  industiy  can  claim  to 
he  so  essential  to  the  success  of  all  other 
undertakings.  At  all  events,  we,  more 
than  other  persona,  feel  the  necessity  of 
having  in  the  House  a  Minister  to  whom 
we  can  appeal  for  immediate  assistance 
in  all  matters  afiFecting  safety  to  life  and 
limb  in  the  working  of  mines.  We 
know  the  importance  to  miners  of  having 
an  authority  of  this  kind,  1  gladly 
recognise  the  spirit  in  which  our  claims 
have  at  various  times  been  met  on  either 
aide  of  the  House,  for  this  is  no  Party 
question  ;  it  is  a  question  vital  to  life 
and  limb-  Tlie  exhaustion  of  physical 
power  and  nervous  energy  is  such  a 
danger  in  mines  that  there  ought  to  be 
certain  limits  laid  down  beyond  which 
miners  should  not  be  permitted  to  go  to 
the  danger  of  the  lives  of  themselves 
and  of  their  fellow-workmen.  There  is 
danger  in  a  man  working  an  unlimited 
unmber  of  hours.  If  we  had  a  Minister 
to  whom  we  could  directly  apply,  before 
whom  we  could  bring  evidence,  to  whom 
we  could  make  representations,  I  say, 
with  all  respect  to  the  gentlemen  now 
in  the  Home  Department,  we  feel  that 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  our  many 
thousand  workmen  underground  would 
receive  the  required  attention,  and  the 
danger  to  life  and  limb  would  be  mini- 
mised. The  mining  industry  will  owe  a 
debt  of  gratitude  to  any  Government 
which  brings  this  result  about. 

(6.20.)  Mr,  HENNIKER  HEATON 
*( Canterbury)  :  1  can  testify  to  the  good 
results  which  have  attended  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Minister  in  our  Colonies. 
In  the  Australian  Colonies  there  are 
Ministers  of  Mines,  and  there  is  every 
reason  to  believe  thafc^  if  there  were  a 
•correiponding  ilinister  in  this  country, 
^he  existence  of  a  separate  department 
would  have  a  beneficial  influence  on  the 
development  of  mining  industries.  I 
therefore  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

♦(6.2 L)  The  FIUST  LORD  op  the 
TREASUKY  (Mr.  W.  H,  Sjcith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  assure  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  are  identified 
with  mining  industries  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  leave  nothing 
undone  that  could  in  any  way  minimise 
danger  to  life  and  limb  in  the  working  of 
mines.  We  are  fully  alive  to  our  re- 
.sponsibility  in  this  respect,  and  if   we 


hesitate  to  accept  a  Resolution  in  favour 
of  the  [creation  of  a  Minister  of  Mines, 
it  is  simply  because  we  do  not  believe 
that  at  the  present  moment  a  case  has 
been  made  out  for  the  creation  of  a  new 
Department  to  bo  represented  by  a  re- 
sponsible Minister.  Much  more  evidence 
will  have  to  be  adduced  to  justify  an 
addition  being  made  to  the  large  num- 
ber of  oflicials  representing  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament ;  and  it  is  not  absolutely 
certain  that  the  addition  of  another 
Minister  would  secure  all  the  advantages 
that  hon.  Members  desire  to  obtain.  Hon. 
Members  will  admit  that  there  must  be 
circumstanceB  that  weigh  with  the 
Government  which  cannot  so  well  be 
appreciated  by  non-official  Members.  I 
say  at  once  that  if  the  creation  of  such 
a  Minister  would  be  the  means  of  pre- 
venting a  recurrence  of  mining  accidents 
that  shock  the  country,  then  by  all 
means  let  such  a  Minister  be  appointed* 
But  hon.  Gentlemen  know  better  than  I 
do,  that  accidents  occur  from  circum- 
stances no  precautions  can  con- 
trol, from  causes  apparently  beyond 
the  control  of  man,  and  in  fact  un- 
known to  those  who  suffer  from  them. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley) 
has  stated  that  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
already  taking  steps  with  the  view  of 
securing  a  further  examination  of  the 
causes  of  accidents  in  coal  mines.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemo-n  has  consulted  me 
on  the  question,  and  I  have  assured  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  him  the  fullest  assistance 
in  the  investigation  he  has  directed.  If 
he  is  right  in  the  course  he  has  taken, 
and  his  assumption  of  the  causes  of  some  < 
of  the  accidents  we  deplore,  in  the' result ' 
he  will  confer  a  greater  benefit  on  the 
country  than  any  of  the  Home  Secre- 
taries of  the  past.  He  is  engaged  now 
in  these  investigations.  It  is  a  question 
whether  a  special  Minister  could  do  more 
than  is  being  done  at  present  for  mines 
and  miners  ;  and  if  their  special  claim  is 
conceded,  it  may  be  that  other  industries 
will  then  put  in  a  similar  claim.  We 
have  other  regulated  industries,  in- 
cluding cotton  factories,  rail  way  8»  and 
shippiDg  ;  indeed,  all  factories  are  in- 
spected ;  and  the  Acta  affecting  these 
interests  are  carried  out  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  Home  OflBce  or 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  recently  a 
Minister  of  Agriculture  has  been  created. 
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I  by  no  means  assert  that  our  existing 
system  in  the  best  that  could  be  devised  ; 
I  should  be  the  last  to  suggest  that  no  im- 
provement can  be  made  in  our  admin- 
istrative arrangements  ;  but  I  deprecate 
the  acceptance  of  an  abstract  Resolution 
upon  the  [issumption  that^  as  soon  as  a 
new  Minister  and  Department  is  created 
at  large  expense,  and  a  Department 
formed,  there  will  necessarily  result  a 
great  improvement  in  the  conditions  and 
circumstances  ol  those  engaged  in  the 
industry  concerned.  We  shall  give  the 
most  careful  consideration  to  what  lias 
been  urged  in  support  of  the  Motion  ;  but 
we  cannot  be  expected  to  assent  to  a 
B-esolntion  which  would  have  the  efEect 
of  transferring  from  the  Home  Office  a 
large  portion  of  its  present  work.  We 
shall  do  onr  best  to  investigate  and  cor- 
rect every  deiiciency  which  may  be 
shown  to  exist  in  the  present  system,  and 
to  provide  a  full  and  complete  respon- 
sibility in  every  Department  of  the 
Public  Service]  but  we  cannot  admit 
that  a  case  has  been  made  out  for  an 
addition  to  the  official  element  in  Parlia- 
ment. 

(6.290  Mb.  FEXWICK  (Northumber. 
land,  Wansbeck)  :  There  are  strong 
grounds  of  justification  for  the  Motion, 
and  every  argument  used  in  support  of 
the  creation  of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture 
applies  with  even  greater  force  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Mining  Department, 
We  do  not  expect  that  the  advantage  to 
the  mining  industry  would  bo  at  once 
apparent ;  but  wo  do  consider  that  with 
the  appointment  of  a  Minister  charged 
with  a  direct  and  special  responsibility 
there  would  be  less  delay  in  the 
prosecution  of  matters  connected 
with  the  mining  interest.  I,  like 
my  colleagues  who  have  spoken  to- 
night, am  not  disposed  to  reproach 
the  officials  in  the  Home  Department, 
because  I  believe  they  have  given  every 
evidence  of  a  sincere  desire  to  do  all  that 
it  is  possible  for  men  to  do  to  minimise 
the  serious  character  of  the  fatalities 
that  occur  during  mining  operations. 
But  I  think  it  is  possible  for  the  Govern- 
ment, by  appointing  a  Minister  for  Mines, 
to  give  more  general  satisfaction,  and  to 
secure  even  better  results  than  they 
have  already  secured.  The  appointment 
of  a  Minister  for  Mines  in  other  countries 
ha*  given  general  satisfaction,  and  I 
think  it  would  give  equal  satisfaction 
here.     In  point  of  importance  it  is  dtffi- 


cult  to  find  another  industry  to  compare- 
with  the  mining  industry.  There  are 
between  3,000  and  4,000  coal  and  iron- 
stone mines  in  the  country,  turning  out 
180,000,000  tons  per  annum*  Between 
600,000  and  700,000  persona  are  em- 
ployed aboTe  and  below  ground.  In  these- 
circumstances,  it  is,  in  my  judgment,- 
desirablo  we  should  have  some  person 
whose  attention  will  be  devoted 
exclusively  to  the  appeals  that  are 
made,  and  must  necessaril}^  corae  before 
him,  arising  out  of  such  an  in* 
dustry.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury  promises  to  give  serious  considera- 
tion to  the  subject.  I  hope  the  time 
is  not  far  distant  when  we  may  have  the 
pleasure  of  hearing  bim  declare  that  the 
Government  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
to  meet  our  wishes  in  this  matter. 

(6.34.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
hampton) :  My  hon.  Friend  is  some- 
what ingenuous  if  be  is  satisfied  with 
the  promise  that  Ministers  will  take 
this  matter  into  consideration.  When 
Ministers  say  that,  they  mean  that  they 
intend  to  do  absolutely  nothing,  and  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  will  find  that  will 
ha  the  course  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's 
present  Ministry.  I  was  anxious  io 
know  how  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  defend  the  appointment  of 
a  ilinister  for  Agriculture  aud  refuse  to 
appoint  a  Minister  far  Mines.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  there^ 
were  already  sufficient  Ministers,  and 
that  every  industry  in  the  counti'y  might 
claim  to  have  a  separate  Department,  the 
contention  would  be  a  good  one.  But 
the  Government  have  already  ap« 
|>ointed  a  Minister  for  Agriculture.  Why  f 
Because  they  are  ^upp^3rted  by  gentle- 
men who  say  they  represent  the  landed 
interest,  and  tbey  could  not  refuse  the 
request  of  their  friends.  But  when 
gentlemen  from  Wales  and  other  mining 
diatricta  ask  that  a  Minister  for  Mines 
should  be  appointed,  they  say,  **  We  will 
seriously  consider  it.*'  I  am  the  last 
person  in  the  world  to  urge  jnereaaed  ex- 
penditure. I  think  that  we  could  do  with- 
out many  of  our  Ministers,  and  that  ia 
the  open  market  we  could  get  men  foi 
considerably  less  than  we  pay  Ministers. 
But  considering  the  importance  of  thi 
coal  industry,  I  think  it  is  desirable  we- 
should  have  a  Minister  for  Mines,  and 
it  seems  to  me  we  might  appoint  one 
and  not  incur  any  extra  expense.  We 
might  do  away  with  one  or  two  of  th» 
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wasteful  sinecnres  that  exist  iiow»  and  1 
devote  a  salary — a  small  but  fitting 
salary — to  a  Minister  for  Mines.  I  am 
afraid,  however^  that  will  not  be  done. 
When  a  Minister  for  Agriculture  was 
apjiointed,  we  were  promised  that  that 
Minister  nnd  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  should  be  one  and 
the  8ame»  But  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  still  enjoys  his  salary,  and  an 
absolutely  new  salary  has  been  created 
for  the  Minister  for  Agriculture,  I 
suggest  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  should  subscribe  something  from 
their  own  salaries,  or  should  arrange 
matters  in  some  way  by  which  this 
useful  reform  may  be  effected  without 
oostinir  the  country  a  fartliing. 

(6.39.)  Mr.  D.  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  stated  his  belief  that  most  of  the 
accideots  in  mines  are  beyond  human 
contmh  Probably  they  are  ;  but  it  is, 
nevertheless,  the  fact  that  the  number  of 
fatal  accidents  diminish  in  proj>ortion  as 
mines  are  better  managed,  I  went 
into  the  matter  very  closely  some  time 
ago,  and  I  was  enabled,  by  the  kindness 
of  colliery  managers,  to  get  Returns  from 
about  a  dozen  of  what  I  regard  as  the 
best  managed  coUieriea  in  South  Wales, 
On  an  average,  each  of  these  collieries 
employed  between  700  and  800  men,  and 
the  number  of  fatal  accidents  in  these 
mines,  during  a  period  of  ten  years^  was 
proportionately  somewhere  about  one- 
third  uf  the  number  over  the  remainder 
of  the  coal-fields.  It  seems,  therefore, 
that  a  very  great  deal  of  good  can  be 
effected  by  goad  management,  and  that 
points  to  the  necessity  for  the  appoint* 
ment  of  a  Minister  for  Mines.  We  have 
been  reminded  of  the  large  number  of 
persons  employed  in  mines,  and  of  the 
magnitude  of  the  output.  The  coal 
industry  is  a  great  industry,  great  not 
only  because  it  gives  employment 
to  600,000  or  700,000  people,  but 
because  also  it  is  the  motive  power 
of  all  otlier  industries.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  cotton 
industry,  and  of  the  railway  and  shipping 
industries ;  but  where  would  these  in- 
dustries be  if  it  wei*e  not  for  the  coal 
industry  ?  We  not  only  supply  ourselves, 
but  to  a  great  extent  we  suj^ply  the 
world  with  coal.  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  has  said  that  althout;h  he 
agrees  with  the  Motion  he  considers  it 
premature ;  premature  because  a  Royal 
VOL.  CCCXLIX*        [thtbd  series.] 


Commission  on  Mining  Royalties  is  sitting 
at  the  present  time.  What  bearing  a 
Royal  Commission  on  Alining  Royalties 
has  on  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
for  Mines  I  cannot  conceive. 

(G.42.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.)  :  It  is  now  four  years 
since  the  Royal  Commission  on  Mining, 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  to  be  Secre 
tary,  after  having  sat  f  ^r  nearly  eight 
years,  reported  to  Her  Majesty.  Tbijugh 
it  was  not  within  the  scope  of  the  Com- 
missioners' duty  to  suggest  a  separate 
Mines  Department,  it  was  obvious  that  the 
Commission  was  impressed  by  the  fact  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  the  contrtil  and  regnlation 
of  rtijnes  in  his  hands.  I  do  not  wish  to 
reflect  in  the  slightest  degree  upon  the 
Home  Department ;  but  I  think  it  proper 
to  say  that  the  Commission  ft  It  that  the 
Department  was  not  fit  to  cope  with  the 
enormous  coal  industry,  and  with  the 
various  accidents  that  constantly  arise  in 
connection  with  mining  operations.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  we  cannot 
have  a  separate  Minister  for  Mines  the 
time  has  come  when  wo  might  fairly  ask 
the  Government  to  separate  the  mming 
business  from  the  ordinary  business  of. 
the  Home  Office.  The  Commission 
which  I  have  spoken  reported — 

**  The  result  of  our  laborious  investigationa 
has  impressed  upoo  us  the  nead  for  the  oflici&L 
establiahment  of  some  permanent  arrangement 
by  which  the  cod  tin  uo  as  pursuit  of  this  im-^ 
portant  clasa  of  work  would  be  secured,  and 
by  which  also  the  mfrita  of  sugjt^estions  and 
inventions  should  ho  investigated  promptly  and 
thoroughly  and  authoritatively," 

Whilst  we  are  waiting  for  the  apjjoint- 
ment  of  a  Minister  for  Mincs^  surely  it 
is  not  unreasonable  to  aak  that  what  was 
suggested  four  years  ago  by  a  \reiy 
important  Commission  should  be  adopted 
by  the  Government,  Let  me  give  an  illus- 
tration of  the  abs<}luto  inadequacy  of  the 
present  state  of  things.  Anyone  ivho 
has  taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  final 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Mining  will  learn  that  coal  dust  has  a 
great  efEect  in  producing  explosions  in 
mines*  To  my  great  surprise  I  find 
that  during  the  last  three  or  four  weeks 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  issued  a 
Circular  directing  the  attention  of  aH 
those  engaged  in  mining  operations  to 
the  very  important  bearing  coal  dust 
has  upon  accidents.  I  trust  that  the 
Government  will  seriously  consider 
whether  they  caanot^  at  all  events  as  an 
2  Z 


1195     Teachers' Begis^ation  {COMMONS}         and  Organisation  BiU.    1196 


instalment,  detach  the  work  relating  to 
mining  from  the  ordinary  administration 
of  jthe  Home  Office,  and  make  it  a 
separate  branch  of  work  altogether. 

(6.47.)      The   House  divided  : — ^Ayes 
88  ;  Noes  118.— (Di v.  List,  No.  18.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


DRAINAGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 

LAND  (IRELAND)  BILL. -(No.  66.) 

SECOND   READING.     ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  (Jaestion  [4th  December], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

(6.58.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  This  Bill  was  moved  last 
Session,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  Second  Reading.  I  do  not  oppose 
it  on  the  present  occasion,  but  I  hope  the 
Committee  stage  will  not  be  taken  for 
some  time,  in  order  that  the  Government 
may  consider  whether  any,  and  if  so, 
what.  Amendments  are  necessary. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
wish  to  meet  the  wishf  s  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  will  put  the 
Bill  down  for  a  day  that  will  suit  every- 
body. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  suggest 
it  should  be  put  down  for  Monday,  and 
then  the  most  convenient  day  fixed  for 
the  Committee  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

TEACHERS'    REGISTRATION    AND 
ORGANISATION  BILL.- (No.  166.) 
SECOND  READING.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26th  January], 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 
♦(7.2.)  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  In  moving  that  this  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time,  I  would  explain  that 
there  is  another  Bill  for  a  similar  pur- 
poae,   for  an   almost  identical   purpose, 

Jfr.    Arthur   Williams 


introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rotherham  (Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke  Acland), 
and  it  is  our  joint  desire,  if  the  House 
gives  this  Bill  a  Second  Beading,  that  the 
two  Bills  should  be  referred  to  one 
Select  Committee. 

•(7.3.)  Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  : 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  Gk>yernment 
support  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
with  the  intention  of  associating  it  with 
another  Bill  in  reference  to  a  Select 
Committee.  I  have  before  me  a  copy  of 
a  Bill  which  was  read  a  second  time  in 
1869,  part  of  which  became  law  under 
the  name  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act, 
but  the  second  part  of  which,  dealing 
with  the  organisation  of  school  teachers 
was  withdrawn,  not  because  the  late  Mr. 
Forster  had  any  doubt  as  to  the  policy, 
but  from  mere  lack  of  time  and  the  diffi- 
culty of  carrying  a  complicated  measure 
through  Parliament.  When  I  compare 
the  Bill  of  1869  with  this  BiU 
introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
cannot  but  observe  the  present  Bill 
contains  many  deficiencies.  In  the  first 
place,  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  appears 
to  go  much  further  than  did  Mr.  Forster's 
proposal.  Mr.  Forster  confined  his  regis- 
tration to  teachers  of  endowed  schools ; 
but,  as  I  understand  my  hon.  Friend's 
proposal,  he  extends  his  registration  and 
the  compulsory  part  of  his  Bill  to  schools 
which  are  not  included  in  the  category 
of  endowed  schools.  I  regret  this  exten- 
sion, and  think  it  is  unfair  to  teachers 
in  private  schools.  When  the  Bill  is 
examined  in  Committee,  I  feel  confident 
that  this  defect  will  be  recognised.  I 
fear  also  that  sufficient  provision  is 
not  made  for  the  working  of  the 
scheme.  The  only  financial  arrange- 
ments are  that  certain  fees  are  to  be  paid; 
but  under  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Forster,  while 
there  was  the  same  arrangement  in 
regard  to  fees,  there  were  also  fees 
levied  in  endowed  schools  which  were 
not  free,  but  where  they  were  not  free 
a  grant  was  provided  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  I  am  afraid  that  it  will  be 
found  this  Bill  contains  but  a  mere' 
sketch  outline  of  finance,  and  that  unless 

this  is  materially  strengthened  the 
machinery  will  not  work  for  lack  of 
that  most  essential  motive  power — 
funds. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 
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SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON  (SUPER- 

AXNUATION)   BILL.— (No.  49h 

SECOND   READING,      ADJOURNED    DEBATfi. 

Order  read,  for  resinning  Adjourned 
Dnlmte  on  Question  [26th  January], 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

♦(7.8.)  Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  It  is  the  intention  that  this 
Bill  also  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  if  the  House  shall  be  pleased 
to  read  it  a  second  time.  According  to  the 
intention  of  the  promoters,  the  BilJ  is  so 
framed  that  bydednctions  from  the  salaries 
of  tenehers  a  fund  .shall  be  cheated  which 
will  insure  the  rates  being  free  from  any 
possibility  of  burden.  That  is  a  point  as 
to  which  doubts  have  been  raised  in  some 
quarters,  but  those  doubts  ca.n  best  b© 
disposed  of  by  a  Select  Committee.  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  F. 
8.  Powell)  will  for  the  moment  waive 
kia  objection  and  allow  the  Second 
Beading  to  be  taken  in  order  that 
a  Select  Committee  may  investigate 
the  particular  point  he  objects  to.  The 
sincere  desire  of  the  promoters  is  to 
ensure  the  rates  against  any  real 
lialulity  and  any  possibility  of  appreciable 
burden  hereafter, 

*(7.9.)     Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  : 
I  have   opposed   the    Bill    through  two 
Sessions,  because  I  fear  it  will  do  great 
injustice  to   voluntary   school   teachers. 
The    voluntary   schools    have   a    severe 
burden    to   bear,    and    are   engaged   in 
sharp  competition,  and  any  proceeding  of 
the    Legislature    which  enables  School 
Board   teachers   to   form   within    them- 
selves a  powerful   bDdy  with   a  superan- 
nuatioii  fund  will  almost  inevitably  be 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  teachers  in 
voluntary    schcwls.      My   experience    of 
pension  schemes*  too,  warns  me  of  their 
dangers.      I    have    known   cases  where 
the  finance  of  such  schemes  has  proved 
i         unsound,  and  resort  has  had  to  be  made 
[         to  the  rates  in  support  of  the  weakness 
li         of  the  original  scheme*     I  am  afraid  the 
II    same  thing  may  occur  now,  and  I  am 
**      glad  to  know  that  the  attention  of  the 
Select   Committee    will    be    directed    to 
thiH  point.     Let  me  draw  the  attention 
of  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  last  clause  in 
the  Bill,  which  does  not  seiam  consistent 


with  what  he  said  just  now.  This  clause 
provides  that  the  expenses  of  fidminis- 
t ration  are  to  be  paid  out  of  the  School 
Fund.  Now  the  School  Fund  comes  from 
the  rates  j  therefore,  notwithstanding  the 
hnnest  desire  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  keep 
tlie  rates  clear  from  any  burden  arising 
out  of  this  Bill,  there  is  this  clause 
directly  imposing  a  charge  on  the  rates. 
However,  I  will  not  carry  my  objections 
to  the  length  of  obstrtiction»  and  shall 
not  oppose  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  sgreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

RAILWAYS    COMPANIES     RETURN 

TICKETS  BILL,^(No.  Sl.j 

SECOND   READIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(7.U.)  Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  In 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
let  me  explain  that  its  object  is  ttD  give 
power  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  control 
unreasonable  conditions  made  by  Rail- 
way Companies  in  respect  of  the  issue  of 
passenger  tickets,  more  particularly  the 
condition  by  which  the  return  halves  of 
tickets  are  declared  not  available  unless 
used  within  a  certain  limited  time.  As 
there  seems  to  be  a  feeling  in  favour  of 
Select  Committees,  I  may  say  that  if  the 
Bill  is  read  a  second  time  I  have  no 
objection  to  it  being  referred  to  such  a 
Committee.  Really,  I  think  we  need  to 
do  something  to  cure  the  evils  that  arise 
from  a  railway  monoijoly,  where  there  is 
not  the  freedom  and  cheapness  that 
competiti«>n  brings,  by  giving  more 
power  to  the  Boarti  of  Trade.  It  is,  for 
instance,  a  constant  experience  that  we 
take  a  return  railway  ticket,  and  from 
accident,  from  missing  a  connecting 
train,  or  change  in  our  plans,  we  are 
unable  to  make  use  of  the  return  half  of 
our  ticket  under  the  conditions  laid 
down  by  the  company.  But  seeing  that 
we  have  paid  for  the  double  journey  it 
would  be  only  fair  that  a  pissenger 
should  use  the  return  half  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  difference  between  the 
return  ticket  fare  and  the  two  single 
journey  fares.  In  this  way  Railway 
Companies  would  not  so  often  obtain 
payment  for  work  they  do  not  carry  out, 
while  the  passenger  wuuld  lose  the 
advant^e  of  the  reduced  rate  when  not 
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fnlfilling  the  conditions  on  which  it  was 
charged.  Where  there  is  competition 
between  Railway  Companies  or  between 
railways  and  steamboats,  there  is  not 
much  difficulty  in  the  terms  the  Rail- 
way Companies  offer.  Thus,  between 
Glasgow  and  Edinburgh,  a  distance  of 
about  50  miles,  the  third-class  &ire  is 
2s.  6d.,  or  4s.  return,  owing  to  the  com- 
petition between  the  Caledonian  and  the 
North  British  Companies.  But  where 
there  is  no  such  competition  then  a 
company  may  exact  all  kinds  of  onerous 
conditions  as  to  breaking  journeys  and 
time  of  return. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propos^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i)r.  Clark.) 

(7.16.)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co., 
Mid)  :  The  more  we  examine  the  Bill 
the  more  we  are  convinced  of  the  benefit 
it  will  be  to  the  middle  classes  and  those 
whose  occupations  require  much  travel- 
ling. I  appeal  to  any  hon.  Member,  has 
he  not  again  and  again, through  mischance, 
found  himself  unable  to  use  a  ticket 
because  he  has  been  unable  to  use  it 
within  a  certain  time.  I  hope  this  Bill 
will  receive  the  same  consideration  as 
has  already  been  extended  to  several 
Bills,  and  may  be  submitted  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  a  Select  Committee. 
•(7.18.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  This,  no  doubt,  is 
a  Bill  which  will  appeal  to  the  feelings 
of  all  hon.  Members.  There  is  probably 
not  a  Member  in  the  House  who  has  not 
at  some  time  or  other  lost  the  benefit  of 
the  return  half  of  his  ticket.  However 
that  may  be,  and  whatever  may  be  the 
possibilities,  and  I  think  they  are  con- 
siderable, of  a  wise  and  useful  extension 
of  the  return  ticket  system  by  the  Rail- 
way Companies,  I  do  not  think  the 
House  ought  to  assent  to  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is  based  on 
this  remarkable  proposition :  that 
whereas  Railway  Companies  are  not 
bound  to  issue  return  tickets  at  all,  all 
return  tickets  issued  in  future  shall  be 
available  as  long  as  passengers  choose. 
The  companies  have  the  obvious  remedy 
in  their  own  hands  by  refusing  to 
issue  return  tickets.  Let  me  point 
out  that  the  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  probably  be  to  interfere  with 
that  which  is  a  very  considerable  advan- 
tage  to  no  small  portion  of  the  inhabi- 
I?r.  Clark 


tants  of  the  Metropolis^— the  cheap 
Saturday  to  Monday  return  tickets. 
These  are  issued  at  much  lower  rates 
than  the  companies'  ordinarily  charge,  in 
order  to  encourage  this  particular  traffic. 
1  cannot  accept  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

(7.20.)      The  House  divided  :-— Ayes 
39  ;  Noes  106.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACT    AMRND- 

MENT  BILL.-(No.  102.) 

SECOND      BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(7.30.)  Mb.  G.  HOWELL  (Bethnal 
Green,  N.E.) :  I  ask  permission  of  the 
House  to  make  an  explanation  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  Mr.  Plimsoll  is  in 
Canada  making  inquiries  on  the  subject 
with  which  it  deals,  and  the  Government 
are  also  making  inquiry.  I  shall  give 
some  notice  when  I  wish  really  to  take 
the  Second  Reading,  and  I  shall  not  do 
so  without  the  consent  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
*(7.31.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
BOARD  OP  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.) :  I  quite  appreciate 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  think 
he  is  quite  right  in  the  course  he  is 
following.  I  think  it  is  only  ftdr  that 
we  should  not  proceed  further  with  this 
Bill  until  we  hear  the  views  of  the 
Dominion  Government. 

Second    Reading    deferred    till    To- 
morrow. 

MOTION. 


police  (metropolis)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Bill  for 
placing  the  Police  of  the  Metropolis  under  the 
control  of  the  Ratepayers,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Afo. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Beaafoy,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Ganston, 
and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  178.] 


«'  R.  F.  CURRAN  AND  OTHERS."  ( 

Return  presented, —  relative    thereto  ■ 

[Address    27th    January;     Mr.    Stuart  | 

Wortley] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  i 

be  printed.     [No.  59.]  fc 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Seven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  28ilk  Janu%ry,  1S9L 


•*  KIRK  F.  CO.VNOR/* 

Ordered — 

AddreM  for  Revifted  Report  from  tho  JWto- 
easii*  Daily  ChroHich^  of  tbe  2*2 nd  dny  of 
November,  1S9Q,  of  the  Judg^ioeDt  dRllvered  on 
the  2Ut  day  of  November,  1890,  by  Hi* 
Honour  Judge  Heymoiir,  Q,0.,  Kooorder  of 
Newcastle,  upon  aa  appeal  a^iofit  the  convic- 
tion of  Connor^  under  Mection  ae?ea  of  **Tbe 
CoQBpirAcv  and  Protection  of    Property  Act, 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 

10AD8    AND     STREETS     IN     POLICE 

BURGHS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.- (No,  12.) 

8EC0ND    BEAmNO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
f  •(12.350  Mb.  H.  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire. 
.)  :  Although  thia  Bill  simply  proposes 
to  give  powers  to  Police  burghs  in  Scot^ 
land,  under  certain  conditions,  to  control 
their  own  roads  and  streets,  which  at  the 
present  time  are  Uy  some  extent  exercised 
by  County  Councils*  I  admit  that  it  is  a 
matter  that  is  rather  technical  and  dry. 
But  dry  as  the  subject  may  be,  it  is  one 
that  has  the  deepest  intereijt  for  a  large 
luajoritj  of  tbe  people  of  Scotland.  The 
proposed  application  of  tbe  Bill  embraces 
a  population  of  over  300,000;  or  about 
one-twelfth  of  the  whole  population  of 
Scotland.  Perhaps,  at  the  outset,  I  liad 
better  explain  what  the  Police  burghs  are 
concerning  which  I  propose  to  legislate, 
and  how  it  is  that  the}^  differ  front  Rr>yul 
burghs  and  Parliamentary  burghs  and 
require  to  come  to  Parliament  for  special 
legislation.  The  Royal  burghs  existed 
prior  to  the  Act  of  Union  ;  the  Parliamen- 
tary burghs  were  created  by  the  Reform 
I  Acts  of  William  IV.  and  Victoria;  and 
le  Police  burghs  are  towns  of  a  cer- 
tain size  which  have  adopted  the 
Police  Act  of  1862.  But  the  Scotch 
Liw  draws  a  distinction  between  these 
various  classes  of  burghs.  Royal  burghs 
I  and  Parliamentary  burghs  have  an  admin- 
^iatration  in  r^ifereuco  to  roads  and  streets 
^B»l  their  own,  but  that  is  not  the  case  in 
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regard  to  Police  burghs.    In  my  opinion, 
and  in  that  of  most  of  the  Scotch  people, 
there  is  no  ground  for  any  such  distinc- 
tion.     One    of  the   grievances   of    the 
Police  burghs  is  that  they  are  not  treated 
in  Municipal  matters  in  an  equal  man- 
ner with  the   Royal  burghs.     This  Bill 
is  a  Bill  pr-4ctically  to  amend  the  Rt>ad« 
*»nd    Bridges    (Scotland)    Act    of    1878. 
The  House  will  remember  that  the  Roads 
and  Bridges  Act  created  an  entirely  new 
road    law   for  Scotland.     That  Act  has 
been  a  very   benefteial  one,  but,  in   ray 
opinion,  it  had  one  defect :  it  stereotyped 
to  a  certain  extent  the  distinction  which 
exists  between  the   Royal    and   Parlia- 
mentary burghs  and  the   Police  burghs. 
Hy  that  Act  the  Royal  and  Parliamentary 
burghs  have  each  a  separate  Hoad  Autho- 
rity, and  they  have  no  liability  to  maintain 
the  county  roads  in  the  neighbourhood. 
Bat  when    the  Act  came    to  deal  with 
Police  burghs  the  authors  <if  it  seemed 
to  recognise  the  impjssibility  of  entirely 
distingalshing  between   the  Royal   and 
P*arliamentary    burghs    and    the    large 
Police   burghs.     It    therefore    provider 
that   any    Police    burgh    whicli    has    a 
popuktion  of  5,000  or  upwards  at  tha 
time  of  the  adoption  of  tbe  Road  Act  by 
the  county  in  which  ifc  is  situated,  may^ 
if  it  makes  the  cUim  within  three  months,, 
have  a  separate  Road  Authority.     It  in 
fnct  classififs  these  Police  burghs   with 
Royal  and  Parliamentary  burghs*     This, 
provision  has  led  to  probably  unforeseen, 
and  certainly  to  very  illogical,  results. 
The    Roatl   Act    has   been   adopted    by 
many  counties  a  good  many  years  ago. 
Since  that  time  a  great  cliange  has  hap- 
pened.    Some  Police  burghs,  which  were 
then  over   5,000,   have    |)erhflpa  hard'y 
inL^reased     at   all,    while    those    burghs 
which  were  then  under  5,000  are  now 
f.^r  over  5,000,  so  that  it  is  cjuite  possible 
at   the  present   moment  for  two   Police 
burghs  to  be  existing  side  by  side^ — the 
smaller  having  the  privileges  of  a  city^ 
the  larger  l>eing  treated  like  a  country 
village.       This    is     an    anomwly    whick 
probably  no  one  will  defend.     The  Burgh 
Police  and  Health   (Scotland)   Bill  pro- 
psed   to    remedy    it.     One  of  the  lirst 
objects   of   my    Bill    is    to   p'ace    these 
thriving  young  burghs  un  some  equality 
with    older    bnrghs    of    the    same    size 
und    of    tbe    fiainu    class.      I    now    turn 
to    those    burghs   which    were     under 
3  A 
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5,000  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Road  Act  by  the  county  iu  which 
they  are  situated,  and  to  the  burghs 
wliiah  have  become  Polico  burghs  since 
that  time*  The  position  of  these  bui^hB 
h  unfavourable,  compared  to  that  of  the 
Royal  and  Parliamentary  barghs,  and  is 
unaatififactory  as  regards  each  other. 
Polico  burghs  which  were  under  5,000  at 
the  time  of  the  adoption  of  the  Act  are 
part  of  the  road  district  of  tho  county  in 
wbick  they  are  situated,  and  are  rated 
on  their  gross  rental.  The  whole  amount 
thus  raised  is  spent  upon  the  highways 
in  the  district,  incl tiding,  of  course,  the 
portion  of  any  highway  which  passes 
through  a  burgh,  but  not  a  penny  of  this 
money  is  spent  upon  the  streets  of  the 
burgh,  nor  can  the  burgh  have  its 
streets  placed  on  the  list  of  county  high- 
ways. It  willj  therefore,  easily  be  seen 
from  this  that  where  a  burgh  is  large 
and  rich,  and  only  a  small  portion  of 
highway  passes  through  it,  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  is  raised,  nearly  the  whole 
of  which  is  made  a  present  of  to  the 
county.  I  will  give  an  illustration. 
The  Lord  Advocate  is  ali-eady  acquainted 
with  it,  but  I  may  as  well  present  it  to 
the  House.  The  Police  burgh  of  Car- 
noustie is  situated  iu  the  County  of 
Forfar.  On  an  average  of  the  last  five 
years  tho  Road  Authorities  of  the  Cuirnty 
of  Forfar  have  levied  an  annual  assess- 
ment of  £477  on  the  burgh  of  Carnous- 
tie, and  the  whole  of  this  sum,  with  the 
•exception  of  about  X45,  has  been  spent 
on  the  county  roads  outside  the  burgh. 
The  case  of  Ardrossan  is  almost  as 
strong.  It  pays,  roughly  speaking, 
^bout  X562  a  year  to  the  County  Hoad 
Authorities  of  Ayrshire,  of  which  sum 
only  about  £106  is  applied  to  the  up- 
keep of  the  roads  within  the  burgh,  I 
am  not  arguing  now  as  to  whether  it  is 
right  or  w^ong  that  a  Police  burgh 
should  pay  some  contribution  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  county  roads ; 
but  what  I  do  say  is  that  a  charge  of  this 
kind  is  excessive.  Wo  see,  t«io,  from 
tbeso  illustrations  how  unequal  is  the 
incidence  of  the  present  law.  Had  Car- 
noustie and  Ardrossan  had,  happily  for 
themselves,  a  few  years  ago  a  few  hun- 
dred a  more  inhabitants  a-piece,  they 
would  have  been  called  upon  to  pay 
nothing  to  tho  county  roads ;  had  they 
become  Police  burghs  a  year  or  two 
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later,  they  might,  as  I  am  about  to 
show,  have  had  their  streets  put  on  tb© 
list  of  county  highways,  Now,  lastly, , 
Sir,  there  is  the  case  of  the  burghs  which 
have  become  Police  burghs  since  tho 
adoption  of  the  Road  Act  by  the  county 
in  which  they  are  situated.  These  burghs 
are  also  part  of  the  county  road  district  La 
which  they  are  situated,  and  are  rated 
on  their  gross  rental.  They  are,  how- 
ever^ in  a  more  fortunate  position  than 
the  burghs  I  have  just  been  alluding  to. 
It  is  competent  for  them  if  their  streets 
are  ppjperly  made  to  have  them  placed 
on  the  county  list  of  highways.  Thus, 
though  they  arc  assessed  by  the  county 
in  precisely  the  same  way  as  the  other 
burghs  under  5,000,  the  money  when 
raised  is  more  equally  distributed.  Sir, 
we  object  to  all  these  legislative  in- 
equalities— this  fanciful  distinction  be- 
tween burgh  and  Police  burgh,  Polio© 
burgh  and  Police  burgh ♦  We  consider 
them  unjust,  inconvenient,  and  unsatia* 
factory.  The  Bill  in  my  hand  pi-oposes 
as  much  as  possible  to  get  rid  of  them  alL 
It  proposes  to  get  rid  of  the  divided  con- 
trol of  streets  in  burghs,  which  has  been 
found  incouvenients,  and  of  the  population 
limit,  which  has  failed.  We  hope  in  altier- 
ing  tho  law  tii  proceed  upon  a  principle 
which  the  House  will  consider  sound. 
We  accept  as  a  general  principle  that  all 
burghs,  great  and  small,  should  be 
allowed  to  manage  their  own  affairs* 
We  consider  tliat  especially  in  the 
matter  of  roads  should  this  principle  be 
applied.  A  system  of  road  administra- 
tmtion  which  may  be  good  in  the  coun- 
try may  bo  bad  in  a  town.  The  highway 
in  a  burgh  is  frequently  the  chief  street  of 
the  burgh.  It  is  often  the  place  where 
much  business  is  transacted.  It  even,  to 
some  extent,  gives  character  to  the  burgb. 
It  is  wrong  to  treat  the  portion  of  high- 
way which  passes  through  the  burgh  in 
the  same  manner  as  tliat  which  passes 
through  the  country.  Take,  for  example, 
the  simple  question  of  mud.  Mud  after 
rain  may  be  allowed  to  accumulate  on  a 
country  road  without  doing  much  harm, 
while  mud  collecting  on  a  road  in  the  town 
will  produce  not  only  inconvenience,  but 
|x>ssibly  consequences  injurious  to  health. 
Then,  Sir,  there  is  another  point.  High- 
ways, like  streets,  are  always  the  tracks 
for  sewers  and  pipes.  There  are  con- 
nections from  these  pipes  to  the  houses* 
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It  occaBiorjally  happens  that  these  con- 
nections have  to  bo  examined,  and  it  is 
often  necessary  that  the  examination 
should  take  place  at  once.  The  Road 
Act,  however,  provides  that  the  highway 
IB  not  to  be  broken  without  the  consent 
of  the  Roati  Surveyor;  and  perhaps 
the  Rood  Surveyor  is  at  the  other 
end  of  the  county,  It  may  be  said 
that  the  burghs  might  do  something 
for  themselves,  Tlmt  they  might 
supplement  the  money  they  receive 
from  the  county  by  a  contribution 
of  their  own.  They  might  pave  their 
streets,  for  instance,  and  otherwise  im- 
prove them.  But  even  this  is  impossible. 
The  Police  Commissioners  are  not  en- 
titled to  assess  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
highway.  They  mast  take  the  highway 
HB  they  receive  it  from  the  County  Road 
Authorities.  There  are  other  inconve- 
niences arising  from  the  divided  control 
of  the  streets,  auch  as  the  erection  and 
removal  of  hoardings,  encroachments  on 
the  building  line,  ito,,  which  I  need  not 
perhaps  go  into.  The  Bill  proposes  t© 
remove  them  in  the  following  way  : — It 
provides  that  the  burghs  may,  if  they 
choose,  have  transferred  to  them  the 
powers  over  their  roads  at  present  vested 
in  the  County  Councils,  The  terms  and 
conditions  of  this  transfer  are  to  be 
agreed  upon  between  the  Commissioners 
of  a  Police  burgh  and  the  County 
Council,  with  a  reference  in  cases  of 
dispute  to  the  Sheriff t  This  right  of 
absolute  control  is  one  to  which  the 
Police  burghs  attach  great  importance. 
Finally,  Sir,  comes  the  question  of  the 
liability  of  Police  burghs  to  contribute 
to  county  roads.  As  I  have  already 
explained,  Royal  burghs.  Parliamentary 
burghs,  and  certain  Police  burghs  of  a 
population  over  5,000  are  subject  to  no 
such  liability.  There  seems,  therefore, 
to  me  to  be  no  reason  in  equity 
why  Police  burghs  should  not  be 
placed  in  the  same  favourable  situation. 
The  Police  burghs,  however,  are  very 
anxious  to  meet  the  counties  in  a  con* 
ciliatory  spirit,  and  arc  prepared  not  to 
press  their  claim,  though  they  reserve 
their  right  to  do  so  at  a  future  time  if 
this  compromiise  is  not  effected.  They 
are  prepsired  to  make  some  contribution 
towards  the  roads  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
burgh  ;  but  they  insist  that  there  shall 
be  some   proportion   observed  between 


wliat  they  give  and  what  they  receive  ; 
that  there  shall,  in  fact^  be  some  give 
and  take  in  the  matter.  The  argument 
of  the  counties  is  that  the  people  of  a 
burgh  use  the  country  roads,  and  should, 
therefore,  pay  for  them.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  believe  that  the  approaches  to 
a  town  are  far  more  used  by  the 
country  people  than  the  town  people. 
The  town  is  tlieir  market,  their  i-ail- 
way  station,  and  their  post  oflSce.  I 
believe  in  these  days  of  railways 
that  the  county  district  depend  far 
more  on  the  towns  than  the  towns  do  on 
the  country  districts.  But  let  this  pass. 
There  is  another  argument  which  cannot 
be  so  easily  dismissed.  If  the  burghs  use 
the  roads  of  the  county,  the  county  uses 
the  streets  of  the  burgh.  We  may  fre- 
quently see  heavy  carta  passing  to  and 
fro  between  the  railway  station  in  a  burgh 
and  farm  bouses  or  small  villages  in  the 
country,  or  passing  over  the  streets  from 
the  sture  where  they  have  gone  to  pur* 
chasi  materials,  or  traversing  the  street 
of  a  burgh  which  connects  two  high- 
ways. For  the  use  of  these  streets 
the  counties  pay  nothing.  There  must, 
however,  be  some  reciprocity  in  these 
matters.  If  the  burghs  are  to  pay  for 
the  roads  of  the  county,  the  county 
ought  to  jjay  for  the  streets  of  the 
burgh.  One  of  the  object*  of  this  Bill 
is  to  tix  the  equitable  contribution,  which 
the  burghs  should  pay  to  the  counties. 
This  contribution,  it  is  expressly  pro- 
vided»  is  to  be  among  the  conditions  to 
be  arranged  between  the  Commisgioners 
of  Police  burghs  and  the  County 
Councils,  with  a  reference,  in  case  of  dis- 
pute, to  the  Sheriff.  In  conclusion.  Sir, 
I  hope  that  the  House  w^ill  admit  that 
the  Police  burghs  complain  of  a  real 
grievance»  and  that  they  seek  a  remedy 
in  a  temperate  and  moderate  spirit. 
The  grievance  has,  I  believe,  been  ac- 
knowledged by,  at  least,  one  county.  One 
county  I  know  entered  into  an  agree- 
ment with  the  single  Police  burgh 
within  its  boundaries  —  an  agree- 
ment which  worked  admirably,  till 
it  t^-rminated,  in  consequence,  I  under- 
stand, of  a  legal  opinion  which 
decided  that  it  was  unlaw^ful.  Under 
these  circumstances  the  Police  burghs,  in 
seeeking  for  justice,  have  no  option  but 
of  coming  to  Parliament ;  and  counties 
if  they  desire  to  do  justice,  as  in  the  case 
3  A  2 
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I  have  mentioned,  must  appeal  to  tho 
eame  high  authority.  Sir.  I  do  not  wish 
to  anticipate  objections  to  this  Bill^  but  I 
have  heard  it  snggested  that  the  counties 
have  not  had  sufl&cient  notice*  I  say, 
Sir,  that  they  have  had  several  years' 
notice  of  this  legislation »  They 
have  had  the  notice  of  the  Burgh, 
Police,  and  Health  Bill  of  1888.  They 
had  the  notice  of  my  Bill  of  last 
year.  They  have  had  the  notice  of  a 
depnitaHoii  which  waited  on  the  Lord 
Advocate  in  Edinburgh  in  October  last  j 
and  they  have  had  the  notice  of  this 
Bill  which  was  circulated  a  fortnight 
Hgo — a  time  amply  suificient  for  the 
Connty  Councils,  or,  at  all  events,  their 
liaw  Committees,  to  have  met  and  given 
their  opinion.  I  do  hope,  Sir,  that  the 
extreme  good  fortune  of  the  Police 
burghs  in  securing  so  early  a  day  for 
the  Second  Heading  of  their  Bill  will 
not  be  used  as  an  argument  for  refusing 
to  ptiss  iL 

^'  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time/*— (J/r.  H,  EllioL) 

(12.50.)  Mr.  ASHER  (Elgin,  *kc.) : 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  congratu- 
late hitn  on  having  been  successful  in 
bringing  it  forward  at  so  early  a  period 
of  the  Session.  I  agree  with  him  that 
the  matter  is  of  a  somewhat  technical  and 
dry  nature  ;  but  I  oan  confidently  add  my 
testimony  to  his  as  to  the  great  interest 
which  is  taken  in  the  subject  among  a 
large  number  of  the  Police  burghs  which 
are  affected  by  the  measure.  Tlie  present 
system  in  the  Police  burghs  of  Scotland 
in  regard  to  their  roads  seems  to  me  to 
be  altogether  indefensible.  It  is  full  of 
anomalies,  which  can  only  be  charac- 
terised as  ridiculous.  In  many  cases  it 
is  attended  with  such  inconvenience  and 
injustice  as  to  make  it  quite  unreason- 
able to  require  the  Police  burghs  t<j  submit 
to  it  in  silence.  It  violates  the  very  first 
principles  of  local  government.  I  pre- 
sume we  are  all  agreed  that  ih^re  is  no 
matter  wliieh  falls  within  the  c^itt^gory 
of  loL*al  adniiDiHtration  more  cximpletely 
than  the  management  of  roads.  That 
principle  received  distinct  recognition  in 
the  Itf)a«is  and  Bridges  Act  in  regard  to 
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Royal  and  Parliamentary  burghs.  That 
Act  fully  recognised  that  the  roads  in 
the  country  and  the  roads  in  the  towns 
require  a  distinct  and  separata  adminis- 
tration— that  the  interests  connected 
with  each  are  quite  distinct,  and  ought 
to  be  miiintained  in  a  totally  different 
manner.  Accordingly,  while  the  county 
roads  were  placed  under  the  County 
Road  Trustees,  the  roads  in  the  Royal 
and  Parliamentary  burghs  were  placed 
in  the  hands  of  Local  Authorities,  to  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  rates  levied  within 
the  burghs.  Bat  that  principle  was 
entirely  left  out  of  view  when  the 
small  Police  burghs  came  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  burghs  with  a  population  of 
less  than  5,000  are  treated  simply  as  if 
they  form  part  of  the  county.  The  con- 
sef|ucnco  is  that  at  the  present  moment 
something  like  88  Police  burghs,  many 
of  them  with  a  population  exceeding 
5,000,  are  in  regard  to  roads  under  the 
administration  of  the  County  Councils, 
In  many  of  these  bui^hs  the  Local 
Authority  has  absolntely  nothing  to  da 
with  the  maintenance  and  administra- 
tion of  the  roads.  The  roads  in  these 
burghs  are  divisible  into  two  clafises. 
There  are  the  roads  which  are  known 
in  the  language  of  the  Iloads  and  Bridges 
Act  as  highways,  and  the  streets  within 
the  burgh  which  are  not  highways.  A 
highway  under  the  Roads  and  Bridges 
Act  means  a  turnpike  road  or  a  statute 
labour  road,  which  is  to  say  that  the 
streets  within  a  burgh  are  not  highways 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  The 
consequence  is  that  a  street  running 
through  a  town  is  maintained  by  the 
County  Couucil  out  of  the  county  rates  ; 
whereas  the  streeta  of  the  same  town 
which  are  not  highways  are  not  under 
the  administration  of  the  County  Council, 
but  under  the  adrninistrdtion  of  the  Local 
Authorities  of  the  burgh,  and  maintained 
by  timt  Local  Authority.  The  County 
Council  makes  no  contribution  whatever 
towards  the  maintenance  of  such  streets, 
and  yet  the  burgh  is  assessed  to  the  fall 
value  of  the  property  within  it  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  county  roads.  I 
min:ht  give,  as  an  instance,  the  case  of 
a  town  thnnigh  which  a  main  road 
runs.  In  the  same  town  are  no  fewer 
tlmn  22  streets  which  the  Ixxml 
Authority  has  to  numage  and  maintain, 
and  yet  the  chief  road  is  managed  by  the 
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County    Authority,    and   the  b!irg:li   is 
assessed  to  tlie  county  rate  for  road  pur- 
poses.    There  are  other  anomalies  which 
one  is  tempted  to  dwell  upon,     A  bur^h 
which  was  a  Police  burgh  prior   to   the 
adoption  of  the  Road  Act  cannot  get  side 
streets  or  new  streets  lemling  out  of    a 
main  road   repaired  by  the   county,  yet 
Bimilar  roads  in  those  burghs  which  have 
been  made  Police  burghs  si uce  the  passiiiij 
of  the  Road  Act  are  eligible  to  be  placed 
on  the  list  of  highways  repairable  out  of 
the  county  rate.    If  within  three  months 
of  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Roads 
and  Bridg-es  Act    a    Police    burgh    had 
a  population  of    5,000,  it    was    allowed 
to   take   over    the   management   of    its 
own  roads;  but    if  its    popiiJation    only 
happened  to  reach    5;000   four    months 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  then  it  was 
not  allowed  to  have  its  roads  and  bridges 
under    its    own    management.     Again, 
burghs    which     maintain     the    greater 
Jiumber  of  their  own  roads  are  assessed  bo 
the  full  amount  of  their  property  in  aid 
of  the  county  mtes.     These  are  some  of 
the   anomalies    whicli    exist    under    the 
present  system.     No    doubt   it   may  be 
laid  that  an  Act  of  Parliament  might  be 
passed  which  would,  to  a  large  extent, 
remove    the    anomalies,    place    all    the 
burghs  on   the  same   plan,  and  yet  re- 
cognise  the   existing    limits  of   popula- 
tion.    But  it  appears   to  me  the  more 
expedient  method  of  dealing  with   this 
difficulty  is  contained  in  the  Bill,  which 
in   itself    would  sweep    the    anomalies 
away  altogether^  by  giving  every  Police 
burgh,    whatever     its    population,    the 
power  of  saying  whether  it  will  under- 
take the  absolute  control  of  its  own  roads, 
and  along  with   it  the  responsibility  of 
maintfliniag  the  roads   at   its   own   ex- 
pense«     Many  reasons  might  be  adduced 
in  favour  of  that  proposal.      In  the   first 
place,  it  would  assimilate  the  manage- 
ment of  roads  in  Police  burghs  with  that 
in    Royal    and    Parliamentary    burghs. 
My   hon.    Friend  has    referred    to    the 
small  number  of  Royal    burghs.     I  do 
not  think  he  intended  to  do  so  in  any 
depreciative   sense;   but  tlie   argument 
might  hive  been  used  that  the  policy  of 
allowing      Royal     and      Parliamentary 
burghs,  however  small,  to  manage  their 
own  roads  had  proved  so  successful  that 
it   might    well    be   extended   to   Police 
burghs.      There    is   another    reason    for 


this  Bill  which  I  think  is  almost  un* 
answerable.      When  a  burgh  is  consti- 
tuted under  the  Police  Act  and  bos  its 
Police  Commissioners,  surely  those  Com- 
missioners are  the  pi-xiper  authority  for 
the  administration  of  the  roads   within 
the   bargh  limits.     It  is  perfectly  true 
they  are  Police  Commissioners,  and  not 
a  Town  Council ;  but  the  duties  which 
fall    upon    them    are     i^ally    identical 
with      those     which      fall     upon     the 
Magistrates      in      Council      in      Royal 
arai  Parliamentary  burghs.    They  have, 
at    the  present    tirae>  the   management 
of    such   streets  f||B  are  not  main  roads 
within  their    respective    burghs.     They 
have  a  staff  of  otHcials  for  the  purpose  of 
attending  to  those  streets  ;    and  why  in 
the   world    should   they    nrit    have   tbc 
power  of  managing  the  principal  streel! 
of  their  burghs,  just  as  well  as  of  the  side 
streets  which  adjoin  and  run  out  of  it  I 
Again,  under  the  surface  of  this  principal 
street  run   sewers   and   gas  and    water 
pipes,  which  are  under  the  control  of  the 
Local  Commissioners.     These   pipes  re- 
quire constant  attention  from  a  Resident 
Authority  ;  if  a  pipe  bursts  the  sooner 
it  is  repaired  the  better ;  and  is  it  reason- 
able that  authority  to  break  up  the  rood^J 
in  order  to  make  the  repair  should  have 
to  be  obtained  from  a  county  surveyor 
who  may  lie  many  miles  away,  and  with 
whom  it  may  take  days  to  communicate  f 
Of  course,  it  is  aometiraes  impossible  toj 
await    such    authority,    so     the     lo 
tradesman  breaks  the  road  up,  its  con^J 
dition    is    seriously  impaired,    and    thel 
Road  Trustees   refuse  to  put    it   right 
again,    because  of    what    they    terra    a 
high-handed  act  on  the  part  of  the  local 
tradesman.     Therefore,  it  does  appear  to 
me  that   the   appropriate   authority   to 
take  charge  of  the  management  of  the 
main  road  in  a  burgh  is  that  authority 
which  already  controls  the  other  streets 
in  it.     Again,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
principal    street    of    a    burgh  requires 
totally  different  management  from  that 
which  is  suitable  to  and  arlopted  in  the 
ease  of  country    roads.     Of  coui-se,  the 
traffic  on  a  main  road  in  a  burgh  is  much 
greater   than  that  on  a  country  road  ; 
the  people  resident   upon  it  are   much 
more  interested  in  its  being  in  proper 
order,  yet  the  County  Authority  treat  it 
simply  as  a  part  of  the  old  turnpike  road. 
I  do  not  blame  them  for  that ;  I  do  noi 
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tb-iuk  they  could  be  expected  to  do  moTe 
tlian  they  do  at  the  expense  of  the 
county  rate  ;  and  yet  as  the  law  now 
stands,  however  anxious  the  Burgh 
Local  Authority  may  be  to  supplement 
the  expenditure  of  the  connty  on  the 
road,  it  cannot  do  so  out  of  the  bnrgb 
rates,  Thusyouhavethia  position:  On  the 
one  hand,  the  County  Council  cannot  fairly 
beexpected  to  spend  the  money  necessary 
to  keep  the  street  in  thorough  and 
proper  order,  and  the  Police  Commis- 
sion era,  on  the  other  hand,  are  not  able 
to  supplement  the  expenditure  at  the 
expense  of  the  people  resident  within  the 
burgh.  Therefore,  the  appropriate  conrs^e 
to  pursue  under  these  circwmstaTices  is 
to  give  the  Local  Authorities  complete 
administration  of  the  roada  within  their 
own  boundaries,  they  to  be  at  the  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  them  in  the  future. 
It  may  be  said  that  the  County  Councils 
have  not  had  time  to  consider  this  matter  j 
but  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that 
they  have  had  ample  notice,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  they  have  up  to  the  pi-esent 
done  nothing  by  way  of  indicating  serious 
hostility  to  these  proposals.  But  any 
apprehension  on  their  part  of  risk  of 
prejudice  in  consequence  of  the  Bill  is, 
1  submit,  fully  met  by  a  liberal  provision 
that  any  question  which  may  arise  be- 
tween Connty  Councils  and  burghs  as  to 
the  terms  on  which  the  roads  are  to  be 
taken  over  must  either  be  adjusted  by 
consent  between  the  parties  or  settled 
by  refei-ence  to  the  Sheriff,  That,  I 
think,  is  a  most  moderate  and  fair  pro- 
vision, and  it  is,  indeed,  dilBcult  to  see 
how  the  interests  of  the  County  Council 
can  in  any  way  be  prejudiced  by  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  in  its  present  form. 
I  congratulate  my  hon.  Friend  on  get- 
ting this  Bill  on  at  such  an  early  stage 
of  the  Session.  I  sincerely  hope  that  it 
may  pass  the  Second  Reading  to-day,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  will  not  oppose 
that  being  done.  Of  course,  we  are  all 
aware  of  the  conciliatory  manner  in 
which  he  met  the  deputation  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  If  the  Bill  passes  this 
Session  it  will  remove  a  serioxis  blot 
on  the  existing  system  of  administration 
in  a  large  number  of  flourishing  com- 
munities in  Scotland,  and  it  will  he  a 
reform  of  a  nlost  practical  and  highly 
satisfactory  character. 
Jfr,  Aaher 


(L13,)  Sro  A.  ORE  EWING  (Bum- 
barton):  I  do  not  think  the  County 
Councils  are  hostile  to  this  proposal ;  tha 
only  difficulty  in  the  past  has  been  that 
the  burghs  objected  to  an  extension  of 
their  boandaries.  Every  one  knows  that 
the  burghs  (by  reason  of  their  population 
being  greater)  use  the  roads  more  than 
the  county,  and  therefore,  in  fairness  to 
the  ratepayers,  they  oi^ht  to  undertake 
the  burden  of  maintaining  roads  some 
distance  beyond  their  present  limits.  I 
hope  that  the  Lord  Advocate  will  see  Yns- 
way  to  agree  to  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Bill,  which,  I 
think,  is  a  very  safe  one,  for  it  leaves  tha 
parties  to  make  between  themselves  the 
best  arrangement  they  can.  I  hope  the 
Bill  will  pass  this  Session. 

(1.15.)   Mr,  D.  CHAWFORD  (Lanark 

N,EO  :  I  think  it  will  be  found  ther& 
is  a  general  consensus  of  opinion  among 
Members  from  Scotland  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  some  legislation  upon  this  sub* 
ject.  Tliat  has  been,  I  think,  long 
universally  admitted,  but  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is  an  entirely  novel  one, 
and  comes  upon  the  Scottish  ooontj 
representatives  somewhat  by  surprise.  I 
do  venture,  therefore,  to  urge  upon  the 
Government,  and  upon  the  Xjord  Advo- 
cate, that  before  they  give  unqualified 
assent  to  the  Bill  t\\^v  should  see  that 
some  greater  con siiie ration  than  it  now 
contains  is  given  to  the  interests  of  the 
counties  in  this  matter,  I  cannot  quita 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ayrshire  that  the  ctnmties  have  had 
sufficient  notice  of  this  Bill.  My  hon. 
Friend  not  very  long  ago  had  before  the 
House  a  Bill  in  which  certain  limits  of 
population  were  pr<^fx>sed — I  think  the 
limit  was  as  low  as  2,000^ — but  this  is  the 
very  first  time  it  has  been  proposed  un- 
conditionally and  without  any  reference 
to  the  extent  of  population,  to  confer  upon 
Police  burghs  the  management  of  their 
own  roads.  I  have  been  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Lanark  County  Clerk  upon 
this  matter.  He  was  quit«  unaware  that 
this  proposal  was  being  made,  and  not 
having  time  to  getciopies  of  the  Bill  from 
London,  he  had  the  copy  I  forwarded 
him    reprinted    and    circulated,  and  he 
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convened  a  special  meeting  of  the 
County  Council  to  consider  iL  Un- 
fortunately, that  meeting  is  only  being 
held  to-day,  Kow,  the  ground  a  for 
advocating  an  amendment  of  the  law 
have  always  hitherto  had  reference  to  a 
limit  of  population.  Lot  rae  say  in  a 
word  or  two  wliat  I  think  are  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  this  question  will  have 
ultimately  to  be  decided^  Tliere  are 
obviously  two  considerations  of  an 
opposite  character,  and  yet  to  each  of 
them  tlie  Bill  will  have  to  give  due 
weight.  The  consideration  on  the  one 
Bide  has  been  most  ably  presented  to  the 
House  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Bill.  No  doubt  there  is  a  great  deal  to 
ho  said  in  favour  of  a  Police  burgh 
having  the  management  of  all  the  ra^ds 
within  its  honndaries,  seebig  that  the 
Commissioners  of  the  burghs  have 
already  vested  in  them  paving,  clean- 
ing, and  lighting  powera.  But  the  other 
considertition  to  he  borne  iu  mind  is  the 
pecuniary  iut;:?rest  of  the  counties.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that,  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament  regulating  these 
matters  in  Scotland,  centres  of  population 
of  very  moderate  size  have  the  power  of 
erecting  themselves  into  ti>wu8.  The 
limit  of  population  is^  I  believe,  700. 
That  is  a  low  limit,  hut  certainly  the 
power  has  not  been  abused  in  the  county 
which  1  represent,  for  many  towns  and 
large  villages,  with  papulations  far  ex- 
ceeding the  limit,  have  not  availed  them- 
selves of  it.  But  there  are  many  other 
districts  where  the  population  is  more 
widely  distributed,  and  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  because  two  or  three  people  are 
gathered  together,  so  to  speak,  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  take  that  district  away 
from  the  rateable  area  of  the  county. 
No  doubt  where  the  population  chietly 
exists  in  villages,  the  inhabitants  tJiere 
are  the  main  users  of  the  CiOunty  roads, 
and  they  ought  consequently  to  pay  a 
fair  share  of  the  cost  of  maintaining 
them.  Thirj  is  a  consideration  the  House 
should  not  lose  sii^^ht  of,  and  consequently 
I  hope  the  County  Councils  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  views  on 
it.  It  ia  said  that  this  Bill  provides  for  an 
arrangement  being  made  by  the  Sheriff 
under  which  anj^  pecuniary  claim  may 
be  satisfied.  But,  surely,  some  principles 
should  be  laid  down  on  which  the  Sheriff 
should  proceed^  otherwise  it  would  not 


be  safe  for  the  counties.  I  am  not  at 
all  opposed  to  some  legislation  on  this 
subject ;  but  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
would  remedy  all  the  anomalies  which 
have  been  pointed  out.  I  trust  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  give  such  assunmces  as 
will  enable  County  Councils  to  have  con- 
fidence not  only  that  their  interests  aro 
attended  to,  but  that  they  will  also  have 
the  opportunity  of  making  representa- 
tions themselves  before  anything  final  is 
done, 

(1.25.)  Me,  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire) : 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  add  very 
much  to  the  fair  and  exhaustive  state- 
ments of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Bill,  Bat»  as  representing  a  locality  in 
which  this  question  has  created  con- 
siderable interest,  I  wish  to  impress  on 
the  House  that  the  existing  arrangement 
is  a  fruitful  source  of  conSict  and  dispute 
between  County  Councils  and  Police 
Commissioners,  and  for  tliat  reason,  as 
well  as  on  account  of  pecuniary  con- 
siderations, it  is  desirable  that  the 
matter  should  be  settled  in  a  way  that 
will  obviate  the  necessity  of  coming  to 
Parliament  for  farther  legislation.  No 
doubt  it  is  well  for  a  Local  Authority  to 
have  absolute  control  of  all  matters 
within  the  burgh  boundaries,  and  this 
principle  should  be  carried  out  wherever 
it  is  possible  without  ciiusing  serious  in^^ 
convenience.  But,  on  the  otlier  hand,  i 
the  lion.  Member  who  preceded  me  has 
point<*d  out,  there  is  something  to  be  said 
as  to  the  siz.*  of  the  burghs,  1  do  not  aup- 
posts  that  any  of  the  very  small  bui^hs 
would  care  to  take  the  management  of  the 
roads  into  their  own  hands ;  but  this 
question  of  hmit  of  population  is  one 
which  tlie  County  Councils  certainly 
should  consider.  No  doubt  the  Roads 
aud  Bridges  Act  settled  questions  be- 
tween burghs  and  counties  on  a  basis 
satisfactory  at  the  time  ;  but  its  provi- 
sions unfortunately  contained  no  elasti- 
city, and  since  it  was  passed  new  burghaj 
have  been  incorporated  and  old  ones^ 
have  largely  developed,  and  it  has 
become  necessary  that  Parliament, 
should  again  consider  tho  questio 
and  lay  down  some  principle,  thd 
elasticity  of  which  will  render  furthe]^ 
Parliamentary  interference  unneces 
sary.       The    Police    Committee   of  the 
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count  J  Tvhicli  1  Imv©  tlie  honour  to 
rtjpresent  have  conBiderccl  this  Bill,  ayid 
recognise  the  equity  of  its  pmposfils  in 
the  main,  the  only  objection  they  have 
being"  one  which  con  be  dealt  with  in 
Committee.  I  appeal  t-o  the  Governracnfc 
to  pive  a  Second  Heading  to  the  Bill, 
with  a  view  to  getting  rid  of  a  serious 
8<jnrce  of  ennfliot  between  counties  and 
burghs — a  source  which,  unless  some- 
thing is  done,  will  eontiniie  to  be  a 
festerinq-  sore,  I  hope  tlie  Bill  will  go 
into  Committee  in  BnSlcient  time  to 
©nsurj  a  full  and  fair  consideration  of 
aH  questions  invulved. 

•C1..1L)  Mr.  hark  STEWART 
(Kirkcudbright) :  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
words  as  to  thia  Bill,  the  importance  of 
which  I  fally  mini  it*  The  hon.  Member 
for  North -East  Lanarkshire  has  fairly 
narrated  certain  reasons  why  w©  should 
proceed  with  great  deliberation  in  this 
matter.  Althougli  to  the  outside  world 
it  may  appear  we  are  debating  btit  a 
simple  principle  and  a  very  small  Bill, 
yet  a  very  large  principle  is  involved, 
and  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  that  it  is 
proposed  ta  deal  with  it  io  the  most 
accepta1>le  way.  No  doubt  it  is  very 
desirable  to  luive  greater  uniformity  in 
the  system  of  ruad  management  in 
burghs  and  counties ;  it  would  be 
well  to  avoid  in  the  future  tliose 
heartburnings  which  have  been  so  rife 
in  the  past.  So  far  as  my  voice  goes, 
therefore,  I  ara  quite  disposed  to  advo- 
cate the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill. 
No  doubt  there  aro  evils  in  the  present 
aystera  which  are  suaceptible  of  remedy. 
An  illustration  of  the  existing  anomalies 
recently  occurred  almost  within  my  own 
conatituency.  In  the  burgh  of  New* 
town-Stewart  a  gaspipe  got  uncovered 
in  the  High  Street,  the  main  street  of 
the  town,  and  a  horse  falling  over  ihi.% 
pipe  was  seriously  damaged.  Of  course, 
the  pipe  was  laid  by  the  Bargh  Authority, 
and  was  under  their  cognisance,  hut  the 
street  itself  was  really  part  of  the 
county  r  ad.  An  action  was  Irought. 
against  the  County  Council  in  respect  of 
the  damage  sustained,  and  a  sum  of  £30 
recovered,  alfchouorh  the  County  Council 
cannot  be  said  to  be  responsible  in  equity 
at  alh  That  is  an  illustntion  of  a  burgh 
not  having  the  right  within  its  own  pre- 
Mr,  Barclay 


cincts  to  kei^p  its  own  house  in  order. 
As  to  the  question  as  between  the  burgh 
and  the  county,  I  contend  t)tat  the  ap- 
proaches t<i  a  town  are  far  more  impor- 
tant to  the  burgh  than  t<3  the  county. 
A  burgh  probably  contains  a  market,  a 
railway  station »  and  the  Post  Office,  to 
which  the  country  people  resort.  By 
this  traffic  tlio  roads  are  cut  up,  and  the 
county  has  to  pay  the  expense,  and  I 
have  known  cases  where  the  cost  of 
maintenance  for  three  miles  outside  a 
burgh  lias  been  XoO,  £60,  and  even 
XI 00  a  mile,  whereas  four  or  five  miles 
out  it  has  been  only  £S  or  £10.  Yet 
all  this  time  the  burgh  is  benefitting  by 
the  increase  of  its  rateable  value.  I  do 
not  hke  the  provisions  making  the 
decision  of  the  Sheriff  in  such  cases 
final.  My  main  objection,  however,  is 
that  the  County  Councils  have  not  bad 
time  fully  to  consider  the  Bill,  and  in 
order  to  accommodat-e  that  objection  I 
win  Id  suggest  thst  the  Committee  stage 
should  not  come  on  till  a  more 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  I 
do  not  believe  there  will  lie  found  to 
be  any  dispi^sition  on  the  part  of 
the  County  Authorities  to  take  undue 
advantage  as  against  the  bnighs.  Wo 
want  txi  do  all  that  is  fair  and  just,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think  the 
present  system  is  either  fair  or  just.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
will  allow  the  Second  Reading  to  be 
taken  to-day. 

(L400  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.) :  Tbeni  is  evidently  a  consensus  of 
opinion  in  favour  of  reading  this  Bill  ft 
second  time.  Indeed,  it  may  be  said  to 
have  been  already  read  a  second  time, 
for  its  principle  was  embodied  in  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Act 
a  year  or  two  ago.  There  is  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  on  eoch  side  in  regard  to  the 
limit  of  |K>puhition.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Memlier  for  Elgin 
Burghs,  who  also  represents  certain 
burghs  in  the  county  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  called  attention  to 
the  existing  anomalies.  No  one  can 
deny  that  those  anomalirs  are  very  great. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Burgh  of  Peter- 
head. My  hon.  Friend  represents  thftt>  It 
is  situated  at  the  termini  of  the  roads, 
and  there  is  consequently  no  difficnlty  in 
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dealing  with  tlie  roada  of  the  town  by 
them  selves.    Bat  there  arc  other  burghs, 
such  as  the  Rojal  burgh  of  Kintore,  as 
to  whidi  a  most  handsome  apology  wag 
given    for  its  existence.      This    burgh 
consists  of  two  or  three  bouses,  but  one 
of   tlie    great   highways  of    the   county 
goes   through    it.      Of  course,  1  admire 
the      honourable      defence    made      by 
the   hon.    Member    who    represents    it 
with  regard  to  its  holding  the  rights  it 
has ;   but,  surely,  it  is  a  great  anomaly 
that  such  a  distinction  Rhould  he  drawn 
between   that  Royal  burgh  and  Police 
bui^hs   with    large    populations.      That 
distinction  ought  to  he  put  ati  end  to.     I 
f-hink    that    this    Bill   does   not   go   far 
enough,  and  I  regret  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate does  not  see  his  way  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  adjust  the  anomalies  that  exist. 
What  we  want  is  to  have  the  best  pns- 
sible  Road  Authority.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  hou.  Member  for  Kirkcudbright  in  all 
he    said  as  to  the  user    of    the  co^ uty 
roads  j   for  let  me  point  out   that  yon 
cannot  Imve  a  coal  mine  in  working,  or  a 
thriving  village,  or  a  railway  station,  or 
an   aggregation    of    population    without 
an  incrense  of  assessable  property.     As 
one  step  on  the  way  to  an  fuljustment  of 
existing  anomalies,  I  think  that  a  hard 
and  fast  line  should  he  applied  to  the 
large   cities,    small    towns,  and   burghs, 
whereby  the  right  of  assessing,  whether 
of  the    burghs   for   the    county    or   the 
county  for  the  burgh,  shall   be   uniform 
for   ail,    whether   great   or   snmll.      Of 
course,  if  there  are  disputes  and  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Sheriff,  his  decision  should 
be  final ;  but  I  think  there  ought  to  l3e  no 
necessity  for  disputes*     I  would  have  a 
uniform  law   for  all  without  any  refer- 
ence to  the  Sheriff.     If  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  will  fix  the  Committee  stage  at 
a  sufficiently  distant  date  to  ensure  that 
the  opinion  of  road  authorities  may  be 
secured,  I  think  they  will   be  successful 
in  carrying  a  permanent  and  satisfactory' 
reform.     At  the  same  time,  I  hope  that 
the  Lord  Advocate  will  see  that  the  in- 
terests    of   the    county    representatives 
are  protected  in  this  matter  of  time, 

(L47.)  Mr,  J.  B.  BALFOUR  (Clack^ 
mannan,  &c.) :  I  desire  to  join  in  the 
appeal  to  the  Lord  Advocate  to  agree  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  I 
think  the  House  must  be  satisfied  that 


{Janitart  28, 1801  \  (Scoilaiid)  BilL      1218 

here  there  is  a  grievance  to  l:>e  remedied, 
and  by  no  means  a  new^  one,  for  it  has 
been   before  the   counties   and    burghs 
for  a  considerable  time.     We  know  that 
when  the  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill   was   under  considemtion    a    great' 
deal  of  interest  was  expressed  in  this 
question,  and  we  know,  too,  that  the  Bill 
of  my   hou,  Friend   last  year,  and  the 
influential  character  of  the  deputation 
which  waited  on  the  Lord  Advocate  on 
this    subject    last     October,    constitute 
further  evidence  of  the  importance  at- 
tached to  it.    I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  give  his  assent  to  the  Second 
Reading,  and  let  the  details  be  threshed 
out  in  Committee.     It  is  not  often  that 
a  Scotch  private  Member's  Bill  obtainil 
such  an  tvdvantageous   position  so  early 
in  the  ^Session  as  this  Bill  has  secured, 
and  it  will  be  a  great  misfortune  if  that 
advantage  should  he  lost  by  any  post- 
ponemeiit  of  the  Second  Reading,     I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  any  objection  to 
fixing  tliR    Committee  stage  at    such  a 
date  as  will  enable  the  County  Authorities 
to  give  expression  to  their  views.     With 
regard  to  providing  any  hard  and  fast 
limit  of  jopulation,  I  may  j^oint  out  that 
there    is   a   safeguard    in    the    Bill,   es 
drafted,  against  places  that  are  too  small 
to  have  the  chai-go  of  their  own  roads 
attempting  to  do  so.    It  will  not  be  com* 
pulsory  on  all  burghs  to  take  this  step  ; 
it  is  only  made  lawful  for  them  to  do  so,  if 
they  think  fit,  and  only  those  who  hold 
that  it  will  lie  to  the  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity of  whose  affairs  they  have  charge 
will  bring  themselves  under  the  provision. 
Those  burghs  which  have  no  organised 
staff  for  this  work   at  present  will,  no 
doubt,  he  quite  content  to  leave  the  road 
control  in  the  hands  of  t)je  county.     But 
this  point  is  eminently  one    for  decision 
by  the  Ijocal  Authorities  themselves.     A 
more   important   point    is    w^hether    the 
burgh  should  to  any  extent,  and  if  so 


should  to 
what,  contribute  to  the  maintenance  ofl 
the  highways  immediately  outside  its 
boundaries.  Well,  I  think  that  difficulty 
ia  met  by  the  provision  that  the  decision 
shall  ve^t  with  the  Sheriff,  if  the 
authorities  themselves  fail  to  agree.  As 
to  the  objection  to  the  decision  of  the 
Sheriff    being    final,    I   should  like   to 
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observe  that  in  this  case  the  Sheriff  will 
not  be  a  judicial,  but  an  administrative 
officer,  performing  a  piece  of  adminis- 
tration, and  whore  the  assistance  of  an 
officer  of  the  independence  of  character 
of  the  Sheri£E  is  invoked,  it  would  be 
most  unfortunate  and  contrary  to  prin- 
ciple to  give  an  appeal  from  his  decision, 
all  the  more  as  to  have  the  matter  settled 
one  way  or  the  other  is  the  great  object 
of  this  Bill. 

(1.54.)  The  LORD  ADVOCATE 
(Mr.  J.  P.  B.  BoBERTSOX,  Bute)  :  I  was 
anxious  to  hear  the  views  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  before  taking  part  in  the 
Debate.  There  has  been  a  useful  and 
business-like  discussion  of  this  measure, 
and  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  con- 
siderable divergence  of  opinion  about  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire 
presented  with  great  clearness  the  ano- 
malies in  the  existing  law.  In  the  first 
place,  it  is  singular  that  some  burghs 
having  the  management  of  their  own 
streets  are  inferior  in  siz3  to  those 
which  have  not.  It  is  anomalous,  again, 
that  in  the  case  of  police  burghs  the 
Commissioners  have  the  management 
of  all  the  streets  in  the  burgh  save  one, 
and  that  one  the  principal  street  in  the 
burgh.  It  is  also  a  singular  phenome- 
non that  even  if  the  Commissioners  are 
anxious  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
principal  streei;,  which  happens  to  be  a 
main  thoroughfare,  it  is  not  within  their 
competence  to  spend  the  rates  upon  that 
laudable  purpose.  And  it  is  very 
singular  that  while  a  village  which  has 
no  autonomy  of  its  own  is  in  a  position 
to  claim,  and  frequently  to  obtain,  the 
admission  of  some  of  its  streets  to  the 
list  of  county  roads,  that  privilege  is 
denied  to  police  burghs,  and  they 
suffer  positively  a  disability  by 
reason  of  their  having  a  corporate 
existence.  Again,  the  fact  that  sewers 
and  gas-pipes  run  under  these  roads,  and 
cannot  be  reached  without  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Authority,  is  likely  to  cause 
irritation.  It  is  impossible,  upon  a  con- 
sideration of  these  fact's,  to  avoid  the 
conclusion  that  the  law  is  susceptible  of 
very  great  criticism,  and  ought  to  be 
susceptible  of  amendment.  I  should 
like,  however,  to  say,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  re^on  for  which  the  manage-^ 
Mr,  J.  B.  Balfour 


ment  and  maintenance  of  these  main 
roads  has  been  reserved  to  the  counties 
is  completely  intelligible,  because  the 
policy  of  the  Legislature  has  been  to 
terminate  as  far  as  possible  the  cutting 
into  bits  of  a  long  line  of  thoroughfare 
and  to  concantrate  it  within  the  county 
area  under  the  hands  of  one  body  of 
Trustees.  That  is  obviously  convenient. 
There  is,  in  short,  a  conflict  of  conveni- 
ence, however,  when  the  thoroughfare 
passes  through  a  burgh.  It  is  desirable 
that  continuity  of  management  should 
not  b3  broken,  but  it  is  undesirable  that 
the  Burgh  Authority  should  b3  op  steel 
from  the  management  of  the  main  part 
of  the  town.  The  proper  way  of  arriv- 
ing at  a  solution,  perhaps,  is  to  discover 
the  cases  where  the  main  thoroughfare 
retains  substantially  its  character  of  a 
through  road,  and  the  cases  where  it 
loses  that  character  and  is  moro  of  a 
street  in  a  town.  I  think  the  House  is 
fairly  entitled  to  res^jrve  its  judgment 
as  to  the  size  of  the  burghs  which  shall 
have  vested  in  them  these  powers  of  road 
management.  Coming,  however,  to  the 
practical  question,  it  is  impossible  to 
ignore  the  fact  that  the  substantive  pro- 
posal is  the  transfer  of  a  jurisdiction  at 
present  vested  in  the  County  Councils 
to  the  police  burghs,  and  not  only  of 
jurisdiction,  but  also  of  a  power  of  assess- 
ment. I  think  there  is  an  awkwardness 
in  the  House  pronouncing  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  local  administration  in  the 
absence  of  the  vie  ws  of  the  local  adminis- 
trators from  whom  this  subtraction  of 
power  is  to  be  made,  and,  therefore,  my 
opinion  leads  me  towards  the  suggestion 
that  the  Debate  should  be  adjourned 
until  the  County  Councils  have  had  anC 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter. 
I  certainly  do  not  agree  that  the 
County  Councils  are  to  blame  for 
not  having  already  considered  this  Bill. 
The  Bill  is  not  the  same  as  that  of  last 
year ;  but  even  as  regards  last  year's 
Bill  the  County  Councils  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  at  the  time  and  could  not  consider 
the  measure.  I  think  they  should  be 
asked  to  express  their  opinions  promptly 
on  this  Bill,  and  at  once  state  their  re- 
commendations on  the  subject.  I  have 
some  reserve  in  pronouncing  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  which  is  really  one 
of  local  convenience,  and  one  for  looai. 
^^sideratioI^.  in    the  absenqe    pf   the 
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views  of  one  of  the  authorities,  which 
is  the  authoritj^  from  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  subtract  power.  At  the  same 
time,  there  is  great  force  iu  wliat  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  as 
justifying  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  now.  1  am,  myself,  most  reluctant, 
my  hon.  Friend  having  obtained  the 
position  of  the  First  Order  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Session,  to  deprive 
him  of  the  Second  Reading.  I  do  not 
think  the  subject  is  one  of  such  com- 
plexity or  doulit  that  we  may  not  fairly 
give  the  Bill  a  Second  Reading. 
But  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
views  which  have 
all  quarters  of  the 
the  sense  in  which 
the  Second  Reading, 
a  matter  of  detail- 
that  he  will  consider 


the 


accede     to 
been  urged    in 
House,     as    to 
he    is    to    take 
This    is    really 
I  do  not  suppose 


that  the  House  is  committed  to  more 
than  the  ^eneml  view  that  there  ought 
to  be  an  extension  of  powers  to  burghs 
in  regard  to  roads ;  whether  we  shall 
confer  on  the  Police  burghs  the  right  of 
managing  their  own  roads  is  a  question 
which  I,  for  my  part,  desire  to  hold  an 
open  mind.  Whether,  again,  there 
should  be  a  limit  in  point  of  time  is  a 
subject  with  which  it  is  unnecessary  to 
deah  But  that  point  acquires  special 
importance  when  it  is  remembered  that 
while  the  terms  of  transfer,  according 
to  the  Bill  J  will  be  subject  to  air  re  e  men  t 
by  the  County  Council,  or  settlement  by 
the  Sheriff,  the  County  Council  has  no 
right  of  veto  upon  the  transfer ;  that  can 
only  go  before  the  Sheriff  on  the  subject 
of  terms.  I  trust  tliat  my  hon.  Friend 
will  accept  the  suggestion  which  1  throw 
out  as  to  the  sense  in  which  he  will  take 
the  Second  Reading.  I  should  like  to 
add  that  nothing  I  have  said  is  intended 
to  suggest  to  the  County  Councils,  or 
those  who  represent  them,  that  there 
are  reasons  which  ought  to  make  them 
jealous  or  timid  about  this  proposal.  I 
cannot  say  that  I  think  that  is  the  case. 
Another  matter  which  I  wish  particu- 
larly to  impress  upon  my  hon.  Friend  is 
this :  1  hope  he  will  not  fix  the  Com- 
mittee stage  for  too  early  a  date,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  he  should  take  it 
after  Easter,  in  order  to  allow  of  the 
County  Council  meeting  in  March,  The 
discission  we  have  had  to-day  has  been 
so  amicable  and  reasonable  that  he  may 


be  satisfied  after  the  County  Councils 
have  considered  the  Bill  that  the  Com- 
mittee stage  will  not  be  protracted  or 
laborious.  On  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, 1  shall  approach  the  subject  as  a 
matter  of  mere  administration  wliich 
ought,  however,  to  he  carried  through 
with  the  general  consent  of  the  House* 
(2.5.) 

•(2.20.)  Siu  ARCHIBALD  CAMP- 
BELL (Renfrew,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
while  concurring  with  the  remarks  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  on  the  Bill,  and  being 
ready  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading,  I 
shall  reserve  to  myself  the  right  of 
proposing  any  such  Amendment  as  may 
be  necessary  in  Committee.  Every 
County  Council  has  not  re]X)rted  upoik 
this  Bill,  because  it  has  not  had  time ; 
and  I  trust  that  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  the 
Comtnitteo  stage  will  not  he  taken  until  i 
after  Easter.  In  my  own  County  olJH 
Renfrew  there  is  a  large  number  afJ 
Police  burghs  and  populous  places 
where  the  action  of  the  Bill  as  laid  down 
would  be  rather  hard.  The  county  ha» 
expended  a  large  sum  of  money  on  the 
main  roads.  We  have  two  large  road 
steamers,  beside  machinery  for  bi^eaking 
up  the  road  met^l,  and  there  is  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  aa  a  result  of 
that  expenditui^  the  roads  are  much 
better  than  they  were  before.  I  should 
be  rery  much  afraid  that  if  there  were 
any  part  of  the  contributions  by  the 
populous  places  and  the  Police  bui^hstj 
withdrawn,  it  >vould  bear  exceedingly 
heavy  on  the  other  parts  of  the  county 
which  have  to  keep  up  their  expensive 
machinery,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
Police  burghs  managing  their  own 
roads  as  well  as  they  can,  but  1  think  ii 
should  be  clearly  laid  down  that 
the  county,  having  to  keep  up 
all  these  through  roads,  they  should 
contribute,  at  all  events,  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  the  large  cost  which  is  in- 
volved in  providing  for  the  large  traffic 
going  into  these  large  burghs,  I  believe 
in  England  that  the  rate  is  collected  in 
these  boroughs,  or  those  places  which  are 
similar  to  the  Police  burghs  in  Scot- 
land, by  the  County  Qouncil,  and  that  a 
certain  portion  of  it  is  given  back  to  the 
bruj^hs.      II   a    certain   eum   is    to   be 
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given  to  keep  up  the  roads  withia  the 
burghs,  the  burghs  would  then  maintain 
them,  and  the  counties  would  not  lose 
anything  by  it.  Another  question  to  be 
considerad  in  this  matter  is  the  breaking 
up  of  the  counties.  Now,  especially  in 
Renfrewshire,  the  main  roads  which  run 
oat  of  Glasgow  run  through  a  number 
of  large  Police  burghs,  and  the  result  of 
the  passage  of  this  Bill  would  be  that  if 
thes9  burghs  are  to  be  taken  out  of  the 
county,  and  to  have  the  management  of 
iheir  own  roads,  you  would  have,  say, 
one  mile  of  road  within  a  burgh,  another 
in  the  county,  and  a  third  mile  in  another 
burgh,  so  that  the  county  would  be 
broken  up  somewhat  after  the  manner 
of  a  draught  or  chess-board.  I  think 
that  the  continuity  of  authority  which 
has  proved  so  valuable  in  keeping  the 
roads  in  a  better  condition  than  would 
otherwise  have  been  the  case  would 
thereby  be  destroyed,  and  that  the 
public  generally  would  lose  by  the 
change.  These  matters  could,  however, 
be  all  dealt  with  in  Committee.  It 
should  be  thorouefhly  understood  that  in 
conceding  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  we  merely  adopt  the  principle  to  the 
burghs  that  the  burghs  should  have  as 
much  authority  as  they  fairly  ought  to 
have  within  the  limits  of  their  own  juris- 
diction, bat  that  the  counties  should  not 
lose  by  a  measurd  that  is  intended  for 
the  safeguarding  of  the  towns. 

♦Mb.  H.ELLIOT  :  I  quite  concur  with 
what  has  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  in  accept- 
ing the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  I  hope 
be  will  allow  me  to  put  the  Committee 
stage  down  for  to-morrow,  so  that  I  may 
not  lose  the  priority  I  have  obtained  for 
the  Bill,  on  the  understanding  that  I 
ahall  not  proceed  with  the  Committee 
stage  till  after  Easter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

CONSPIRACY  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  16.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
(2.27.)  Mr.  E.ROBERTSON  (Dundee): 
In  rising  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of 
Sir  Archibald  Campbell 


this  Bill,  I  feel  that  a  certain  apology  is 
due  from  a  private  Member  who  invites 
the  House  to  enter  on  the  difficult  subject 
of  the  Law  of  Criminal  Conspiracy.  In- 
stead of  bringing  forward  a  Bill,  I  would 
rather  have  found  myself  in  the  position 
of  offering  a  cordial  support  to  the  .Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown — who,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  are  not  here — in  the  discharge  of  the 
duty  of  submitting  once  more  to  the  House 
the  carefully-prepared  and  complete 
scheme  embracing  the  Criminal  Code, 
which,  at  the  instance  of  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment, a  little  more  than  II  years  ago, 
was  framed  by  a  Judicial  Commission  of 
the  highest  character.  The  Penal  Code 
which  was  drawn  up  by  that  Commission 
I  cannot  help  comparing  to  what  was 
done  by  another  still  more  famous  Royal 
Commission,  which  I  think  did  not  receive 
very  fair  treatment.  The  Criminal  Code 
Commission  has  not  even  had  the  reward 
of  the  thanks  of  this  House,  and  all  that 
was  done  upon  their  Report  was  that  the 
Tory  Government  of  1880  did  commit 
itself  through  the  late  lamented  Sir  John 
Holker  to  the  nature  of  that  Criminal 
Code,  for  a  Bill  was,  I  believe,  brought 
forward  in  that  year,  that  measure 
being,  with  the  exception  of  some  par- 
ticulars into  which  I  need  not  go,  the 
same  as  the  scheme  recommended  by  the 
Commissioners.  Next  to  having  the 
whole  subject  dealt  with  in  that  way,  I 
should  have  preferred  to  have  seen  the 
whole  subject  of  criminal  conspiracy 
dealt  with  as  a  whole,  but  I  think  it 
would  have  been  as  entirely  out  of  place 
for  me  to  have  made  such  a  proposal  as 
for  one  in  my  position  to  have  attempted 
to  alter  the  whole  Criminal  Code. 
If  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  were  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  way  I  have  just  suggested,  I 
should  not  have  stood  in  the  way  with 
my  Bill  on  this  occasion.  I  have  been 
led  to  bring  forward  the  proposals  the 
Bill  contains  by  the  practical  injustice 
of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  as  far  as  it  is 
ascertained,  and  by  the  boundless  possi- 
bilities of  injustice  which  may  be  antici- 
pated as  far  as  it  is  not  ascertained,  l^e 
Bill  19  restricted  to  two  points.  I  pro- 
pose to  amend  the  Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
tection to  Property  Act  of  the  year 
1 875  on  two  points,  and  two  points  only. 
The  first  of  them  is  this :    I  propose  to 
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lay  down  the  general  ppinciple  that, 
subject  to  specified  exceptions,  no  com- 
binatioii  shall  be  treated  as  criminal 
unless  it  con  template  a  a  criminal  object. 
That  is  provided  in  Clause  3  of  the  Bill. 
In  the  second  place,  I  propose  to  amend 
the  Act  of  1875  as  to  one  word,  and  one 
word  only,  in  Section  7  of  that  Act — the 
word  **  intimidates  '*— by  Hmitinff  intimi- 
dation in  the  manner  proposed  in  ray 
Bilh  As  the  time  available  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  question,  important  as  I 
think  it  is,  has  now  become  rather  limited, 
I  shall  deal  as  suramarilj  rb  I  jjossib  j 
can  with  the  two  points  I  have  men- 
tioned. In  the  first  place,  I  propose  to 
lay  down  a  rale,  following  the  Act  of 
1875j  that»  subject  to  certain  specified 
exceptions,  an  agreement  or  combination 
by  two  or  more  persons  to  do  or  procure 
to  be  done,  any  act  shall  not  be  punished 
as  a  conspiracy,  if  when  committed  by 
one  person  it  could  not  be  punishtd  as  a 
crime,  I  have  not  been  ci^nvinced  that 
there  ought  to  be  anythintj  in  the  mere 
act  of  combination  which  should  import 
criminality  into  proceedings  which  are 
not  in  themselves  criminaK  I  cannot 
admit  the  absolutely  undt^mocratic  prin* 
eiplc  that  one  man  can  do  that  which  a 
hundred  cannot ;  that  a  body  of  tenants 
cannot,  without  being  guilty  of  a 
crime,  do  that  which  their  landlord 
moy  do;  that  a  body  of  servants 
may  not,  without  being  guilty  of  a  crime, 
do  that  which  their  master  may  do  with 
impunity.  I  know  there  is  a  i^reat  deal 
to  be  said  on  the  other  side ;  but  in 
parting  with  thi.s  topic  I  will  just  say 
that,  in  taking  this  apparently  extreme 
position,  I  am  ft^rtified  by  the  highest 
authority — I  have  been  looking  at  the 
edition  of  the  Indian  Penal  Code,  pub- 
lished by  Mr,  Stokes.  I  imagine  it  is 
virtually  the  same  as  that  drawn  by 
Lord  Macaulay,  and  the  best  interpre- 
talion  I  can  put  upon  it  is  this  :  that 
outside  acts  of  war,  outside  revolution, 
there  is  nothing  recognised  in  the  Indian 
Penal  Code  as  conspiracy  which  is  not 
conspiracy  to  commit  a  criminal  offence. 
Clause  3  of  my  Bill  starts  with  the 
general  principle  of  the  Act  of  1875.  1 
leave  out  that  wliich  in  the  Act  of  1875 
limits  the  application  of  the  principle  to 
trade  disputes.  In  the  next  paragraph 
I  erolxjdy  the  exceptions  laid  down  in 
the  Act  of  1875,  and   introduce  certain 


other  exceptions,  which  are  not  men- 
tioned in  that  Act,  because  conspiracies 
of  that  kind,  I  suppose,  may  be  considered 
unlikely  to  occur  in  trade  disputes*  But 
as  I  have  enlarged  the  principle,  I  think 
it  right  to  admit  all  the  exceptions, 
which  are  fortified  by  strong  authority. 
The  clause  as  drawn  practically  repro- 
duces the  recommend  at  ions  of  the 
Criminal  Code  Commission  of  1879,  the 
effect  of  which  I  have  stated  in  the 
Memorandum  prefixed  to  the  Bill,  1 
will  read  a  single  paragraph  from  that 
Memorandum,  which  shows  the  views 
taken  by  the  Commission  of  1879,  and, 
as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  dif^cover, 
adopted,  approved,  and  embodied  in  a 
Bill  brought  before  this  House  by  the 
then  Ijaw  Officer  of  the  then  Tory 
Government.     The  Commission  says  : — 

**\Vt5  hftve  laken  the  respoat*ibility  of  re- 
commending that  Crimea  ahoold  no  longf^r  h« 
indirUbltt  at  €k>mmoii  Law,  but  only  under  th6 
provisions  of  the  Draft  Code,  ur  »onie  other  Ad 

in  force  lor  the  time  being Stclioii  6 

will  tbuB  have  the  effect  of  prevention  iodict* 
metitB  at  Com  moo  Law  for  conaprmcy/' 

That  is  what  I  say  is  brought  about  by 
Section  3  of  this  Bill.  Section  5  of  the 
Draft  Bill  was  reproduced  as  Section  6 
of  Sir  John  Holker's  Bill,  and  I  am  not 
a  ware  of  anything  which  can  relieve  the 
Conservative  Party  from  this,  that  by  their 
own  deliberate  action  they  propc  sed  in 
1879  to  pass  into  law  the  rery  principle  I 
seek  to  estiiblish  by  Clause  3  of  my  BilL 
Why  should  that  general  principle,  that 
only  criminal  combinations  should  be- 
treated  as  conspiracies,  subject  to  the 
recognised  exceptions,  be  limited  to 
trade  disputes'?  That  is  the  first  ques- 
tion to  which  I  invite  the  attention  of 
those  hon.  Members  opposite  who  hav© 
indicated  an  intention  of  opposing-  this 
Bill,  Well,  as  I  Imve  said,  I  pro],ose  to 
repeat  the  Act  of  1875  without  its 
limitations^  but  with  itsexcet  tions.  I  have 
left  out  the  second  paragraph  of  Clause  3 
of  the  Act,  which  says  Ihat  the  Act  is 
not  to  apply  to  conspiracy  which  is  made 
punishable  by  law.  1  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  conspiracy  of  that  sort 
other  than,  possibly,  ctmspiracies  under 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  for 
Irtdand.  If  there  is  any  other  conspiracy 
punishable  by  Act  of  PaHiament  and 
which   it    is  desirable   to   punish  as  a^ 
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crime,  I  saggest  that  it  ehould  be  brought 
into  the  list  of  exceptions.  My  list  of 
exceptions  may  include  items  that  are 
not  necessary,  I  have  put  them  there 
becjause  they  are  in  the  existing  Act  and 
in  the  report  of  the  Criminal  Code  Com- 
misaioQ.  It  may  be.  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  Bill  omits  some  items  that  onght 
to  be  there.  As  to  that,  I  shall  1x3  per- 
fectly prepared,  if  this  measure  is 
allowed  to  reach  the  Committee  stage,  to 
introduce  into  the  list  any  exceptions 
for  which  a  reasonable  argument 
may  be  put  forward.  I  am  desirous 
on  this,  as  on  all  other  points,  to  shelter 
myself  under  and  behind  the  best 
authority,  and  I  have  taken  these 
exceptions  from  the  Report  of  Lord 
Blackburn*s  Commission  and  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  of  1870.  If  they 
ought  to  be  more  completely  and  cor- 
rectly defined,  let  us  do  it  Let  us  treat 
the  list  in  the  second  paragraph  of  my 
Bill  simply  as  a  Schedule  of  exceptions 
which  may  ha  extended  or  reduced  iu 
Committee-  May  I  say  that  at  least  in 
one  important  case  of  codification  of  the 
Criminal  Law  the  result  is  precisely  tlie 
same,  even  in  point  of  form,  as  this 
which  I  now  propose  ?  A  great  deal  of 
<3odifi cation  ha^  been  f^oir\g  on  for  a  long 
time  in  the  Uoited  States  of  America, 
As  far  as  I  know,  the  Criminal  Code 
of  New  York  is  the  most  complete, 
if  not  the  only  complete,  instance 
of  penal  ccMiification  in  the  United 
States.  That  Code,  which  I  suppose  is 
still  in  force,  does  almost  literally  the 
same  thing  as  I  hope  to  do  in  this  Bill, 
and  I  venture  respectfully  to  cite  that  as 
a  precedent  whicli  the  House  may  pro- 
perly take  into  consideration  in  dealing 
with  this  part  of  the  measure,  I  ask 
the  attention  not  so  much  of  lawyers 
as  of  lay  Members  of  the  House  to  this 
point.  I  say  this  is  not  bo  much  a 
question  of  law  as  one  of  policy  of  the 
highest  importance,  on  which  the  com- 
mon sense  of  Members  of  this  House  is 
worth  the  judgment  of  a  thousand 
Judges,  The  first  consideration  I  ask 
them  to  keep  in  mind  is  this  ;  that  this 
proposal,  or  any  proposal  on  simihir  lines, 
will  at  least  limit  the  dangerous  vague- 
ness of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  I  am  not 
going  toentt?r  into  a  discussion  about  the 
present  state  of  that  law,  but  I  shall 
make  one  or  two  refereoces  to  establish 
-Mr,  E,  Uohertson 


law  is  vague»| 
is   dangerous. 


the  proposition  that  the 
and  that  the  vagueness 
I  would  refer,  in  the  first  place,  to 
a  most  learned  controversy  that  Las 
been  going  on  for  some  time  past 
in  the  Law  Quarterly  lleview.  That 
controversy  has  been  sustained  on 
one  side  by  a  learned  friend  of  mine, 
Mr.  Bigby,  I  do  not  say  w  hether  he  is 
right  or  wrong  in  his  conclusions,  but  X 
say  that  no  one  can  read  his  articles 
without  seeing  that  the  law  is  in  a  state^ 
of  the  greatest  vagueness.  Again,  Mr* 
Justice  Stephen,  who  was  one  of  tbe 
Members  of  the  Criminal  Code  Com- 
mission, speaking  of  the  well-known 
Judgment  in  "Tlie  Queen  a^inst 
Drewitt" — which,  of  course,  was  &n 
extreme  case — puts  in  a  graphic  way  one 
of  the  possibilities  that  may  be  drawn 
out  of  the  present  state  of  the  law.  He 
says^ — 

**  If  this  Is  correctly  reported,  and  is  f^ood 
law,  it  would  follow  *  that  if  Iwo  brothera* 
haviDg  a  Kister  who  was  about  to  cootraot  a 
marriage  which  they  disliked,  agreed  together 
to  exclude  her  from  their  society  if  *he  did  ao, 
in  order  by  the  threat  of  go  doiog  to  prevent 
the  murtinge,  they  would  be  guilty  of  aa 
indictable  conspiracy.** 

That  is  a  possibility^  according  to  one  of 
the  most  learned  Judges  on  the  Bench, 
under  the  present  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
Again,  after  laying  down  the  general 
exceptions  to  th«  rule,  the  learned  Com- 
missioners on  the  Criminal  Code  say — 

**  There  ia  not,  perhapa,  any  distioct  authority 
for  the  proposition  that  there  are  at  Common 
Law  any  criminal  conspiracies  other  than  thoae 
referred  to,  but  Bome  degree  of  obscurity 
exta^B  ou  the  aubjeot.  An  agreement  to  d>  aa 
unlawful  net  huH  been  said  to  be  a  conspiraoyf 
but  as  no  definition  haa  been  found  aa  to  what 
conatitiitea  unlaiAluloeaa,  it  seema  to  ua  un- 
aatiiifactory  that  there  ahould  be  any  indictable 
utfenee  of  which  the  elementa  should  be  left  in 
unCbrUinty  asd  doubt," 

Surely  that  is  a  most  weighty  deliver- 
ance, and  it  is  not  right  to  perplex 
jaries  of  laymen  with  such  possibilities 
as  this  law  points  to,  S  a  rely  it  is  not 
right  to  trust  oven  Resident  Mjig Is t rates, 
certified  though  their  legal  qualificationa 
may  be  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  to  ad- 
minister a  law  iu  that  condition.  Tho 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hol« 
born  (Mr,  Gainsford  Bruce)  haa  in- 
timated an  intention  of  moving  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.     1  ask  my  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  to  answer  these  two 
quesfcions :  How  does  he,  and  how  do 
the  Government,  propose  in  this  demo- 
cratic House  to  jiistifj  the  distinction 
which  the  Act  of  1875  establishes  be- 
tween artizans  and  other  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  i  If  I  hey  are  going 
to  maintain  tliis  distinction,  how  do  they 
propose  to  jttstify  it  in  the  face  of  the 
country?  In  the  second  place,  I  ask, 
can  they  point  to  any  substantial  differ- 
ence between  the  proposals  I  now  make 
and  those  contained  in  the  Criraitial 
Code  reported  by  the  Commission  to 
Her  Majesty,  and  submitted  by  Sir  John 
Holker  to  this  House  ?  I  now  come  to 
the  second  point  on  which  I  propose  to 
amend  the  Act  of  1875.  Section  4  of 
my  Bill  proposes  to  amend  Clause  7  of 
the  Conspiracy  Act  by  imposing  the 
limitation  I  set  out.  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  by  reading  the  whole  of  Clause 
7  of  the  Act  of  1875.  It  provides,  how- 
ever, that  every  person  who,  with  the 
view  to  compel  any  person  to  do  or  ab- 
stain from  doing,  ic, 

*'  Uses  %*ioleQco  to  or  iniimidatefl  such  other 
persoDt  or  his  wife  or  childrea,  or  iDJurea  hia 
property," 

shall  be  guilty  of  an  offence  under  the 
Act.  The  offence,  therefore,  consists 
either  (1)  in  violenc©  to  person  or  pro- 
perty, or  (2)  in  intimidation.  What  I 
propose  to  do  is  to  limit  intimidation  by 
the  words  I  have  introduced  in  Clause 
4  of  my  Bill.  It  is  within  the  know- 
ledge of  every  Member  of  this  House 
that  Clause  7  hos  recently  received  a 
startling'  interpretation  by  one  of  the 
Judges  of  the  land — one  of  the  inferior 
Judges  if  you  like — but,  still,  one  of  the 
Judges  who  has  the  liberties  of  Her 
Majesty ^s  subjects  under  his  control- 
Everyone,  I  presume,  lias  heard  of  a 
recent  decision  by  Mr,  Bompas,  Q.C., 
a  decision  which  has  made  the  name  of 
Bompas  famous.  But  he  is  not  the  only 
Recorder  or  the  only  Judge  who  has 
given  that  decision,  I  believe  a  similar 
interpretation  lias  also  been  put  upon 
Clause  7  by  Mr.  Digby  Seymour,  QC., 
the  Recorder  of  Newcastle.  I  have  not 
seen  any  authorised  version  of  those 
decisions,  but  I  have  seen  the  newspaper 
reports  of  the  decision  of  Mr.  Bompas, 
which,  obviously,  will  not  be  quite  ac- 
cnrate.     It  would  seem^  however,  that  be 


decided  that  where  officials  of  a  Trade 
Union  order  their  men  to  leave  work  un- 
less their  employer  consents  to  dismiss 
non- Union  men,  the  officials  ofjthe  Trade 
Union  are  guilty  of  intimidation 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  7.  The 
lion.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
(Mr.  Fenwick),  who  will  second  the 
Motion,  will  go  more  fully  into  these 
decisions,  and  will  he  better  able  tc)  deal 
with  them  than  I,  as  he  knows  more  about 
them,  I  will  only  say  that  these  deci- 
sions startled  the  whole  community  by 
the  rendering  they  gave  to  Clause  7,  and 
that  is  the  reason  that  induced  me  to 
put  Clause  4  in  the  Bill.  I  would  ask 
the  attention  of  the  House  whilst  I  go 
into  the  reasons  why  I  liave  drawn 
Clause  4  in  this  shape.  I  propose  to 
limit  intimidation  in  this  way,  that  it 
shall  mean — 

*•  Such  iotimidation  an  would  justify  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  od  com  plain  t  mndc  to  him, 
in  HudiDg  over  the  peraonft  so  iottmidatiiig  to 
keep  the  peace." 

I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  on  the  other  side  chal- 
lenge these  woi^s.  I  am  not  concerned 
here  to  vindicate  their  absolute  legal 
accuracy,  because  I  shall  be  quite  ready 
to  agree  to  their  amendment,  if  neces- 
sary, after  the  Bill  is  read  a  stcond  time, 
so  OS  to  bring  the  words  into  such  a  form 
as  will  adequately  carry  out  the  limita- 
tion I  propose.  But  I  want  to  tell  the 
Honse — and  to  this  I  ask  the  special 
attention  of  the  Attorney  General — why 
I  have  intr»>duced  these  words  I  have 
quoted*  I  introduced  these  words  because 
they  are  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's own — or,  if  not  litemlly  his  own, 
thuse  of  his  predecessor  in  otfiee.  The 
history  of  these  wordsis  well  worthyof  the 
attention  of  the  House.  They  are  t^  be 
found  in  an  old  Act,  now  repealed,  called 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  1871. 
The  olfence  of  intimidation  was  there  set 
out  in  the  words  I  have  quoted,  and  this 
Clause  7  of  the  Act  of  1S75  is  a  cor- 
responding clause  to  the  intimidation 
section  of  the  Act  of  187  L  When  the 
Act  of  1875  was  before  the  House  it 
contained  no  reference  to  the  Act  of  1871, 
but  ultimately  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  repeal  the  Act  of  1871 
and  reproduce  its  provbious.  That 
was  done,  and  Sir  B.    Cross,  ivho  was 
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then  Homo  Secretary,  re  drafted  it,  and 
the  words  I  have  quoted  wore  in  the 
Act  of  1875  when  it  went  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  I  believe  that  those  words 
were  carefully  chosen  by  the  Conacrva- 
live  Government  of  tlie  day  after  con- 
sultation with  certain  labour  representiar 
tlves,  and  that  they  g^ve  entire  satisfac- 
tion. They  were,  I  understand,  inserted 
at  the  suggestion  of  an  extremely  high 
authority.  1  am  not  at  liberty  to  state 
who  it  was,  but  if  I  did  I  think  it  would 
be  admitted  that  the  authority  was  a 
high  one — higher  even  now  than  it  was 
15  years  ago.  The  Bill,  which  is  now 
the  Act  of  1875,  went  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  came  Imck  with  the  limiting 
words  struck  out  and  the  word  '*  intimi- 
date *'  in  all  its  nakedness,  and  with  all 
its  possibilities  of  danger.  How  did  this 
House  take  this  Amendment,  effected  in 
one  of  the  most  important  Bills  of  the 
Session  by  the  House  of  Lards?  It  was 
received  with  strong  opposition.  It  was 
contested  by  the  labtmr  representatives 
of  that  day  on  precisely  the  same  grounds 
as  those  I  have  taken  up  to-day,  and  w«is 
only  carried  by  a  majority  of  12,  and 
with  a  very  faint  show  of  support  on 
the  part  of  tlie  Toiy  Government,  The 
majority  was  52  to  40.  The  House  of 
Lords'  Amendment  was  resisted  by  the 
entire  available  strength  of  the  then 
Liberal  Party.  Since  then  the  Liberal 
Party  has  divided  itself  into  two  sections, 
one  large,  the  other  comparatively  small 
I  want  to  show  what  attitude  the  r<;prc- 
flentatives  of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party 
now  in  the  House  (there  is  only  one 
present  that  I  can  obser^^e,  and  be  did 
not  ttdce  pai*t  in  the  Division  to  which  1 
have  referred)  took  up  in  regard  to  this 
Amendment  of  the  House  of  Lords,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  voted  against 
it,  as  also  Sir  Henry  Havelock,  Sir  Henry 
Jamos,  and  Mr.  Eraser- Mack  in  tosh — a 
colleague  of  mine,  who  was  in  the  House 
a  short  time  ago  when  a  small  question 
of  roads  and  bridges  was  under  consider- 
ation, but  w^ho  apparently  does  not 
think  it  worth  his  while  to  remain  here 
to  defend  the  vote  he  gave  in  1875.  But 
the  Division  was  not  the  only  significant 
thing  on  tliat  occasion.  There  was  a 
Debate  as  well  as  a  Division,  the  same 
f^uestion  Iwing  raised  in  an  Amendment 
by  Mr.  Ilol>ert  Lowe,  which  was  strongly 
supjxtrted  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Mr.  £.  Mi^btrUon 


Gentleman  who  is  now  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James).  I  want 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  words 
of  the  Member  for  Bury,  who,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  is  not  here.  He  disclaimed 
the  other  day  Ixjing  a  political  prophet, 
and  I  am  sure  it  must  please  him  to 
know  that  lie  has  turned  out,  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  t^j  bo  a  legal  propheL 
Speaking  against  the  House  of  Lorda* 
Amendment,  he  said — 

*'  They  ought  to  make  it  clearly  understood 
what  had  beea  done,  not  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary or  the  Oovemmeot,  but  by  those  who 
had  coast dered  ihia  matter  in  the  Houae  of 
Lords.  If  I  he  clauae  stood  an  it  was,  work* 
meu  wouU  bo  placed  in  an  infinitely  worse 
position  than  they  were  in  at  present,  and  the  | 
Himtte  of  Commons  would  be  giving  up  thi  j 
fruits  of  their  Inbour*,  not  to  di&passionais  m 
cs&lra  coDsideraiion  on  the  pmrt  of  the  House  ol  \ 
Lords,  but  to  what  he  loust  characteriae  «• 
hiisty  legislation.  Under  the  Act  of  1871  a 
person »  in  order  to  be  convicted  under  this  part 
of  the  clause,  had  to  threaten  or  intimidate, 
another  pertuQ  in  such  a  manner  as  would 
justify  a  Justiceof  the  Peac4i  in  bin  din  g^  him  ovec» 
and  that  muat  be  done  with  a  view  to  coerce. 
If  they  had  a  severe  law,  they  intlicted  the 
severe  law  only  upon  a  guilty  person." 

And  then  the    right  hon,  and  learned] 
Gentleman  went  on  to  appeal 

»'  To  Her  Majesty' a  Government  not  to 
change  their  policy  but  to  adhere  to  it — to  ad* 
her«  to  what  tlie  House  had  accepted/'— J 
[Hantard,  3rd  Series,  Vol  226,  page  713.] 

I  have  read  that  extract,   not  so  much 
with  the  view  of  fixing  upon  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Grentleman  any  charge 
of  inconsistency  if  he  should  oppose  or 
fail  to  support  this  Bill,   but  to   show 
that  the  effect  which  haa  now  been  giTenil 
to  these  words  by  the  decision  of  Mr*| 
Bom  pas,   and    in    a    Scotch    case    onljrl 
yesterday,  was  anticipated   16  years  agol 
by  a  Member  of   this  House,  deservedly! 
I'espected  for  his  high  legul  attainment 
and  authority.     Again,    I   eay»  if    th« 
wording  of  the  clause  is  not  sufficient,  le 
us  have  better  wgrds.    In  the  meantime,  ^ 
I     claim    that     the     words    have     the 
authority  of  this  House  and   of  Parlia-; 
ment.  They  have  been  enacted  by  Parlia-- 
ment,  and  they  have  been  twice  approve  " 
by  this  House  and  a  Tory  Go veru me nt*^ 
1  have  made  no  reference  whatever  to 
the  possible  spplioation  of  this  Bill.     I 
have    treated    it    as    embodying   a    fair 
abstract  principle  of  legislation.     I  havoj 
said  nothing  aa  to  how  the   Bill   witt 
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affect  Ireland.  No  doubt  the  operation 
of  the  Coercion  Act  will  be  materially 
affected,  but  I  cannot  for  a  moment 
suppose  that  that  will  be  regarded  by 
the  Government  as  any  reason  for 
opposing  the  Bill.  If  they  stand  like 
their  predecessors  by  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  if  they  admit  that  the  bite  Sir 
John  Uolker  was  right|  and  tliat  bis 
Government  was  right  in  limiting  con- 
apiracy,  it  does  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of 
the  Government  to  say  that  they  will 
oppose  a  Bill  because  it  will  affect  the 
operation  of  the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland. 
The  Government  have  always  insisted 
that  that  Act  does  not  change  the  law. 
If  the  Government  admit  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  refuse  to  give  it  a  Second 
Reading  because  of  its  effect  on  the 
Coercion  Ace  in  Ireland^  they  in  effect 
admit  that  there  is  one  Jaw  in  Ireland 
and  another  in  England.  That  will 
not  be  the  ease  if  they  stand  by  the 
colours  of  Sir  J.  Holker,  and  if  they  are 
not  less  liberal  than  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment of  his  day.  But  if  they  oppose 
the  Motion  for  the  Second  Reading, 
then  they  will  be  in  this  positiou^ — they 
ivill  be  going  to  impose  a  bad  law  on 
England  in  order  that  they  may  have 
ibe  benefit  of  it  in  Ireland.  I  hold  that 
both  **  conspiracy  "  and  **  intimidation  " 
are  vague  terms,  and  that  their  vo^uo- 
tiess  is  dangerouSf  and  affects  most  of  all 
the  poor  and  the  artisans  of  this  country. 
I  hx)k  with  misgiving  ii|x>n  any  measure 
which  tends  to  sunder  the  people  of  one 
part  of  the  Kingdom  from  the  people  of 
auother.  I  look  with  hope  and  confident 
^kuticipation  to  anything  which  serves  to 
tinite  their  interests.  This  Bill  will 
unite  the  people  of  England  and  Ire- 
land ;  the  artisans  of  Wales  and  Scot- 
laud  are  equally  interested  in  its  principle, 
and  in  their  name  I  appeal  to  the  Govera- 
ment  to  allow  this  Bill  to  pass  the  Second 
Reading, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposad. 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*'— (.!fr.  £.  BobtrUon.) 

•(3,8)  Mr.  fen  wick  (:^orthumb0r. 
land,  Wansbeck)  \  My  hon.  and  le»Tned 
Friend,  in  rising  to  move  the  Seoond 
Reading,  deemed  it  necessary  to  a{K)lo- 
giae  to  the  Uouse  for  having  takea  on 
himself  the  responsibility  of  calling  atten* 
VOL.   CCCXLIX,        [IHUID   SERIES  ] 


tion  to  the  necessity  for  reform  in  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy.  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me,  after  listening  to  his  very 
able  and  lucid  speech,  that  his  apology 
was  altogether  uncalled  for.  Perhaps  \ 
as  a  layman,  ought  ti^  offer  some  apologj 
for  having  risen  to  second  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  Under 
ordinary  circumstances,  I  should  not 
have  thought  of  obtrudit\g  myself  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  in  a  Debato 
of  this  kind.  I  should  have  been  quite 
content  to  listen  to  the  legal  gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who,  on  a 
question  of  such  magnitude  as  this, 
would  have  been  able  to  interest  tho 
House  for  the  whole  of  an  afternoon 
sitting;  but  the  House  will,  I  think, 
agree  with  me  that  there  are  special 
reasons  why  I,  who  may  very  fairly  claim 
to  speak  for  a  large  number  of  people  out- 
side the  House  whose  legal  position  baa 
been  very  materially  chailenged  by  re- 
cent decisions  in  County  Cuurta,  should 
crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a 
few  minutes.  My  hon,  and  learned 
Friend  has  justly  stated  that  tlie  Law  of 
Conspiracy  at  present  is  very  vague,  and 
the  Judgments  of  the  Recoi-der  of  Ply- 
mouth and  of  Mr.  Seymour  at  Newcastle 
confirm  bin  argument  us  to  the  vague- 
ness of  the  law  and  its  consequent 
dangers.  Formerly  Trade  Unions  in  this 
country  were  regarded  as  criminal  com- 
binations ;  their  members  wei'c  brought 
before  the  Courts  and  sent  t<i  prison  as 
guilty  of  conspiracy.  That  state  of  the 
law  was  considered  so  un.sat  is  factory 
that  Parliament  felt  btmnd  tu  alter  it, 
and  to  give  working  men  freedom  to 
combine  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
their  capilal,  which  was  their  labour. 
The  Trade  Unions  Act  of  li^Tl  gave 
that  liberty,  but  even  tlien  there  was 
some  vnguenesij  in  the  law,  and  the 
Judges  held  that,  while  working  men  com- 
mitted no  act  of  illegality  in  combining, 
the  methods  by  which  their  Trade  Unions 
were  formed  were  in  themselves  illegal 
methods,  and  therefore  open  to  punish- 
ment in  a  Court  of  Law,  In  1^75  the 
Conspiracy  and  Protection  of  Property 
Act  was  brought  in  by  a  Conservative 
Government  with  the  view  of  remedying 
that  unfair  state  of  things,  and  of 
granting  to  working  men,  as  far  as 
3  B 
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possible,  the  power  to  combine  to  im- 
prove their  condition  by  striking  either  to 
obtain  better  >vagea  or  to  alter  the  con- 
ditions of  their  ]al>onr,  and  by  putting 
pressnre  on  their  employers  to  effect 
what  they  desired.  It  has  been  held  by 
the  Tories  at  General  Elections  and  bye- 
elections  that  the  Act  of  1875  gave 
working  men  freedom  in  that  respect. 
Bat  wo  have  seen  it  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Bompos  at  Plymouth  and  Mr.  Seym  on  t 
at  Newcastle  that  that  view  of  the  law 
is  wron^,  I  am  sorry  the  Government 
have  not  bc>en  able  to  get  out  in  time 
for  this  Debate  the  Judgment  of  the 
Becorder  of  Plynaoutli. 

♦The  ATTOKXEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R»  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  It 
is  in  print  in  the  Vote  Office. 

Ma.  FENWICK:  Unfortunately  1 
bave  not  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
it,  1  have  to  rely  on  the  reports  in  the 
newspapers,  and,  according  to  those 
reports  Mr.  Btimpas  laid  it  down  that  it  is 
perfectly  legal  for  workmen  to  combine 
with  the  object  of  obtaining  better  wages, 
or  of  altering  the  conditions  of  laboHfj 
but  that  it  is  illegal  to  promote  a  strike 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  what  may 
be  the  chief  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
attainment  of  either  of  those  ends, 
namely,  the  employment  of  non-Union- 
Ists.  That  Judgment  gave  me, 
as  a  Trades  UnionLst,  very  great 
surprise,  and  was  contrary  to  the 
opinion  of  many  eminent  legal  autho- 
rities. What  are  the  facts  as  disclosed  in 
evidence  in  the  Plymouth  case  ?  Mr, 
Treleaven,  a  local  coal  merchant,  em- 
ployed four  gangs  of  men  to  unload  bis 
vessels  in  the  port.  The  members  of 
three  of  these  gangs  belonged  tt>  some 
Trade  Society,  while  the  members  of  the 
fourth  did  not.  Differences  having 
arisen  between  Mr.  Treleaven  and  one  of 
his  workmen  of  a  very  minor  character, 
three  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  local 
Trades  Unions  waited  upon  Mr.  Treleaven 
with  a  view  to  arrange  some  amicable 
fiettlement  of  the  point  in  dispute.  Mr. 
Treleaven  was  not  at  his  office,  but  his 
cashier  made  an  appohitment  for  Mr. 
Treleaven  with  the  deputation  for  5 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  On  arriving  at 
that  hovzr  they  found  that  Mr,  Treleaven 
Mr.  fenwick 


had,  so  to  speak,  led  them  into  a  trap. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Merchants'  Associa- 
tion was  present,  and  other  gentlemen, 
and  one  or  more  gentlemen  of  the  Press, 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  a  shorthand 
note  of  all  that  transpired.  The  inter- 
view was  ol  a  perfectly  frank  and 
friendly  nature,  and  at  the  close  Mr. 
Treleaven  took  it  upon  himself,  in  the 
name  of  the  Association,  to  thank  the 
deputation  for  the  moderate  wsy  in 
which  they  had  placed  their  views  before 
him,  and  for  the  desire  they  had  shown 
to  prevent  any  dispute  between  him  and 
his  workmen.  Yet,  Sir,  would  the  House- 
believe  that  it  was  on  the  strength  of 
that  private  interview  that  the  case 
was  brought  into  Court,  and  it  wi» 
in  that  interview  that  it  was  sup- 
posed Secretaries  Cnrran,  Matthews,  and 
Shepherd  intimidated  Mr.  Treleaven  ? 
It  was  for  this  that  they  were  ordered  to 
pay  a  heavy  fine  of  £20,  with  an  alter- 
native of  six  weeks*  imprisonment.  I 
am  sorry  there  has  been  found  a 
single  man  in  this  country,  acting  m 
the  capacity  of  Recorder,  who  was 
willing  to  uphold  that  Judgment. 
If  the  law  laid  down  in  that  c«9o 
be  correct,  I  say  there  are  \etrf  few 
employers  of  labour  who  are  not  at  this 
moment  open  to  indictment  on  charge 8> 
simitar  to  those  brmght  against  these 
men  at  Plymouth,  Some  of  us  who  have- 
a  close  connei*tion  with  Tr;\de  Clrganisa- 
tions  know  what  an  extensive  use  is  made 
of  the  "  character  note  *^  by  employers  in 
this  country.  Employers  may  combine 
for  the  purjxjse  of  protecting  their  own 
interest.  When  a  workman  applies  for 
employment  the  name  and  address  of  hi& 
previous  employer  is  taken,  and  imme- 
diately a  secret  inquiiy  is  institntt^d  into 
the  character  and  antecedents  of  the 
man  who  is  seeking  work.  If,  perchance, 
the  workman  has  offended  the  gocKi  taste 
of  his  previous  employer  in  any  trivial 
matter  the  gates  of  the  factory,  or  the 
workshop,  or  the  collier^'  are  closed 
against  him,  and  ho  is  turned  adrift  upon 
the  world.  Yet  it  is  for  doing  an  act 
precisely  similar  to  this  that  these  men 
at  Plymouth  and  the  men  at  Newcastle 
were  ordered  to  pay  heavy  fines,  or  sen- 
tenced to  long  terms  of  imprisonment. 
I  ctinnot  help  thinking  that  the  K?corder 
of  Plymouth  and  the  Recorder  of  New* 
castle  have  mixed  up  the  Jjaw  of  Con- 
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more  tlian  what  lie  himself  declared  to 
have  been  a  Yague  threat  was  offered  to 
them  when  they  were  asked  to  join  the 
Uoion.  Indeed,  Judge  Seymour,  in  hia 
Judgment^  goes  to  the  extent  of  declaring 
that  it  was  a  moral  intimidation  that  was 
iised  against  Connor  to  induce  him  to 
join  tho  Union.  But  T  contend  that  it 
would  be  perfectly  legal  for  workmen  to 
go  to  their  employers  and  to  say,  '*  Unless 
yon  do  so  and  so,  we  on  our  part  will 
refuse  to  do  so  and  so.*'  Tliat  was  all 
that  was  cont-ended  by  the  workmen 
either  in  the  case  at  Plymouth  or  in  the 
case  that  came  before  Judge  Seymour  at 
Newcastle  in  November.  That,  I  contend 
—speaking  not  as  a  legal  man — they 
have  a  perfect  right  to  do,  and  I  sball  be 
very  much  surprised  if  any  legal  man 
gets  up  in  thia  House  and  declares  that 
they  are  bound  xmder  any  circumstances 
to  work  for  an  employer-  It  has  alwayfl 
been  understood  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1875  that  thes  workman  was  free 
to  work  for  whom  he  would,  or  with 
whom  he  would,  provided  that  be 
tendered  a  legal  notice  to  his  employer 
of  his  intention  to  leave  hia  employ- 
ment at  a  given  time.  But  in  the  caaa 
at  NewCitfitle,  as  in  the  case  at  Ply  mouthy 
the  question  at  issue  is  not  that  of  breach 
of  contract,  because  if  the  charge  had 
been  tliat  of  breach  of  contract  I  ventur© 
to  say  fnmkly  that,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  the  men  would  have  found  thai 
judgment  would  have  gone  againat 
them,  and  legally  gone  against  them. 
The  charge  was  not  that  of  breach  of 
contract,  and  I  very  much  doubt  if  any 
Superior  Court  can  he  found  to  uphold 
the  decisions  given  at  Newcastle  and  at 
Plymouth,  However  that  may  be,  I  am 
certain  that  you  could  not  find  12  men 
of  impartial  minds  who  in  such  a  case 
would  give  a  verdict  in  accoi-dance  with 
tlie  Judgments  of  Mr.  Bompas  and  Judge 
Seymour.  The  vague  state  of  the  law 
in  relation  to  intimidation  and  conspiracy 
— the  dangerously  vague  state  of  the 
law — 18  calculated  to  work  most  injuri- 
ously t^inst  the  interests  of  the  poor  and 
industrial  classes  of  the  country,  and  the 
time  hfis  come  when  some  alteration  in 
tiic  law  should  be  made.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  see  their  way  to  accept 
the  Second  Heading  of  this  Bill.  It  may 
be  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  do  not 
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spinicy  as  laid  down  in  the  Conspiracy 
Act  of  1875,  and  as  applicable  to  this 
country,  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  of  1887, 
which  is  applicable  only  to  Ireland, 
Indeed,  I  find  that  the  Recorder  of  New- 
castle has,  in  his  Judgment,  turned  ex- 
pressly to  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Act  of  1887  for  his  definition 
of  intimidation.  S{>eaking  of  the  Irish 
Act,  under  which  a  magisterial  inquiry 
has  just  been  held  in  Tipperary,  he 
said — 

"  That  was  not  an  Act  'binding  on  England, 
but  he  hiid  rnad  ita  oefiQitit^Q  of  the  word 
^inliciiidatioa/  and  he  poiotod  to  it  aa  an  illua- 
tration  of  how  intimidation  might  he  defined. 
Tho  Act  said :  •  Tho  expression  intimidation  in- 
cludes any  worda  or  acts  intended  and  calcn- 
lated  to  pot  any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or 
danger  to  himself  or  anv  member  of  hia  jfamily^ 
or  to  put  any  person  in  liia  eraployment  in  fear 
of  any  injury  to  or  loai  of  property,  husineea, 
or  omploym'ent/  That — Judge  Seymour  pro- 
ceeded—is  intimidation  as  defined  by  statute  in 
Ireland** 

♦Mr.  GAINSFORD  BRUCE  (Fiesbur}% 
Holborn) :  May  I  ask  the  hon.  Member 
whether  he  is  quoting  from  the  Charge 
of  tho  learned  Recorder,  or  from  his 
Bumming  up  ?  I  have  heard  the  quota- 
tion before. 

•Mr.  FENWICK  :  It  is  in  the  Judg- 
ment delivered  by  tho  Recorder.  He 
went  on^— 

**Thnt  is  intimidation  as  defined  by  statu  to 
in  Ireland,  hut  what  is  true  of  tntimiJalion  by 
statute  in  Ireland  ts  also  the  deBnitiou  of 
intimidation  in  England  without  statute/' 

It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  I  am  quite 
justified  in  holding  that  bot!i  Mr,  Bompas 
and  Judge  Seymour,  in  their  Judg- 
ments on  intimidation^  have  mixed  up 
considerably  the  Criminal  Law  Amend 
ment  Act>  which  applies  only  to  Ireland, 
with  the  Conspiracy  Act  of  1875,  which 
applies  strictly  to  England-  Tho 
Recorder  of  Newcastle  goes  on  to  say — 

**Wbat  would  have  been  the  result  of  this 
man  if  he  had  not  consented  to  join  the  Union? 
The  gates  would  have  been  dosed  againat  him, 
and,  for  anght  I  know,  a.  placard  might  have 
been  put  up  stating :  *  Tnis  yard  enjoys  a 
monopoly  of  Trades  Unionism,  Free  labour  ia 
bound  to  go  elsewhere.'  " 

But,  with  all  this,  there  is  no  evidence  of 

violence  having  been  threatened  against 

theae  men — no   evidence  to  show  that 
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cover  tbe  whole  question,  but  at  least  it 
is  a  step  in  fche  right  direction.  It  may 
be  necoasfiry  for  some  of  ns  to  move 
Amondments  should  the  Bill  come  before 
Committee  of  the  House,  so  that  it  maj 
cover  all  the  points  at  issue,  as  they 
have  ariseu  out  of  Judgments  given 
es|X>cially  under  the  7  th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1875.  We  reserve  our  right  t/y 
move  such  Amendments  j  but  I  think  with 
Bome  degree  of  assurance  I  may  eipress  a 
hope  that  the  House  will  ass  *nt  to  the 
Second  Reading',  seeing  that  the  words 
of  the  4th  clause  were  words  intro- 
duced into  a  Bill  by  a  previous  Tory 
Government  here,  and  only  struck  out 
by  theacHon  of  the  Consji-vative  Party 
in  another  place. 

*(3.S4.)  Mr.  GAINSFORD  BRUCK: 
t  feel  the  difticulty  which  always  attends 
one  who  opposes  a  Bill  professing  to  be 
»n  amendment  of  the  law,  but  it  is  not 
'every  alteration  of  the  law  that  is  an 
amendment,  I  can  assure  mj  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr,  UjbertsDn)  that  I  am  rjuite  as 
anxious  as  be  is  to  preserve  the 
free  course  of  trade  in  labour ;  but 
I  oppose  the  Bill,  beoiuse  I  conceive 
it  will  not  effect  that  object.  My 
hon.  Friend  pix>pose8  to  break  down  the 
lence  that  the  law  has  established  to 
|)rotect  individuals  agiiioat  the  combina- 
tiou  of  many,  hut  he  provides  no  efficient 
substitute.  The  protection  which  the 
existing  pro  visions*  of  the  law  afiord  is 
necessary  for  the  whole  i*ommunity,  as 
necessary  for  the  tenant  as  for  the  Uud- 
lord,  for  the  servant  as  for  the  master. 
This  Bill  I  conceive  to  be  framed  on 
*wrong  lines.  No  doubt  the  Law  of  Ctm- 
^spiracy  is  a  far-reaching  law.  It  has 
*been  said  that  it  is  a  wide  net,  and  in 
ithe  course  of  history  cases  of  particn  lar 
hardship  have  arisen  from  the  np plica- 
tion of  the  law.  But  we  find  that 
^•hen  cases  of  hardship  have  arisen  and 
4egi  slat  ion  has  been  thought  necessary, 
the  Legislature  has  thought  it  wise  not 
to  obliterate  and  do  away  with  the 
general  law,  but  to  introduce  express 
provisions  dealing  with  the  particular 
j*H8eH,  That  was  the  course  which  the 
f Conservative  Government  adopted  in 
1875,  when  they  exempted  Trades 
Mr,  Fenwick 


Unions.  That  Government  did  wisely  in 
rect^nising  the  way  in  which  Trades 
Unions  were  managed,  recognisL^d  them 
as  large  assemblies  of  men  of  great  in- 
telligence, of  loyalty  to  the  country ; 
men,  on  the  whole,  willing  and  an x ions 
to  obey  the  law,  men  under  the  control 
of  able  leaders  who  were  friends  and  up- 
irolders  of  the  law.  The  Conservative 
Government  thought  that  exception 
might  be  made  for  persons  of  this 
particular  class.  That  is  the  reason  wby^ 
in  1875^  a  Conservative  Government 
thought  fit  to  sanction  the  chanj^e  then 
made,  because  they  thought  that  the 
time  had  come  when  confidence  might 
be  placed  in  Trades  Unions.  If  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  bad  found  or  known 
of  any  other  class  like  this  class  of 
Trades  Unionists— of  law-abiding,  peace- 
loving  men — on  whom  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy pressed  with  undue  hardship, 
then  he  might  have  followed  the 
precedent  of  previous  legislation,  and 
proposed  to  make  an  exception  in 
favour  of  that  class.  He  has  not  done 
so.  He  knows  that  there  is  no  class  on 
behalf  of  which  he  could  appeal,  that 
tliere  is  no  hardship  which  he  can  specify 
as  needing  rebef,  and  so  he  adopts 
another  method  altogether,  and  seeks  ta 
sweep  awny  the  Common  Law  of  Con* 
8  pi  racy  in  order  that  conspirators  in 
general  may  be  unrestrained.  But, 
unless  you  are  to  encourage  alisolute 
lawlessness  you  cannot  do  away  with  a 
general  law,  unless  you  are  prepared  to 
substitute  exact  definitions  containing 
the  criteria  of  criminal  acts.  My  hon, 
and  learned  Friend  has  not  done 
that ;  he  proposes  to  obliterate,  bnt  he 
fails  to  substitute.  I  fully  recognise  the 
great  ability  and  industry  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  He  might,  indeed,  with 
infinite  pains  with  referencetoamyriadof 
precedents,  have  carried  out  an  attempt 
ti*  define  in  precise  language  offences  he 
thought  should  be  included  in  the  Law 
of  Oonspinicy,  but  he  would  have  found 
it  a  difficult  and  nnthnnkful  task.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  hns  referred  to 
the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
and  he  has  affixed  \jo  his  Bill  a 
Memorandum  containing  an  extract 
from  the  Report  of  that  Commis- 
sion. The  practice  which  has  of  late 
grown  up  of  aflRxing  a  Memorandum  to 
a  Bill  is,  no  doubt,  in  many  cas^s  a  con- 
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venienfc  practice ;  but  I  am  afraid  tliafc  in 
many  instftocei  the  Memorandum  does 
not  give  a  very  aocurata  representation 
of  the  contentH  of  the  Bill  It  docs  not 
do  so  in  this  instance.  The  Memoran- 
dum states  that  the  3rd  section  of  the 
Bill  declares  the  law  in  the  terms  pro- 
posed by  the  C'rimirial  Code  Bill  Com- 
missioners, Now,  it  is  true  that  the 
Commissioners  recommended  that  crimes 
should  no  longer  be  indictable  at  Com- 
mon Law  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
introduced  into  tlieir  Draft  Code  a  vast 
number  of  minute  provisions,  which  they 
thought  provided  for  the  general  ruhr 
they  proposed  to  do  awoy  with.  I  look  at 
the  provisions  of  the  Code  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  so  anxious  to  impose 
upon  the  country.  In  the  102nd  sec- 
tion of  the  Draft  Code  1  find  this 
definition — - 

"A  icditioufl  CDTiepinicy  ii  an  a^eement 
bHween  two  or  more  persniru  lo  ciirry  ioto 
eneuulion  a  seditious  iatBTtlion,** 

Now,  what  is  a  seditious  intention  T 

**  A  Aeditiau^  intention  it  an  inteotion  to 
hring  into  hatred  or  contempt,  or  i\  excite 
disaffectioo  » gainst  the  perron  of  Her  Miije«ty» 
or  the  t^ovurDinent  hdJ  CooHtituiion  oV  the 
United  Kiogdoni,  or  of  any  part  of  it  as  by  liiw 
establiehed,  or  either  House  of  Purl  lament  or 
the  admioistration  of  juatice,  or  to  r.tist  dis- 
content or  disdfTection  amongut  Tier  AliijeAty's 
subjects,  or  to  promote  feelin^fn  *  f  ill-will  and 
hoHility  between  diff'ereot  ciafl»ed  of  such  sub- 
jects/* 

[•*Hear,  hear!**]  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  approve  of 
this  definition  of  the  law ;  but  if  tbey 
think  that  it  should  lie  a  criminal  offence 
for  two  or  more  persons  to  agree  to  set 
class  Bgains*;  class,  why  is  the  clausj  1 
liave  read  n<»t  inserted  in  tlie  Bill  now 
before  the  Heuse  ?  I  mu^t  Bay  that  I 
think  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opjaisite  were 
to  adopt  a  code  of  law  defined  as  the 
Commissioners  proposed  to  define  it,  that 
it  would  not  b  ^  less  oppressive  than  the 
prctsent  law.  1  think  they  will  finiU  on 
reflection ^  that  the  freedom  of  political 
life  would  not  be  advanced  by  the  change 
proposed  by  the  Commissioners,  and  I 
beg  to  observe  that  I  have  referred  only 
t«»  one  of  the  many  clauses  in  the  Dratt 
Code  dealing  with  consptracy  in  its 
various  forms.  In  rjferoiicu  to  this 
Memorandum,  I  think  that  my  hon.  and 


23,1891}  A  uu  n*hmni  BUI       1 2i2 

learned  Friend  has  hardly  given  saffi- 

cient  consideration  to  the  Report  the 
Commissioners  made.  It  seems  to  me 
he  has  given  but  very  scant  attention 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
missioners, becausB  while  he  cit«s  a 
jiossaj^e  from  their  He|jort  he  stops  at 
the  end  of  a  sentence  which  runs  in  thi« 
way : — 

**  The  «*ction8  of  the  Draft  Code  which  deal 
with  the  nubject  of  conspiracy  comprise  tr«aiOii'« 
rihle  conapiratiieH,  si.'dnioUA  eonapiraiieii,  cofi« 
Hpiracit'H  lo  brinji;  fuha  iLcc:uHalion»,  ccjni>piruditt 
iupr«vi-nt  jtisTic**,  to  ilnfilw  women,  tu  murder, 
to  deftaudf  to  commit  indictable  o»fencei*,  ami 
C'oni'pirHcit'a  to  pi u vent  by  forcu  the  ciotlt>i:tiou 
of  iTitia  and  laxea.'* 

There  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  stopa  : 
but,  by  inudvbrtence  no  doubt,  he  has 
left  out  the  passage  itnmediaUily  follow^ 
ing:— 

" 'J  h«  law  as  tty  trado  conHpiiricies  W6  have 
left  UQLoiich«d  :  nnd  l<>  iitiikt^  it  <  Ifur  that  we 
buvB  done  no*  we  have  «dtled  a  f«w  wurd«  at 
the  end  of  the  cli&utefl  rektini;  to  coaatpiraoietv*^ 

I  do  net  know  why,  if  the  hon.  ami 
leariied  Gentleman  appeals  to  the 
Criminal  Code  Report,  ho  should  not 
abide  by  that ;  and  when  I  find  that  the 
definitions  in  that  Code  tend  in  no 
respect  to  relax  the  law,  and  expressly 
preserve  the  existing  law  as  to  trado 
conspiracies,  I  do  not  understand  wbal 
benefit  the  ps-^ople  of  this  country  are 
to  get  by  adopting  the  definitions  con- 
tained in  the  Code.  I  do  not  wish  t43  de- 
tain tlie  House  by discussinj^genertd  prin- 
ciples ;  bat  certainly  1  cannot  a4<seut  to 
the  principle  that  it  follows.  88  a  matter 
of  course,  that  what  one  man  may  da 
with  impunity  50  men  may  tlo  with  im- 
punity. It  is  a  small  matter  to  me  if 
one  uian  walk^  acroins  my  field ;  it  be- 
comes an  imptu'tant  matter  to  me  if  50 
men  do  so.  It  is  a  small  matter  to  me 
if  one  man  defames  my  character,  nsing^ 
WTtrds  that  are  not  actionable,  but  i!  fiO 
men  go  a  Iran  t  among  my  friends 
reiterating  the  slander,  then  it  may 
beo<nne  a  serious  matter  to  me.  It 
must  be  atlmitted  that,  to  a  largu 
extent,  the  character  cf  a  wrong  i» 
altered  when  a  large  number  of  persona 
join  in  committing  it.  Tbero  i^  a  most 
ahh^  and  judicious  argument  on  this 
point  in  a  boi>k  published  by  the  late 
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Sir  W.  Erie,  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common 
Pl^^as.  He  discusses,  in  a  masterly 
manner,  the  question  why  an  act  becomes 
a.  crime  when  done .  by  ssveral  persons 
which  is  but  a  private  wrong  when 
committed  by  one.  The  distinction 
between  a  private  wrong  and  a  crime 
is, that  whereas  a  wrong  is  an  injury  to 
the  individual,  a  crime  is  an  injury  to 
the  community.  No  definite  line  can  be 
drawn  between  the  nature  of  an  act 
constituting  a  private  wrong  and  an  act 
which. i:)  a  public  crime.  The  true  dis- 
tinction lies  in  the  effect  of  the  act  upon 
the  public  wellbeing.      Sir  William  Erie 
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"  It  may  be  said  that  wrongs  become  crimes 
by  reference  to  the  importance  of  the  public 
right  violated,  thereby.  .  .  .  There  seems  also 
to-be  authority  for  saying  that  a  combination 
to  violate  a  private  right,  in  which  the  public 
has  a  sufficient  interest,  is  a  crime,  such  a  vio- 
lation being  an  actionable  wrong.  In  Heren- 
ger's  case  (3  M.  &  8.,  67),  if  I  understand  it 
aright,  is  au  example.  He  combined  with 
others  to  spread  at  the  Stock  Exchange  a  false 
report  of  the  death  of  Buonaparte,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  raising  the  price  of  Stocks  and  selling 
atHhe  rise.  In  my  opinion,  he  violated  by  the 
use  of  falsehood  the  private  right  of  the  pur- 
chasers in  the  market  to  buy  nt  the  price 
settled  by  competition ;  and  the  Court  decided 
that  the  public  has  an  interest  in  the  security 
of  the  puDlic  funds  sufficient  to  make  such  h 
combination  to  effect  a  private  wrong  a  crime.*' 

The  book  I  quote  from  was  published  in 
1869,  but  I  am  dealing  with  principles 
which  hold  good  now  as  then.  It  is  not 
right  to  say  that  if  the  public  have  no 
interest  in  what  one  man  does  they  have 
no  interest  in  the  same  thing  when  50 
or  500  men  do  it.  The  law  is  founded 
on  good  sense  and  practical  experience. 
It  is  idle  to  seek  to  abolish  that  law 
in  the  way  suggested  by  the  present 
Bill.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
wishes  to  make  an  earnest  effort  to 
amend  the  law,  let  him  adopt  all  the 
clauses  relating  to  conspiracy  recom- 
mended by  the  Commissioners.  But 
e*ven  if  be  should  attempt  that  ta.sk,  let 
m^  warn  him  that  it  is  likely  that 
his  efforts  will  meet  with  the  same 
faihipe  as  attended  their  efforts.  No 
doubt  the  result  of  the  inquiry  of  the 
GiMnmissioners  is  looked  upon  a?  a  great 
montimftnt  of  learning  ^nd  industry,  but 
tfaeurBill  hsls  not  passed  into  law^  it  has 
:>:iiJ£t^'G^n3f(^d£ruce 


not  been  found  to  meet  the  practical 
necessities  of  the  community.  Now 
I  come  to  the  other  part  of  the  Bill, 
which  deals  with  the  7th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1875.  In  1876,  it  is  im- 
portant  to  remember,  you  had,  as  it 
has  been  said,  a  Tory  Government  in 
Office,  and  measures  were  passed  of  great 
importance  to  the  working  classes,  and, 
so  far  as  1  know,  from  1875  to  the  pre- 
sent time  there  has  arisen  no  difficulty 
until  quite  recently  in  the  administration 
of  the  law.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
wants  to  go  back  to  the  law  of  1871. 
Now,  in  reference  to  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1875,  allow  me  to  refer  to  a  work 
of  great  interest  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell) — Conflicts 
of   Capital  and  Labour.      In   this   he 


**  The  legislation  of  1875  has  produced  the 
happiest  results  in  the  interests  of  law  and 
order,  for  a  good  deal  of  the  irritation  of  the 
past  was  caused  by  the  repressive  laws  by 
which  workmen  were  tried  and  punished." 

Now  I  desire  to  preserve  the  beneficial 
legislation  of  1875,  buc  laj  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  desires  to  go  back  to  that 
of  1871— ["No,  no  !"J— I  understand  him 
to  say  his  definition  comes  from  the  Act 
of  1871,  and  I  also  know  what  that  Act 
contains,  and  that  his  definition  does  come 
from  that  Act.  Now,  not  only  does  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green  bear 
testimony  to  the  admirable  results  of  the 
Act  of  1875,  but  like  testimony  comes 
from  the  Labour  Correspondent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  In  his  Report  on  the 
labour  disputes  of  1888,  issued  in  1889^ 
he  says — 

'*  Really  the  Act  of  1875  conceded  all  for 
which  workmen  had  so  long  contended,  and 
since  it  came  into  operation  there  have  been 
few  complaints  as  to  its  interpretation  by  the 
Judges,  nor,  indeed,  have  many  cases  been 
brought  before  them." 

He  then  refers  to  Judgments  given  by 
Baron  Huddleston  at  Maidstone,  and 
Baron  Bramwell  at  Manchester,  and  goes 
on  to  say — 

**  Since  1875  the  industries  of  the  iiatioi^ 
hare  passed  through  two  periods  of  intense 
trade  depression,  during  which  strikes  have 
been  large,  prolonged,  and  frequent.  There 
may  have  in  a  few  instances  been  breaches  of 
the  law,  but  there  has  been  no  approach  what* 
ever  to  the  secrecy  and  violence  of,  the  time 
when  the  Combination  Laws  were  still  in  f 6roe. 
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Worlcmen  are  now  better  educated  and 
intelligent  than  they  used  to  be.  The  lawi 
affecting  strikes  are  maoh  simpler  and  belter 
known  than  they  were  a  generation  ago.  Com- 
paratively fihort  enactmonts  now  show  how 
strikes  may  legally  be  entered  upon,  and  how, 
haviDf?  been  commencedi  they  may  be  con- 
ducted without  infringement  of  the  law.  With 
tnoressed  liberty  has  come  increased  knowledge, 
and  growing'  wisdom  attends  on  both.*' 
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Kow,  1  submit  this  testimony  in  enough 
to  allow  that  the  law  of  1875  has  been 
eufficient,  that  it  has  been  satiafaciory  to 
the  working  classes  of  this  country,  and 
until  two  reciut  decisiona  there  was  nf> 
<5omplaint  of  this  Act,  Why  alter  this 
beneficial  state  of  things  I  want  to  know  ? 
I  gather  fi'om  what  has  been  said  the 
only  reason  proposed  for  alteration  is, 
that  two  Recorders  have  taken  a  view  of 
the  law  which  has  surprised  many  of 
those  who  have  given  attention  to  these 
matters.  Now,  1  do  not  wish  to  speak 
with  any  disrespect  of  the  Judgments  of 
Becorders  ;  but  the  Legislature  is  not  in 
the  habit  of  altering  a  law  until  well 
satisfied  that  the  alteration  is  required. 
Suppose,  in  giving  judgment,  a  Judge  of 
the  Superior  Court  granted  a  case  for  a 
CJourt  of  Criminal  Appeal,  would  you 
have  us  legislate  in  reference  to  that 
<»se  before  the  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal 
could  give  its  decision  ?  That  is  what 
we  are  asked  to  do  now.  I  confess  I 
never  heard  of  the  Newcastle  Judgment 
dntil  now  ;  but  tho  decision  of  the 
Recorder  of  Plymouth  wo  have  all  heard 
of,  and  that  Judgment  is  under  appeal. 
Well  if  the  only  reason  for  altering  the 
law  is  that  the  Recorder  of  Plymouth 
has  ^iy^n  a  Judgment  which  lias  occa- 
sioned much  surprise,  and  which,  I 
tinderstand,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wans- 
beck  (Mr.  Feu  wick)  firmly  believes  ^ — and 
he  may  be  justified  in  his  belief  for  all  I 
know^ — will  be  reversed;  why  before 
the  decision  of  the  Apjieal  Court  is  given 
proceed  to  alter  the  law  ?  I  submit  it  is 
not  the  ordinary  way  in  which  this 
House  proceeds,  to  alter  a  law  pending 
an  appeal  to  a  Superior  Court,  especially 
an  Act  which  over  many  years  and  during 
many  strikes  has  never  until  now  been 
called  in  question.  I  certainly  think  it  is 
undesirable  for  this  House  at  any  time 
Aj  criticise  judicial  decisions.     We  are 


T  not  a  Court  of  Appeal  and,  when  a 
Judgment  is  under  appeal  it  is  an 
extremely  inconvenient  course  for  this 
House  to  attempt  to  anticipate  the 
ultimate  decision.  At  the  best  we 
have  a  very  imperfect  knowledge  of 
the  facts,  and  the  Houjg  will  be 
departing  from  its  proper  province 
in  attempting  to  constitute  itself  a 
Court  of  Appeal  for  the  review 
of  judicial  decisions.  It  is  said 
you  should  not  make  intimidation  a 
crime  unless,  as  I  understand,  that 
intimidation  is  of  such  a  character  as  to 
l>ut  a  person  in  bodily  fear.  Now,  I  do 
not  see  the  reason  of  that.  If  you 
protect  a  man  against  threats  of  bodily 
violence ;  if  you  protect  him  against 
kicks  and  cuffs,  why  should  you  refuse 
to  protect  him  against  other  and  far 
more  serious  forms  of  intimidation?  I 
do  not  think  that  is  consistent  with  th€i| 
view  of  those  who  understand  Trade! 
Unionism.  Let  me  quote  again  from^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  Green — 

"  This  view  was  ultimately  adopted  by  tho 
T^gialaiure  in  187'J  by  tho  repeal  of  tho 
Criminal  I^aw  Amendment  Act,  which  was  a 
apecial  enactment  e gainst  a  class,  and  by  tho 
institution  of  a  law  general  in  it^  character.  .  . 
The  Leiji»lature  in  this  ca«o  was  but  fulfilling 
one  of  its  mosb  ohviotjs  funclioon,  namely,  pro- 
viding lor  the  liberty  and  freedom  of  every 
individoal  in  the  State,  and  the  prevention  of 
erery  species  of  molestation  and  tyranny  in 
far  as  it  is  pos&ihle  to  do  so  by  Act  of  tarlia 
ment.  Every  right- Uiinkiog  man,  whatever  ' 
his  political  or  aooial  creed,  will  aid  tn  mutn- 
taining  such  laws  agaiost  the  lawless  few  who 
might  seek  to  evade  them/' 

I  do  not  believe  that  Trades  Unions 
want  to  intimidate  by  any  means.  They 
are  opi>osed  to  every  species  of  molesta- 
tion and  tyranny.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  ground  for  suggesting  that 
Trades  Unions  wish  to  intimidate  by 
other  means  than  personal  violence  j 
it  is  a  slur  upon  Trades  Unions  to  sug- 
gest it.  Remember  there  are  two  kinds 
of  Tmdes  Unions — that  with  which 
have  been  long  acquainted,  where  meii 
combine  lawfully  together  to  get  the 
best  price  they  can  for  their  labour ; 
and  then  there  is  another  form  of 
Union  with  which  we  are  be- 
ginning to  be  acquainted,  a  combina- 
tion and  oi^nisation  of  employer 
There     is    the    same    lavr    ior 
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There  is  the  same  law  for  the  servant 
as  for  the  master ;  and  if  these  syndicates 
of  masters  intimidate,  I  am  sure  it  will 
not  be  by  threats  of  personal  violence 
but  by  intimidation,  naore  extensive  in 
its  operation  and  more  effectual  to  effect 
its  purpose,  and  I  say  in  the  interests  of 
the  men  that  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
their  freedom  to  abolish  the  law  which 
now  gives  them  protection  a^fainst  the 
possible  intiraidfttion  of  the  great 
unions  of  capitalists,  which  are  now 
springing  up  and  which  may  exercise 
nuch  enormous  power  1  believe  that 
the  alteration  suggested  will  not 
advance  the  interests  of  any  class*  but 
that  it  will  produce  such  confusion  in 
the  law  that  no  one  will  benefit  by  the 
change-  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words  *'upou  this 
day  six  months.'*^ — (Mr,  Bruce,) 

Question  proposed,  *^That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question," 

•(4.2.)  Mr.  darling  (Deptford) : 
I  beg  to  second  the  Amendment  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day  six 
months,  I  think  that  a  mistake  will  be 
made  if,  npoti  the  3rd  clause  of  this 
Bill,  too  much  stress  is  laid  on  Trade 
Unions  and  the  law  regarding  them.  The 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill  does  not  affect 
Trade  Unions  in  any  degree  wliatever. 
Hon.  Members  who  represent  the  Trade 
Unions  in  this  House  have  nothing  to  do 
80  far  as  they  represent  Trade  Unions 
with  the  change  in  the  law  proposed  by 
the  3rd  clause.  They  have  nothing  to 
complain  of,  therefore,  in  what  the  law 
has  given  them  by  Statute,  They 
would  not  have  complained  for  them- 
selves in  any  way  had  it  not  been  for  a 
recent  decision^  which  it  is  not  jt^i  certain 
will  b^  upheld.  The  Liw  of  Cunspiracv 
has  been  modified  in  their  favour,  and 
with  that  modification  they  nvc  entirely 
satisfied,  except  with  regartl  to  a  point 
raised  by  a  later  clause  of  the  Bilh  The 
hou.  Member  who  has  moved  tho  Bill 
asks  why  other  people  should  not  be  put 
•in  precisely  the  same  pDsitton  as  persons 
-whb  arc  engaged  in  earrying  on  a  Trade 
J//\  Oainsjord  Bruce 


Union,  and  who  have  been  exempted 
from  the  ordinary  Law  of  Conspiracy  bj 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  first  reason  whj 
the  Legislature  in  1871  and  1875  inter* 
fered  special!}'  by  name  on  behalf  of  those 
who  conduct  Trade  Unions  is  because  up 
to  that  time  Trade  Unions  and  those  who 
joined  them  had  not  been  treated  by  the 
Legislature  with  anything  like  the  aame 
indulgence  as  other  people  had  been 
treated.  Since  tho  time  of  I'M  ward  III. 
there  have  been  special  Statutes  aimed 
against  combinations  of  workmen,  even 
preventing  them  from  leaving  the 
parishes  in  which  they  lived,  in  order 
to  seek  for  work  elsewhere.  Parliament 
from  time  to  time  had  to  consider  the 
violence  and  the  riots  which  were  brought 
about  owing  to  the  pressure  of  this  kw 
on  the  working  classes :  and  the  question 
was  first  fully  dealt  with  in  consequence 
of  a  Bill  introduced  by  Joseph  Hume  ia 
1824^ — a  Bill  and  an  occasion,  which  I 
venture  to  say  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Ijothiaa 
(Mr.  W,  E,  Gladstone)  will  hardly 
recall.  That  Bill  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  their  Report  was 
the  foundation  of  the  legislation  which 
has  since  been  initiai^xL  But  the  House 
has  always,  down  to  the  Act  of  187»^, 
taken  care  to  guard  the  concession  inad« 
to  the  working  classes  by  specia] 
provisions  and  restrictions,  against  one 
of  which »  as  interpreted  by  Mr,  Bompas, 
this  Bill  is  now  directed.  Thu 
Bill,  in  the  first  instance,  proposes  to 
sweep  away  any  kind  of  restriction  which 
may  at  present  remain  in  the  Law  oi 
Conspiracy — to  say,  practically,  that  conw 
spiracy  is  favoured  by  the  Legislature — 
that  we  hope  to  see  more  of  it,  that  it 
may  penneate  unrestrictt^d  through  all 
classes  and  sections  of  Knglish  society. 
What  does  this  Bill  propose  ?  ^Vhy,  thai 
any  act  committed  by  two  or  more  per- 
sons which  would  not  be  a  crime  if  com- 
mitted by  one  person  should  not  be 
punishable  as  a  crime.  Yon  are  to  be 
allowed  not  only  to  do  anything  that  is 
not  punishable  a8acrime,batyou  are  tT> 
have  the  right— no  matter  whether  for 
the  advTincement  of  your  own  tmde  or 
nat,  and  no  matter  whether  to  gratify 
privat  j  malice  or  not— to  combine  to  do 
anything  for  which  one  perMOn  could  not 
b©  pu^shed  as  a  criminal.  How  would 
hon.    '  Members    ^vbo     represent  -  tW 
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Bpeci&l  interesiB  of  the  working  clusscs 
like  this  1  Twenty,  fifty,  or  a  htindred 
perRODB  might  coiubine  together  to 
slander  a  man  as  Ui  his  skill  aa  a  work- 
man. They  might  combine  together 
purposely  to  niiti  a  man  by  going  about 
from  office  to  office  in  a  town  such  aa 
Sheffield,  and  slandering  a  workman  with 
the  view  of  preventing  his  getting  era- 
pIoyment»  So  long  as  those  persons  do 
not  write  down  their  slander  they 
would,  under  tho  Bill,  be  safe,  and  by 
it  such  slander  would  be  legalised. 
Does  the  House  desire  that  kind  of  thing  ? 
Is  it  so  admirable  from  any  point  of  view 
that  persons  should  be  able  to  go  about, 
and  by  oral  slander  with  respect  to  a 
man  in  his  business  prevent  hina  from 
being  able  to  get  work  t  Does  the  House 
wish  to  interfere  so  that  thisi  may  be 
done  with  impunity  ?  Beyond  this, 
there  are  cases  where  the  law  interferes 
to  preserve  public  order  and  decorum. 
It  is  not  an  offence  for  a  person  to  go  to 
a  place  of  worship  and  sneeze  and  cough, 
but  if  a  number  of  [persons  "were  to 
organise  themselves  inti»  a  body  and  go 
to  a  church  and  behave  in  a  similar  man> 
ner  the  law  can  step  in  and  punish  them. 
If  this  Bill  were  passed,  however,  the 
House  might  go  in  sections  to  its  least 
favourite  place  of  worship,  and  it  miglit 
evince  all  those  tokens  of  disapprobation 
without  liability  to  punishment.  In  the 
interests  of  civil  and  religious  liberty 
is  it  desirable  to  pass  a  Bill  for  that 
object?  Is  it  right  that  people  who 
object  to  religious  services  of  a  particular 
class  should  be  able  to  combine  together 
by  noises  to  interrupt  them  ?  1%  it  to 
legahse  that  that  it  is  sought  Uy  pass 
this  Bill?  Whit  is  it  this  Bill  is 
really  intended  to  do — and  that  has  been 
kept  quietly  in  the  back  ground  1  The 
lion.  Member  who  introiluced  the  Bill 
slipped  out  a  word  about  **  Resident 
Magistrates,"  and  then  took  credit  for 
not  liaving  referred  to  Ireland,  Why  is 
it  proposed  to  pass  this  Bill  ?  Is  it  the 
intention  of  the  supporters  of  tho  Bill 
to  make  it  legal  to  boycott  the  cattle  of 
Irish  farmers  wlien  they  arrive  at  Liver- 
pool 1  Though  lately  a  good  many  com* 
plaints  about  eertain  Judgments  have 
been  made,  no  complaint  has  been  m^ide 
of  the  Jadgment  giveu  with  regard  to 
the  case  of  the  ts\o  conspirators  who 
followed   a    farmer   to   Liverpool   from 
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Ire!i;nd,  and  openly  warned  paople  in 
the  market-place  not  to  buy  his  cattle*' 
Even  right  lion.  Gentlemen  on  tho  Front 
Opposition  Bench  ought  to  feel  it  a 
matter  for  congratulation  that  the  law  of 
England  has  proved  strong  enough  to 
reach  this  case  and  to  enable  an  Irish 
farmer  to  get  the  best  price  for  hia 
Ciittle.  No  friend  of  the  Irish  tenantry 
would  wish  to  see  a  man  compelled  to 
sell  his  cattle  for  £10  when  he  can  get 
£12  for  them  if  unmolested.  Tet,  if 
the  Bill  before  the  House  becomes  law, 
the  Irish  conspirati:»r  will  bo  able  to 
follow  the  cattle  dealer  to  England,  andf 
will  be  jible  to  warn  people  with  im- 
punity not  to  buy  his  cattle,  and  yet 
c^innot  be  convicted  of  conspimcy.  I  am 
not  going  into  the  question  of  what  tho 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  in  Ireland, 
but  as  to  its  effect  in  England.  I 
challenge  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  (Sir  C*  Iliissell)  to  say 
that  this  will  not  be  the  case.  Iii 
fact,  this  is  the  very  contempla- 
ted and  purposed  effect  on  the  BilL 
i  venture  to  sny  that  the  reason  why 
Ireland  was  not  alluded  to  was  that  it 
w  US  hoped  that  this  afternoon  we  shoul<J 
be  apt  to  forget  this.  Is  what  I  have 
pointed  out  a  result  which  it  is  so 
desirable  to  produce  in  this  country  that 
the  House  should  be  asked  to  pass  the 
Bill?  Who  complains  of  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy 1  Is  there  a  decent,  respectable 
man  in  the  country  upon  whom  it 
presses  ?  What  do  men  want  to  do  that 
they  may  not  already  do  without  the 
measure  before  the  House  I  It  is  true 
that  people  are  not  allowed  to  prevent  a^ 
man  from  getting  the  best  price  possible 
for  his  cattle  ;  but  they  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  prevent  him,  I  ask  myself, 
should  I  op|K>se  this  Bill  or  not?  If  it 
only  contained  this  one  clause,  I  should 
feel  myself  bound  to  oppose  it.  If  it  did 
not  contain  more  than  tho  one  clause,  I 
do  not  think  it  would  receive  the  support 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  re- 
pres3nt  the  labour  classes.  They  see 
what  tho  effect  of  it  would  be  and  how 
it  would  press  on  legitimate  business, 
and,  I  believe  that,  actuated  as  they  are 
by  the  love  of  freedom,  if  it  did  not 
contain  m($Te^  they  would  vote  against  it. 
And  now,  I  come  to  Clause  4,  and  it  is 
here  that  the  int4?rest  of  the  Bill  centres 
for  Trade  Unionists.      The  hon.  Member 
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for  Dandee  complains  that  the  Mt  of 
conspiracy  wants  altering  because  it  is 
vague.  1  like  it  for  its  vagueness, 
[^OpposUioji  cheers,]  Yea,  and  I  will  t<3ll 
jou  why.  The  Legislature,  with  all 
your  ingenuity,  with  all  your  pena»  ink, 
and  pa|Wii%  with  all  the  assistance  you 
may  have  got  from  Sir  Fitz James 
Stephen  and  Sir  John  Hoik  or,  can 
never  be  a  match  for  the  criminal 
classes  in  the  matter  of  definitions. 
You  can  never  make  definitions  which 
will  catch  all  criminals.  As  soon  as  you 
iiave  made  a  definition  it  is  the  business 
of  the  criminal  to  evade  it  and  to  make 
a  new  crime*  Men  know,  ronghly,  what 
they  may  do  and  what  they  may  not  do 
— what  they  ought  to  do  and  what  they 
ought  not  to  do — but  try  to  put  into  an 
Act  of  Parliament  every  conceivable 
thing  that  a  man  oiiglit  not  to  do  and 
JOU  will  find  you  still  have  left  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  ea^es  outside  the  Act. 
As  it  stands  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  is 
<}OU8oii&nt  with  justice,  nnd  no  single 
instance  has  been  adduced  in  which  a 
prosecution  under  that  law  has  worked 
any  injustice  whatever*  I  have  not 
heard  that  there  has  been  any  attempt 
to  show  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  has 
convicted  anyone  who  ought  not  to  have 
been  convictt:d»  and  if  that  law  ought 
not  to  be  altered  let  as  see  if  this  Clanse 
4  is  one  thiit  should  be  passed.  It  was 
introduced  admittedly  because  of  a  cer- 
rfcaiu  decision,  given  by  Mr.  Bom  pas,  in 
regard  to  the  word  "  intimidation  "  in  the 
Trado  Unions'  Act,  1875.  It  is  said  that 
the  law  wants  altering,  because  Mr.  Bom- 
pas  has  held  that  for  men  who  belong  to  a 
Union  to  go  to  the  master  who  has  other 
men  in  his  employ  who  do  not  belong 
to  the  Union  and  tell  him  that  if  he  does 
not  discharge  those  men — and  discharge 
them  before  his  contract  with  them  has 
terminated  —  they,  the  Union  men,  will 
turn  out,  is  to  commit  an  act  of  inti- 
midation. Mr.  Bompas  may  bo  right  or 
he  may  be  wrong.  I  have  looked  into 
the  matter,  and  I  cannot  find  that  inti- 
midation is  anywhere  defined  in  the 
law.  It  is  proposed  to  define  intimida- 
tion as — 

^'Oiily  euchiotimiddtion  as  would  justify  ft 
a  Jtuitioe  of  the  Peac<)  oa  complaint  made  to 
him  in  Viudiog  over  tbQ  pctrson  bo  iutimidftt- 
iag  to  keep  the  petice,*' 

t  cannot  find  in  the  law  that  a  Justice 
J/r.  Darling 
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of  the  Peace  may  bind  a  person  over  for 
intimidation  at  all.  The  clause  in  hii* 
Commission  of  the  Peace  merely  gives  the 
power  to  bind  over  in  cases  of  threatened 
personal  violence  or  threatened  burning 
of  houses.  The  Act  of  1871  limited  tlie 
intimidation  for  which  a  person  could  be 
bound  over  to  keep  the  peace  before  a 
magistrate,  but  the  words  used  were 
unscientific,  and  nowhere  in  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  will  you  find  power 
to  bind  over  for  intimidation  in  those 
terms.  Why  a  man's  house  should  hay© 
been  particularly  selected  I  do  not  know. 
as  the  house  a  man  lives  in  may  not  be 
his  own,  or  may  be  insured,  and  I  can 
conceive  of  nothing  more  calculated  to 
aggravate  the  British  bourr/eou  than 
interference  with  his  business.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  AVunsbeck  Division 
said  the  Unions  do  not  call  on 
any  o^e  to  do  what  is  illegal. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Wans  beck 
Division  (Mr,  Fenwick)  has  said  that  the 
Trade  Union  in  the  Plymouth  case  did 
not  call  upon  the  men  to  do  what  wm 
illegal,  and  he  further  stated  that — 

*♦  If  the  Unian  had  called  on  the  men  to  do 
what  wad  illef^^l,  then  the  UoioDifltA  would 
CO u cur  ia  Mr.  Boinpan'  declaioa. 

Does  he  really  mean  to  say  that  if  the 
men  were  called  on  to  do  what  was  illegal 
the  Trades  Unions  would  not  concur  in 
that^  or  would  they  approve  of  the  Trade 
Union  calling  on  the  men  to  do  what  was 
illegal  1 

•Mr.  fenwick  :  1  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  What  I  said  was  that  if  the 
cliarge  had  been  one  of  breach  of  con- 
tract I  would  myself  have  concluded 
that  that  charge  would  have  been 
Hustained,  and  justly  sustained,  against 
the  men. 

♦Ms.  DARLINO:  I  am  obliged  to  the 
hon,  Member.  That  will  answer  my 
purpose  equally  well.  Mr.  Bompas,  in 
giving  judgment,  on  p.  7  of  that  Judg- 
ment used  these  words — 

**Now  it  b  hardly  disputed  that  in  calh'ng 
upon  the  UnioiL  mea  to  come  out  before  their 
contracts  bad  expired  they  w«r«  aijliog  ille- 
gally/' 
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Now,  to  call  on  the  men  tx)  come  out 
before  their  coatracts  had  expired  was  to 
call  on  the  men  to  break  their  coutracta. 
Mr.  Bompas  finds  as  a  fiict  that  the  Union 
did  call  on  the  men  to  break  their  con- 
tract, and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Wansbeck  Division  baa  told  us  that  if 
the  Union  did  call  on  the  men  to  break 
their  contracts,  even  Trade  Union ist.4 
would  saj  that  that  conduct  was  not  to 
be  approved  of. 

*Mr.  FENWICK:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  read  the  next  sentence  in  Mr, 
Bompus'  statement  ? 

♦Mr.  darling  :  Yes.  Mr,  Bompos 
said — 
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**  Now  it  lit  hardly  dinputed  that  in  callingf 
on  the  Union  men  to  come  out  before  their 
contract  had  expired  they  were  acting  illegaliy. 
This  was  decided  in  the  case  of  Lumloy 
t».  Gay  and  liowen  r.  Ltall,  and  I  Ihink  on  this 
ground  the  conviction  rritist  be  upheld.  But 
if  I  rested  my  deoision  oipon  this  alone  it  would 
be  of  little  service  aa  a  guid^  to  the  future 
conduct  of  the  parties^  aioco  the  d»fendimt's 
objects  would  have  been  equally  obtained  by 
inducing  the  members  of  the  Unions  not  lo 
work  for  Mr.  Treleaven  in  the  future  after  thu 
unloading  of  the  vessels  in  port  had  beea 
completed." 

♦M!t.  FEXWICK  :  Hear,  hear, 
♦Mr.  DAELING  ;  The  hon.  Member 
cheers  that,  I  hope  he  will  be  equally 
gratified  at  what  I  am  going  to  say  next. 
Mr.  BompRS  says  in  effect —  **  On  that 
ground  I  affirm  the  conviction,  namely, 
that  the  intiraidation  is  wide  enough  to 
cover  the  inducing  the  men  to  break 
their  contract  before  it  was  finished,  and 
to  leave  their  employment  at  the  beck  of 
the  person  who  so  induced  them/*  I 
must  say  that  down  to  tins  point  it 
seems  ta  me  probable  that  Mr,  Bom  pas* 
Judgment  is  good.  But  Mr.  Bompas 
goes  on  to  say —  **  It  would  be  of  little 
good  to  Trades  Unionists  if  I  did  not  go 
further.''  And  be  proceeds  to  hold^ 
**  That  if  they  had  only  tried  hy  calling 
out  the  Union  men  to  get  the  employer 
to  promise  not  to  employ  Trades 
Unionists  in  the  future  that  also 
would  have  been  intimidation."  Now, 
I  do  not  think  it  would,  and  with  the 


rest  of  Mr,  Bompas'  remarks  I  cannot 
concur.  Of  course  it  matters  little 
whether  I  concur  or  not,  but  perhaps  it 
does  matter,  when  I  find  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  and  myself  are  at  one 
in  thinking  that  the  Unionists  convicted 
by  Air.  Bompas  on  this  state  of  facts 
ought  to  have  been  bo  convicted^  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  has  said  that  if 
the  Unionists  had  tried  to  make  the 
master  break  the  contract  they  would 
have  done  wrong.  Well,  Sir,  Mr,  Bom- 
pas  convicted  them  of  that,  and  although 
mv  approval  of  Mr,  Bompas*  action  in 
this  respect  is  immaterial,  the  approval 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is  of 
much  importance, 

♦Mr.  FENWICK  r  I  do  not  like  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  must 
repudiate  the  attempts  he  is  making  to 
put  into  my  mouth  words  which  I  never 
used.  What  I  did  say  was  that  I 
claimed  that  the  men  bad  a  legal  right 
in  their  Union  to  use  arguments  and 
moral  suasion  to  induce  the  employer 
to  discharge  the  nofi-Union  men,  always 
assuming  that  they  kept  within  the 
legality  of  their  contracts, 

♦Mr.  DARLING:  What  I  am  trying 
to  point  out  is  that  they  did  not  keep 
within  their  coivtmct.  Mr.  Tre leaven 
engaged  certain  men  to  unloEid  certain 
vessels  for  which  he  would  pay  them 
when  the  work  was  done.  The  contract 
was  not  concluded  until  the  vessel  was 
unloaded.  Before  it  was  unloaded 
certain  men  came  and  said  to  him, 
break  your  conti'act  and  discharge  the 
non-Union  men,  do  not  let  them  unload 
the  ships,  but  send  them  away,  if  you 
do  not,  our  Union  men  will  leave  work 
before  their  contract  is  fulfilled.  Mr* 
Bompas  finds  that  they  did  this,  and  ho 
also  finds  that  if  they  had  endeavoured 
to  induce  tlve  master  to  discharge  the 
men  after  the  contract  was  completed 
that  would  have  been  intimidation,  I 
do  not  agr*>e  with  Mr.  Bompas  in  that. 
1  need  not  give  my  reasons  for  this,  but 
I  do  not  concur  with  him,  1  think  that 
if  Mr.  Bompas  were  right  on  the  latter 
point  the  liberty  given  to  the  Trades 
Unions  by  the  Acts  of  1871  and   1875 
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would  to  a  large  extent  be  taken  away 
from  tbem,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
Legislature  conttjmplated  sucli  a  state 
of  things  when  those  Acts  were  passed. 
Nor  do  1  think  that  the  whole  course  of 
conduct,  and  theconrse  of  public  opinion 
and  feeling  since  those  Acts  were  [lassed 
would  have  been  what  they  have  been, 
and  still  are»  if  that  were  bo.  Therefore, 
I  say,  that  even  if  Mr.  Bonipas  is  right 
dowa  to  the  p«>int  of  the  conviction  of 
thesa  men,  I  do  think  he  was  right  in 
obiter  dicta  which  bo  [>roceeded  t^i  enun* 
ciate  from  that  point.  This  is  all  that  I  de- 
sire to  say.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
change  proposed  by  this  Bill  it;  necessary. 
Mr,  Bompas  has  not  held  what  hon.  Mem- 
bers seems  t.>  think  he  has  held^tliat  the 
refusal  to  work  in  the  future  with  non* 
union  men  comes  within  the  definition 
of  intimidation  at  alt 

•Mr,  FENWICK  :  Yes,  he  does. 

•Mr.  darling  :  I  do  not  think  so,aiid 
I  say  this,  speaking  as  a  lawyer, that,  after 
the  point  on  which  he  convicted  the  defen- 
dants, all  Mr.  Bompas  says  is  not  to  be 
regarded  as  judicial  deciniou,  but  as  mere 
obiter  dicta, 

•Mr.  FKXWICK  :  Will  the  hon,  Mem- 
ber  allow  me  to  put  this  point.  Mr. 
Bompas  distinctly  says  he  is  of  opinion 
that  a  strike  of  members  of  a 
Trades  Union  for  the  purpose  of  increas- 
ing their  wages  or  altering  the  conditio ns 
of  their  employment  is  legal,  unless 
accompauiedby  violenceor  intimidation — 

**  But  tbat  a  strike  for  Ihe  purpose  of  com- 
pellmg  employeis  not  to  employ  ttlher  p«;r»utiti, 
or  touiler  the  tdrmH  of  Lhe  employ maut  of  Buch 
</ther  peraoDH,  ia  ilk»giil.** 

♦Mb.  DARLING;  No  doubt  this  ia 
what  Mr.  Bompas  said  after  ho  had 
given  his  decision  on  the  facts  of  the 
case.  But  he  went  on  to  add,  what  I 
think  was  very  foolisti,  namely,  to  ad- 
vise the  men  as  to  what  they  sliould  do 
in  the  future^  which  might  very  well 
have  been  left  to  the  IJishopa  and 
Clergy  of  all  denominations.  This  is 
what  we  lawyers  call  ubit(sr  dicta  when 
in  the  Courts,  but  in  the  privacy  of  our 
chajnbera  we  aometimes  call  it  nonsense, 
Mr,  Darling 


{COMMONS} 

I  certainly  can  see  Bo  reaeoti  for  inaerfc- 
ing  this   clause   for   the    protection    of 
Trades  Unions  merely  because  of  an  in- 
correct   interpretation   on   a   particular 
point.     Therefore,  I   shall  not  vote  foi 
this  clause  in  the    interests   of   Trades 
Unions,  because   I  do  not  think   thotie 
interests  are  affected  in  any  way.     Nor 
shall  I  vote  for  it  in  the  interests  of  the 
boycottors  of  Liverpool  and  Manchester. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  those   boycotters 
are  interested  in  this  matter.     No  doubi 
the  freedom  to  injare  anybody  is  exceed- 
ingly deiir  to  them  ;  but,  at    the   same 
time,  the  right  of  a  man  to  do  what  ho 
likes  with  his  own  property  is  of  some 
value,  even   to   an    Irish   cattle-dealer; 
and    I    am    not    inclined    to    assist    in] 
giving  greater  facilities  for    Ijoycotting] 
than  exist  at  the    present  moment.      1 1 
do  not  feel  inclined  to  enlarge  the  exist- 
ing opportunities  for  boycotting,  nor  to 
help  that  work  in  this  country.     If  wo 
did    this,  and   so   enlarged   the   area  of 
crime,  we  should  have  to  appoint  addi- 
tionu'i  M^ngistriites  in  different   parts  of 
the   kingdom,  and,  as  1  am  "not  inclined] 
to  alter  the  law  of  England  for  the  sak®| 
of  the  bnycotters  of  Ireland,  I  say  that,! 
ill  the  interests  of  Trades  Unions  and  of  I 
all  who  aie  not  boy  cotters  or  patriots  by  I 
profession,  I  offer  my  strenuous  opposi- 
tion to  tliis  Bill. 

(4.45.)  SiB  W.  H  ARCOURT  (Derby)  j 
I  will  not  follow  the  example  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  ha 
just  sat  down,  at  all  events,  in  the 
ItiUgth  of  the  speech  he  has  delivered^ 
I  do  not  propose  to  ar^ue  this  qnestiotl 
at  any  length.  What  is  far  more  ini*i 
portant  to  tfio  people  affected  by  thi^ 
question  is  to  know  what  Her  Majesty*!! 
Government  are  going  to  do.  This  ia 
pr<.ib(vbly  a  question  which  morq 
largely  affects  the  masses  of 
populatiou  of  this  country  —  everj( 
cla-ss  of  it,  and  not  merely  Trade 
Unions  alone — than  any  question  that 
h^js  been  brought  forward  in  thisHousg 
The  material  jjoint  to  ascertain  ia  wli 
course  the  responsible  Government  ar^ 
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go[ni5  io  take.  There  are  only  two  points 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  which  I  shall  hare  to  take 
notice.  First,  he  talked  of  the  boj- 
cottera  in  Liverpool,  There  is  nothing 
in  this  Bill  which  will  touch  the  ques- 
tion. The  Act  of  1875,  so  fur  as  it  was 
used  as  the  basis  of  those  convictions,  will 
remain  unaltered ;  that  I  will  con- 
fidently assert,  I  understand  those 
convictions  were  upon  provisions  which 
are  not  altered  in  this  Bill.  That 
is  a  com  pie  1 3  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  first  point.  Now 
the  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  endea- 
voured to  get  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
behind  me  into  a  sort  of  trap  on  the 
question  of  breach  of  contract.  I  am 
here  to  affirm  that  the  question  of  breach 
of  contract  makes  no  difference  what- 
ever. I  will  read  from  the  authority  of 
one  who,  in  former  days,  was  my  learned 
Friend  and  colleague  when  we  fought 
together  the  Bill  of  1875— my  frit?nd, 
Mr,  Wright,  who,  I  am  happy  to  saj,  is 
now  placed  in  a  position  ho  so  well 
deserves  to  possess.     He  Bays — 

**  AflT«>enii)rit  for  brpftnhi*a  of  contract  for 
vervicea  in  casra  to  which  no  pfinalty  ran  apply 
«eem  nev^r  to  have  been  deter  mined  to  be 
cnminiil.** 

The  true  distinction  is  this:  an  Agree- 
ment for  breach  of  contract  is  not 
punishable  unless  the  breach  of  contract 
itself  is  criminally  punishable.  Take  an 
example.  If  a  family  induce  a  man  to 
break  oif  a  con t met  of  marriage,  is  that 
a  criminal  eonsjdracy  ?  If  the  son  or  the 
daughter  is  going  to  make  a  marriage 
they  do  not  approve  of,  and  the  father 
and  mother  and  brothers  and  sisters 
stand  under  an  agreement  to  biycott,  if 
you  like,  the  son  or  daughter^  if  he  or 
she  make  the  marriage,  is  there  any 
one  so  absurd  as  to  say  that  the  com- 
bination is  a  criminal  conspiracy  1  The 
true  distinction  is  that  unless  the 
breach  of  contract  is  in  itself  criminal, 
the  agreement  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Kow  here  is  an  indictment  brought 
lief  ore  the  Queen's  Bjnch,  one  of  the 
counts  cf  which 


**  By  divers  aabtlo  mmofl  ftod  do  vice?,  tnd 
1^  it-ktd  nrLa  ujid  pmtaicet)  lo  iDJure  and  Qppr«u 
R.r,  tind  U  I*,  in  th*-ir  buainew  u  mnnii- 
fnctwrerR,  and  to  Induce  the  work oi ad  of  H.P. 
and  G.P.  to  atop  their  work  with  R  P.  and 
GJ'.,  before  the  period  of  their  agreement  with 
U,r.  aod  G.r.  is  completed,'' 

and  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
would  not  sustain  that  count.  That 
disposes  of  tho  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman^  on  which  he 
wasted  so  much  time,  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  agreement  to  act.  These 
seem  to  roe  to  be  the  only  two  points 
raised  in  either  of  the  speeches  against 
this  Bill.  Now,  I  think  I  con  in  a  very  few 
minutes  sum  up  all  the  questions  I  want 
to  put  to  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
This  Bill  has  several  objects.  To  my  mind, 
the  main  and  most  useful  is  to  abolish 
the  Common  jjaw  of  Conspiracy,  and  to 
substitute  for  it  a  definite  Statute  Law  of 
Conspiracy,  so  that  every  man  may  know 
what  is  and  what  is  not  an  offence  under 
the  name  of  conspiracy.  There  ia  no 
head  of  Common  Law  which  has  been  so 
abused  as  the  Law  of  Conspiiiicy .  It  was 
hardly  heard  of,  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  has  recently  been  used,  until 
the  end  of  the  last  century.  And  then 
the  Judp-es  began  to  import  their  own 
social  and  political  notions,  and  to  declare 
that  about  ci>ns  piracy  which  they 
thought  to  be  inconvenient  and  wrong  ; 
and  so  this  ilangerous  and  vague  law* 
The  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  says  he 
likes  the  vagueness  of  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy* That  is  a  very  good  and  profit- 
able doctrine  f(»r  the  lawyer,  but  it  is  a 
very  bad  doctrine  for  the  subject,  who 
likes  the  law  not  to  be  vague  but  to  bo 
clear  and  distinct,  that  be  may 
not  be  caught  in  thia  net  of 
conspiracy.  Tlierefore,  1  plead  the 
cause  of  the  ],eople  of  this  country 
against  the  hon.  Member,  who  wishes  to 
bring  them  all  under  the  harrow  of  this 
vague  law.  And  if  there  ever  was  a 
reason  for  carrying  on  this  Bill  it  is  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man for  Deptford.  This  is  the  first 
question  we  have  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  Their  predecessors  in  the 
year  1871J-80  adopted  the  Report  of  the 
learned  Judges  of  that  time,  A  gentleman 
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we  all  remember  with  respect,  Sir  John 
Holker,  introdaced  a  Bill,  of  which  the 
6tb,  almost  ih^  earliest  clause,  contaiaed 
tlie  declaration  that  there  should  no 
longer  be  any  Common  Law  of  Conspiracy 
in  this  conn  try.  It  uged  the  words, 
**  fihall  not  be  proceeded  aofainst  in  Eag- 
land  at  Common  Law/'  That  was  the 
basis  of  the  Code.  It  then  proceeded 
to  reserve  certain  heads  in  which  the 
Law  of  Conspiracy  could  subsist,  and  in 
which  it  was  defined.  My  hou.  and 
learned  Friend  in  his  Bill  has  reservjed 
every  one  of  those  heads,  and  every  head 
of  conspiracy  reserved  in  the  Code  is 
reserved  in  this  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Bruce)  re^ 
the  article  on  the  subject  of  breach 
of  the  peace  and  sedition.  That  is 
expressly  reserved  in  this  Bill,  and  it 
will  remain  exactly  as  it  is  now.  And 
so  with  every  head  of  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy which  the  Commission  thought 
ought  to  be  reserved.  We  leave  the 
whole  law  in  that  respect  nntouched.  I 
ask  the  Government  are  they  going  to 
depart  from  the  principles  which  they 
adopted  in  1880?  If  so,  why?  Wo 
must  have  an  answer  to  that  question.  I 
now  come  to  the  Act  of  1875,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Trades  Unions*  This  Bill  pro- 
poses a  certain  alteration  in  that  Act, 
not  because  we  desire  to  pass  from  any 
doctrine  that  a  Tory  Government  pro- 
fessed, but  because  we  wish  to  restore 
the  Act  of  1875  to  the  condition  in  which 
it  was  introduced  by  Sir  Richard  Cross, 
in  which  it  was  supported  by  the  Tory  Go- 
vernment, and  in  which  it  was,  according 
to  the  unhappy  tiiidition  of  this  country, 
mutilated  and  destroyed  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  was  against  the  will  of  the 
House,  and  even  a  Tory  Government, 
that  the  House  of  Lords  set  to  work  to 
mutilate  the  Tntdes  Union  Bill 
of  1875.  My  right  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bury,  forseeing 
the  use  that  would  be  made  o£  that 
mutilation,  protested  against  the  Araend- 
ments  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  was 
supported  by  n>y  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rossendale.  Ah  !  thoy  are 
not  here  to-night  to  support  this  Bill 
Their  sympathy  for  these  questions  has 
disappeared  with  other  things.  If  they 
were  here  tci-night  I  should  ask  them  to 
do  as  they  did  on  the  6th  of  August, 
1875,  that  is,  to  restore  the  Act  of  1875 
Sir  W*  HarcQuH 


into  the  position  in  which  it  was  whe 
intrix^iiced  first  by  the  Tory  Govemmeul 
and  before  it  was  mutilated  in  the  House 
Lords.   Now,  that  is  mj  second  question, 
I  ask  you,  firstly  :  Wliy  did  you  not  act  o\ 
the  principle  of  your  own  Code  1  Secondly 
why  will  you  not  amend  the  Act  of  187 
and  bring  it  back  exactly  to  the  con- 
dition in  which  it  was  introduced  and 
carried  through  this  House  ?     Then,  with 
reference    to    this     judgment    of     Mr. 
Bompas.      Ou   all    points   I   think   th 
judgment  was  wrong,  and  it  could  noi 
have  been  ptissed  had   not  the   Act  of 
1875  been  mutilated   by  the  House  o; 
Lords.     The  judgment  of  Mr.  Bompas 
a  direct  consequence  of  the  mutilatio] 
by  the  House  of  Lords  of  the  Act  of  187 
and   of    the    Tory   Government   acqni 
cscing  in  the  mutilalion  without  protest 
I  have  risen  to  put  these  questions  to  the 
Government,  and  1  ask  them  what  course 
they  intend  to  take  1    The  Bill  is  founded 
in  every  part  on  a  principle  to  which 
the  Government  have  themselves   been 
parties,  foanded  on  their  own  code,    in 
resjject  to  the  application  of  the  Common 
Law  of  conspiracy  ;  it  saves  all  that  the^^J 
Code  saves,  it  replaces  the  law  as  thejp^H 
said  it  ought  to  tis,  and  as  it  would  have^* 
been  in   the  original    Bill   of   1875.     I 
cannot  help  hoping  the  Government  will 
accept  the  Second  Reading,  leaving  over- 
sights to  be  remedied  in  Committee.     It 
is   a   matter    of    immense     importance. 
I  will  venture  to   soy   it  more  largely 
affects  the  interests  of  masses  of  people 
of  all  classes    than    any  that  could  be 
brought  forward. 

•{5.1)    The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL 

(Sir  K  Claekc,   Plymouth)  :    I   do   noi 
deny  the  interest  of  the  subject  to  wbicl 
the    Bill   refers,   and  am   aware   of  it 
importance,  but  I  do  deny  that  it  ha 
any  such  dimensions  and  importance  IB 
its  results  as  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  ha 
suggested.     We  did  not  need  the  solemn 
tone  of  exhortation  adopted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  our  advice  to  the_ 
House  that  the  Second  Reading  of  thi 
Bill  should  not  be  accepted      I  will  dis-* 
cass  it  at  no  great  length,  but  with  the 
respect  due  to  the  views  expressed,  and 
the  arguments  used  in  its  favour,   First^ j 
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I  wish  to  point  oufc  to  the  Honse  that 
there  are  two  separate  and  distinct  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  Bill,  and  the  question 
in  which  Trade  Unions  are  deeply  in- 
terested, is  dealt  with  in  tlie  fourth  elanse. 
The  rest  of  the  Bill  does  not  refer  to 
or  interest  Trade  Unions  at  all,  beeanse 
it  proposes  to  deal  with  a  law  from  which, 
80  far  as  their  action  in  trade  disputes  is 
concerned,  they  are  completely  exempted 
by  the  Act  of  1875,  The  question  of 
conspiracy  dealt  with  in  other  clauses  is 
one  as  to  the  importance  of  which  I 
shall  say  a  word  presently,  but  I  should 
Kke  at  once  and  finally  to  get  rid  of  the 
question  of  the  interest  that  Tnvdes 
Unions  have  in  the  Bill,  and  to  point  out 
why  it  is  unreasonable  to  ask  the  House 
of  Commons  to  accept  this  fourth  clause. 
The  Act  of  1875  has  now  been  in  opera- 
tion for  15  years,  and  from  1875  until  a 
few  months  ago  there  has  been  no  deci- 
sion of  which  tbe  Trad©  Unionists  have 
anything  to  complain.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  opposite  had 
had  to  speak  in  September  lust  year  of 
the  administration  of  the  Act  tbey 
would  have  bad  no  fault  to  find*  There 
is  no  single  decision  to  he  foiind  from 
1875  until  November  1800  of  which 
Trades  Unionists  in  the  country  have 
any  reason  to  complain,  nor  hns  there 
been  any  challenge  in  this  House  or 
elsewhere,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  of  deci- 
sions given  under  that  Act.  Two  recent 
decisions  have  no  doubt  attracted  a  good 
deal  of  attention  in  Ti*ade  Union  circles 
— the  decision  of  Judge  Digby  Seymour 
in  Kovember  and  the  decision  of  the 
Recorder  of  Plyroonth  in  the  early  part 
of  the  present  month.  There  is  much 
force  in  the  observations  of  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Deptford  with  regard  to  the  : 
latter  judgment;  hut  that  judgment 
ought  not  now  to  be  discussed,  I  ex- 
press no  opinion  on  that  jaclgment  for 
this  reason — the  learned  Hocorder  has 
granted  a  case,  and  the  judgment  will 
come  up  for  review  before  a  superior 
tribunal.  What  the  decision  of  the 
superior  tribunal  may  be  I  will  not 
pretend    to    forecast.      The  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  has  ventured  to  say  the 
judgment  was  wrong  throughout.  Well, 
Sir,  by  and  bye  a  decision  of  the  High 
Court  will  be  pronounced  upon  it,  and  if 
the  decision  should  be  against  the  judg- 
ment from  end  to  end,  we  will  thea 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  unepiected  accuracy  of  his  law. 

Sir  W,  HARCOURT:  When  I  said 
the  Judgment  was  wrong  from  beginning 
to  end,  I  said  it  was  wrong  itccording 
those  principles  upon  which  we  pi 
ceeded  in  1875,  upon  principles  for  which 
we  are  arguing  the  Bill  now,  I  spoke  as. 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  I 
say  the  Judgment  given  is  one  that  ought 
not  to  bs  allowed  to  prevail,  and  I  spoke 
in  support  of  a  Bill  that  would  make 
tlmt  imirossible* 

•Sir  E.  CLARKE  :  I  make  no  com- 
ment on  this  interruption.  As  I  have 
said,  I  feel  debarred  from  debating 
the  accuracy  of  the  Judgment  given  > 
but  I  do  say  this,  that  it  is  not 
right  and  fair  to  the  House  of 
Commons  when  a  decision  is  actually 
pending  as  to  the  meaning  of  an  Act 
passed  IC  years  ago,  and  a  question  as  tol 
its  interpretation  has  only  arisen  within 
the  last  month  or  two.  There  is  no  justifica- 
tion, I  say,  for  a  sudden  attempt  to  ask 
the  House  of  Commons  to  read  a  second 
time  a  Bill  which  assumes  that  the  deci- 
sion given  is  the  correct  one.  If  the  deci- 
sion IB  incorrect,  then  it  is  going  to  be  cor- 
rected, and  there  is  no  reason  for  this 
Bill  on  the  Table  ;  no  reason  to  ask  thi 
House  of  Commons  to  read  a  Bill  which 
assumes  that  the  interpretation  chal- 
lenged is  the  correct  one.  That  is  an 
unreasonable  proposal  to  make.  Now, 
with  the  other  part  of  the  Bill  Trades 
Unionists  have  no  sort  of  concern.  I 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  is  an  im- 
portant and  interesting  matter,  but  I J 
dissent  altogether  from  the  extravagant! 
termsJ  in  which  he  has  spoken  of  its  im- 
portance.    He    has    referred    to    it    as 
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"  more  largely  affecting  the  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  conntry  of  every  class,  than 
any  other  qnestion  that  can  be  raised." 
This  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  esti- 
mate of  the  grievance.  Now,  I  will  give 
liim  this  challenge.  No  one  can  prodacd 
instances  of  persons  convicted  and 
punished  for  conspiracy  within  late  years 
Bay  since  1876,  with  regard  to  whom  it 
can  be  contended  they  were  not  properly 
punished  for  the  offence  committed.  That 
is  a  large  challenge,  and  I  make  it 
.broadly.  The  law  has  been  in  a  some- 
what undefined  and  doubtful  condition* 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
read  from  the  well-known  book 
hj  Mr.  Justice  Wright  some  very 
technical  cases  in  which  indictments 
were  preferred  —  for  instance,  the 
Kowlands  case  in  1851.  *  In  that 
case  the  charge  was  intimidating  people 
to  induce  them  to  depart  jfrom  service 
before  the  term  of  their  agreement  had 
expired,  and  it  has  been  said  the  Court 
expressed  no  final  Judgment,  but  these 
were  the  16th,  17th,  and  19th  counts  in 
a  long  series  of  counts,  many  of  which  were 
good,  and  upon  theso  three  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  Court  should  express 
its  Judgment.  So  far  as  the  decisions  or 
the  Law  of  Conspiracy  have  gone,  vague 
and  indistinct  as  it  may  be  in  definition 
the  administration  has  been  useful  and 
effective.  I  do  not  know  of  a  case  in 
which  a  person  has  been  indicted  and 
])unis]i9d,   with    regard    to    whom  any 


A  mendmerU .  Bill. 


12$4 


with  regard  to 
Member  of  this  House  will  contend  such 
person  was  not  a  proper  object  of  criminal 
.  i^rosecution.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks  are  the  Government  going 
back  to  the  provisions  of  their  own  Code  ? 
It  was  not  the  Code  of  the  Government, 
but  a  Code  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. I  know  my  dear  friend  the  late 
iSir  John  Holker  had  accepted  that  Code 
and  was  anxious  to  pass  it  into  law,  but 
there  is  a  difference  between  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Commissioners  and 
<lie  proposal  now  made.  No  doubt  the 
Coromiisioners  who  inquired  into  this 
i£ubject  reported  that  it  was  unwise  to 
Sir  E,  Clarke 


leave  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  undefined^ 
and  they  proceeded  to  substitute  for  the 
undefined  Common  Law  of  Gonspiracj  a 
certain  number  of  sections  of  a  proposed 
Code.  I  am  bound  to  say  I  do  not  think 
these  sections  were  a  sufficient  substitatOt 
and  I  think  the  provisions  of  the  Code 
would  have  to  be  considerably  enlarged 
before  the  law  would  be  adequate  to  the 
many  useful  purposes  it  was  intended 
to  serve.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  the  main  and  most 
important  object  of  his  Bill  is  to  abolish 
the  Common  Law  of  Conspiracy,  and  sub- 
stitute for  it  defined  and  explicit  pro- 
visions. But  this  Bill  does  nothing  of 
the  kind.  So  far  from  abolishing  the 
Common  Law  of  Conspiracy,  the  BjQl 
leaves  the  law  untouched  in  regard  to 
large  and  undefined  areas  of  the 
Criminal  Law.     It  provides  that — 

**  Nothing  la  thii  Act  shall  affect  the  law 
relating  to  riot,  unlawful  assembly,  breach  of 
the  peace,  or  sedition,  or  any  offence  against 
the  State  or  the  Sovereign,  or  to  conspiracies  to 
bring  faUe  accusations,  conspiracies  to  pervert 
just  ire,  conspiracies  to  defile  women,  oon* 
spiracies  to  defraud,  or  conspiracies  to  prevent 
by  force  the  collection  of  rates  and  taxes.*' 


Bat  each  of  these  conspiracies  is  left 
undefined,  and  therefore  it  is  that  I 
assert  that  this  Bill  proposes  to  leave 
large,  undefined  areas  untouched.  I 
think  I  have  shown  that  we  are  not 
going  back  from  the  decision  of  the  GK>- 
vernment  of  1880.  We  are  not  depart- 
ing from  their  proposals  with  regard  ,to 
a  Code.  I  confess  that  to  me  the  attrac- 
tions of  codification  grow  less  as  years 
go  on.  When  one  is  young  there  is  a 
grpat  fascination  in  the  vision  of  a  com- 
plete bode  where  everything  is  compre- 
hensively set  down  and  which  people 
may  readily  read  and  easily  understand, 
but  as  time  goes  on  one  finds  that  there 
are  not  only  great  difficulties  about  the 
process  of  codification,  but  one  has  reason 
to  see  in  the  experience  of  other  countries 
grave  reason  to  doubt  whether  the  codifi- 
cation of  the  law  is  of  great  advantage 
to  a  country.  I  do  not  say  that  I  have 
abandoned  my  idea  that  branches  of  the 
law  should  from  time  to  time  be 
codified,    but     it     is     a     disputable 
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point  whether  it  is   desirable  to  codify 
the    law  with    regard    t«  all   ofEences, 
and  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in 
favour   of  the  proposition  that   the  un- 
certainty   of    tlie    Law    of    Conspiracy 
ia    in    itself  useful  in   deterring   people 
from    doing  that  which  is  mjmrlona  to 
their    fellows.       If     any    defiuition    of 
indictable  conspinujy   is  to   be  given  it 
should   be  much   larger  than    that    in 
the  code  of  1879*     If  there  is  an  inten- 
tif>n  tt>  do  an  injury  to  a  person,  and  com- 
bined action  for  tlie  purpo&e  of  carrying 
that  intention  into  effect,  then,  in  w  hat- 
ever  form,  and  for  whatever  purpose,  the 
injury  is  intended  to  be  iuflicted,  I  think 
that  should  constitute  a  crirainal  often ct* 
and  be    punishable   as   such.     Whether 
that  be  too  large  a  definition  or  not.  the 
one  advantage  of  codification,  if  it  is  to 
V>e  of  popular  benefit,  is  absent  from  this 
BilL     The  question  raised   by  my   hon. 
and    learned     Friend    the    Member    for 
Deptford    (Mr.    Darling)   hiia    not   been 
fairly  met.     He   contended   that  if  tbis 
Bill  pnases  there  would   disuppear   tiie 
law    which   enables   the  indictment   of 
hr>ycotters    of    cattle    at    Liverpool    or 
Mauchester,     There    is    no    answer  to 
that.     You    cannot   fiad  in  any   of    the 
excepted   cti8i?a   c-ontained    in    Clause   3 
that  which  would  enable  you  to  apply 
the   law    of    conspiracy    to    boycotter)*, 
where  you  find  a  combined  intention  and 
action    to   prevent   a   man    from  freely 
going  ab>ut  his  business  and  disposing 
of  his  goods  orilabour,  or  conducting  the 
ordinary   business   of   life.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  endeavoured 
to  put  the    Government   in  a  dilemma 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  by  appealing 
to  what  took  place  in   1875  with  regard 
to  Trade  Unions,  and  to  what  took  place 
in  1880  with  regard  to  a  Criminal  Code, 
and  he  concludes  that  the    Government 
are  in  a  manner  pledged  to  assent  to  this 
Bill.       It    is    not    a     question    simply 
whether   it   would,     or    would    not,    be 
desirable  to  substitute  for  Common  Law 
Conspiracy  a  series  of  definifcioas  which 
would  cover  the  whole  of  the  matters 
with    which    we    all   desire    to     deal. 
If  the   House    of    Commons   were    in 
a   position,    in    regard    to    business,    to 
make  it  desirable  to  do  so,  and  if  cir- 
cumstances had  occurred  to  show  that  the 
Common  Law  was  wrested  to  purposes  to 
which  it  should  not  be  applied,  and  used 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [teird  sebibs.] 


in  inflicting   penalties  on  persona   who 
ought  not  tr»  suffer^  there  would  be  good 
reason  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
consider  and  put  in  force  so  much  of  the 
Code  of  1880  as  would  be  applicable  to 
the  matter.     It  is  a  great  advantage  to 
have  such  carefully  considered  proposals 
as  are  contained  in  the  Code,  to  refer  to 
them  if   necessity   arises  for   legislation 
upon  a  subject  like  this.     But  when  we 
point  out  that  the  framework  of  the  Bill 
ia  entirely  different  from  what  it  would 
be    if   we  were  going  to  substitute  the 
Code  for  the  existing  law ;    when    we 
point  out  that  only  part  of  the  Bill  deals 
with  the  law  at  present  in  dispute,  and 
that  with  regard  to  the  part  dealing  with 
the  law  as  to  which  any  acute  ctmtroversy 
is  raised^  the  Bill  does  not  afford   even 
the    framework   of    a    measure   for   its 
Amendment  in  a  proper  way,  then  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  nsk  the 
House  to  reject  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  BilL     We  do  ask  the  House  tct  reject 
it,  upon  the  ground,  first,  that  there  is 
no  mischief  under  the  existing  law  and 
its  administration  that  requires  the  in- 
terposition of  the  House  ;  and,  secondly, 
that  if  there  were  such  a  mischief,  and 
the  House  desired  to  interpose,  it  would 
be  necessary    to  interpose  with  a  very 
different  meaaure — a  measure  containing 
in     itself   large     and     adequate      pro- 
visions   for   dealing  with    the   mischief 
the    Criminal    Law     ought     to     check. 
I  doubt  very  much  if  we   were  framing 
such  a  Bill,  and   had  to  deal   with  the 
definition  of  conspiracy,  with  the  sincere 
desire   of    making   it   clear   that   every 
combined  action  with   the   intention  to 
injure  other  persons  ought  to  be  checked 
and    punished  by   law.     I  doubt  if  we 
could  do  that  without  introducing  words 
so  large  in  defining  the  crime  as  would 
expose  us  for  a  very  long  time,  at  least 
until   the    words  received  Judicial  con- 
struction, to  at  least  as  much  doubt  and 
difficulty  as  it  has  been  suggested  exists 
at   the   present   time.     When    my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr,  Darhng)  spoke 
of   the   advantages    of     vagueness,    the 
right    hon.    Gentleman   opposite,    with 
sarcasm    which    sounded   like  a  sneer, 
said    that     lawyers,     of    conrse,    liked 
the     law    to     be     vague»       Well,    it 
is   not   the  vagueness  of  the  law  which 
causes  litigation.     If  you  sought  how  to' 
reduce  into  terms  and  put  into  sections 
3  C 
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of  a  Code  the  whole  Law  of  Conspiracy  as 
you  desire  it  to  exist,  and  be  effectual  in 
this  country,  you  would  be  compelled  to 
resort  to  phrases  on  which  no  judicial 
interpretation  has  ever  been  put,  phrases 
that  would,  therefore,  involve  a  long 
course  of  judicial  interpretation  before 
they  could  be  accepted  as  satisfying  the 
desire  of  people  to  have  a  clear  defini- 
tion of  the  law.  I  hope  I  have 
answered  the  questions  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  hope  I  have 
given  the  reasons  why  we  desire  the 
House  to  refuse  a  Second  Reading  to 
this  Bill,  I  hope  the  House  is  satisfied 
that  no  real  mischief  exists  the  Bill 
pretends  to  correct ;  and  that  if  such  mis- 
chief were  proved  to  exist,  it  would 
have  to  be  met  by  a  very  different 
measure  to  this. 

*(5.26.)    Sib    CHARLES    RUSSELL 
(Hackney,  S.) :     I  regret  that  there  is 
so  short  a  time  left  for  the   debate  of 
the  very  important  questions  raised.     I 
regret  it  for  two  reasons — first,  because  I 
should  have  desired  some   opportunity 
of  exposing  the  fallacies  (as  I  conceive) 
underlying    the    speeches     made    from 
the    opposite     side     of     the     House  ; 
and,    secondly,     because,     looking      to 
the  course  which  the  Government  have 
lately  pursued,  and  especially  in  reference 
to  their  Solicitor  General,  I  am  by  no 
means  sure  that  if  the  Debate  were  pro- 
tracted a  little  longer  we  might  not  find 
the   leader  of  the  House   assenting    to 
the  Second  Reading  of    the  Bill.     We 
recollect   the   course    pursued    by    the 
Government  last  Session  on  the  question 
of  Breach  of   Privilege,  and  the  course 
taken   by  them   last   night,    when    the 
Solicitor  General  WdS  put  up  to  make 
and  did  make,  a  very  effective  no-sur- 
render speech.     But  after  he  had  shown 
the  serious  consequences  that  would  flow 
from    the   ef^ement   of    a   Resolution 
arrived  at  by  this  House,   we   had  the 
leader  of  the  House  meekly  submitting. 
The  Solicitor  General  said,  or  insinuated, 
that  my  right  hon.   Friend  was  rash  or 
wrong  in  his  statements  of  law.     But  I 
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think  the  Solicitor  General,  of  all  men, 
should  be  cautious  how  he  indulges  in 
twittings  of  this  kind.  I  am  not  aware 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
found  guilty  by  the  Superior  Coorts  of 
the  land  of  expressing  any  legal  opinion 
which  has  proved  to  be  erroneous,  where- 
as the  Solicitor  General,  on  a  celebrated 
occasion  in  relation  to  the  Licensing  Laws, 
did  express  an  opinion,  as  many  lawyers 
have  in  their  day,  that  was  found  to  be 
not  in  accordance  with  law.  The 
Solicitor  General  has  pointed  oat 
with  considerable  force  I  admit,  that 
there  is  no  definition  of  the  crime  of  con- 
spiracy in  the  Bill.  That  is  true ;  but 
it  is  equally  true  that  a  step  in  that 
direction  is  i^ken,  because  there  is  a  nar- 
rowing of  the  area  over  which  the  subject 
matter  of  conspiracies  can  extend. 

(5.29.)  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put.'' 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion.'' 

(5.30.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
143;  Noes  179.— (Div.  List,  No.  20.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six 
months. 


MOTION. 


ELECTION  (personation  AOENTS)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Personation  Agents 
at  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Byron  Reed,  Mr.  Maclean,  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr. 
Grotrian,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Smith-Barry 
and  Mr.  Bruce.  - 

Bin  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  174.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  qaarter 
before  8ix  o  dook. 
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SE      OF      LORDS, 
9day,  29ih  January,  1891. 


NEW  PEER, 
ight  Hononrable  Sif  James 
Lnight,  President  of  the  Pro- 
nce,  and  Admiralty  Division  of 
Conrt  of  Justice,  appointed  a 
.ppeal  in  Ordinary  nnder  the 

of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
,  with  the  dignity  of  a  Baron 

the  style  and  title  of  Baron 
>f  Bardock  in  the  county  of 
Vas  (in  the  usual  manner)  in- 


5JCE  SURVEY  OF  IRELAND. 
UESnON — OBSEBVATIONa 

BL  OF  BELMORE :  My  Lords, 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  the 
of  State  for  India  the  question 
I  have  given  notice,  namely, 
press  has  been  made  with  the 
Surveyof  Ireland  on  the  25-inch 
1  whether  any  particulars  with 
counties  can  be  given  concern- 

BGRETARY  of  STATE  for 
Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
mation  that  I  have  received 
}  subject  is  to  the  following 
le  Ordnance  Survey  of  Ireland 
•inch  scale  has  been  in  progress 
anties  of  Roscommon  and  Gal- 
the  County  of  Roscommon,  on 
December  last,  550  square  miles 
surveyed  ;  the  manuscript  maps 
uare  miles  have  been  prepared, 
Laps  for  52  square  miles  have 
ished.  In  the  County  of  Gal- 
iderable  progress  had  also  been 
I  the  survey.  The  counties  are 
for  survey  in  the  order  in  which 
■equired  by  the  Irish  Valuation 
nt. 

96  adjoamed  at  twenty-Bve  minutes 

>efore  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


CCOXLJX.       [TniRD  SEFIES.] 


H-OUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  29ih  January,  1891. 


SELECTION. 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of 
Selection  do  consist  of  Ten  Members  : — 
Dr.  Cameron,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish, 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing, 
Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Illingworth,  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy,  Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr. 
Whitbread,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
were  accordingly  nominated  Members  of 
the  Committee. — {Sir  John  Mowbray,) 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASE  (NOTIFICA- 
TION) ACT,  1889,  INFECTIOUS  DIS- 
EASE (PREVENTION)  ACT,  1890.  AND 
PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT ACT,   1890. 

Returns  ordered — 

"  Showing — 

(1.)  The  names  and  population  (^881)  of 
the  Sanitary  Districts  in  England  and 
Wales  in  respect  of  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  Slot  day  of 
March,  1891,  have  received  copies  of 
resolutions  adopting  **  The  Infectious 
Disease  (Notification)  Act,  1889  ;  and 
the  dates  on  which  such  resolutions  were 
to  take  effect;  also  specifying  in  any 
case  in  which  diseases  have  been  added 
to  those  notifiable  under  the  Act  the 
names  of  such  diseases  and  the  date  at 
which  they  became  notifiable ;  also  stat- 
ing the  names  and  population  (1891)  of 
the  districts  in  which  the  notification 
system  is  in  force  under  local  Acts, 
specifying  the  dates  of  such  Acts  and  the 
diseases  notifiable  in  each  case  ; 

(2.)  The  names  and  population  (1881)  of 
Sanitary  Districts  in  England  and  Wales 
in  respect  of  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  the  31st  day  of  March^ 
1891,  have  received  copies  of  resolutions 
adopting  any  portion  of  "The  Infectious 
Disease  (Prevention)  Act,  1890;"  of  the 
particular  sections  adopted  in  each  case, 
and  of  the  dates  on  which  such  resolu- 
tions were  respectively  to  take  effect ; 

(3.)  The  names  and  population  (18S1)  of 
Sanitary  Districts  in  England  and  Wale  s 
in  respect  of  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  the  31st  day  of  Manh, 
1891,  have  received  copies  of  resolutionH 
adopting  any  portion  of  *<  The  Public 
Health  Acts  Amendment  Act,  1890.'*  of 
the  particular  parts  adopted  in  each  caso, 
and  of  the  dates  on  which  such  resolu- 
tions were  respectively  to  take  effect." — 
[Mr.  Knowles.) 

3  D 


1271 


The  Bombay 


^COMMONS} 


Salt  Act, 


1272 


ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION  (SCHEMES 
OF  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS). 

Return  ordered — 
"  By  Counties,  of  Schemes  made  by  the  Charity 
Commission    since  the    year   1870,    in   which 
Charitable  Funds  have  been  applied  to  Ele- 
mentary Education,  showing : — 

1.  The    Name    and  Denomination   of    the 

School ; 

2.  Date  of  Foundation  of  the  Endowment ; 

3.  Objects     of    the    Endowment    by    the 

Foundation ; 

4.  Date  of  Scheme  of  Charity  Commission; 
•3.  Application    of    Endowment   under   the 

Scheme,  Specifying  the  Amounts  applied 
to  Elementary  Education  — 

(a)  for  General  Maintenance  ; 

(b)  for  Scholarships  or  Free  Educa- 
tion ; 

(c)  for  Buildings ; 

6.  Constitution  of   Governing:    Body  under 
the  Scheme. — {Mr.  Mundella.) 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  (SCHEMES 
OF  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS). 
Return  ordered — 

**By  Counties,of  Schemes  for  Schools,  made  by 
the  Charity  Commission,  since  the  year  1870,  in 
whicli  Charitable  Funds  have  been  applied  to 
Elementary  Education,  showing— 

1.  The  Name  of  the  School  ; 

2.  Date  of  Foundation  of  the    Endowment ; 

3.  Date  of  Scheme  of  Charity  Commission  ; 
A.  Application  of     Endowment    under   the 

Scheme,  specifying  the  amounts  applied 
to  Elementary  Education  —  (a)  for 
General  Maintenance ;  (b)  for  Soholar- 
ships  or  Free  Education  ;  (c)  for 
Buildings ; 

5.  Constitution    or  Governing  Body  under 

the  Scheme  ; 

6.  The  numbers  and  composition     of    the 

Body  of  Governors." — \Mr,  Mundella,) 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  DUM  DUM  MURDER  CASE. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  he 
proposes  to  take  any  and  what  steps  in 
connection  with  the  Dum  Dum  murder 
case,  in  which  the  murder  of  a  native, 
having  been  proved  by  the  clearest  evi- 
dence, against  a  party  of  ICnglish  soldiers, 
and  one  of  them  having  been  found 
guilty  and  sentenced  by  Mr.  Justice 
Xorris,  the  case  was  subsequently  brought 
under  review,  and  the  sentence  quashed 
on  the  plea  of  a  mere  technicality ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated  by  Mr. 
W.  S.  Caine,  in  a  recent  letter  from 
India,  that,  in  the  interval,  the  regiment 


to  which  the  said  soldiers  belonged 
became  mutinoas,  and  threatened  ex- 
treme measures  if  their  comrades  were 
punished  for  **  shooting  a  nigger"  ? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy, 
&c.) :  I  bjg  also  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  any 
information  has  yet  been  received  of  any 
steps  taken  by  the  Military  Authorities 
in  regard  to  the  state  of  indiscipline  in 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  regiments  disclosed 
in  the  case  in  which  a  party  of  soldiers 
at  Dum  Dum  broke  out  of  Imrracks  with 
their  rifles,  committed  various  outrages, 
fired  many  shots,  killed  a  native,  and 
oame  home  in  the  morning  in  a  cart,  but 
in  which  the  regimental  authorities  failed 
to  identify  any  of  the  offenders,  and  the 
crimes  committed  have  in  consequence 
remained  entirely  unpunished  ? 
*Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  YOB.  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gk)ROT, 
Chatham)  :  The  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  propose  to  take  any  steps  in  relation 
to  the  Dum  Dum  murder  case.  He  has 
no  authority  to  revise  or  interfere  with 
the  decision  of  the  highest  judicial 
tribunal  in  Bengal.  The  statement  of 
Mr.  Caine  is  not  correctly  quoted  in  the 
question,  but  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  information  which  corroborates  the 
statement,  either  as  made  or  as  suggested. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell), I  have  to  say  that  the  Military 
Authorities  made  a  careful  inquiry  into 
the  alleged  disorders,  and  have  taken  ' 
such  steps  as  they  trust  will  prevent 
their  recurrence. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  Is  it  true 
that  the  sentence  was  quashed  upon  a 
mere  technicality  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST  :  I  have  no  information 
upon  that  matter  at  all ;  but  from  what 
I  have  read  of  the  case  I  find  that  Justice 
Norris,  who  tried  the  case  originally, 
was  a  member  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  that  he  concurred  with  the  Judg- 
ment of  the  Court  which  quashed  the 
conviction  on  the  ground  that  the  evi- 
dence was  not  suflficiently  satisfactory  to 
proceed  upon. 

THE    BOMBAY    SALT    ACT, 

Mr.  CONYBEARE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under   Secretary    of    State    for    India 

whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 

to  two  recent  convictions  under  the  new 
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Bombay  Salt  Act,  in  one  of  which  a 
native  woman  who  was  convicted  of  the 
charge  of  manufacturing  salt,  and 
punished  with  a  fine  of  10  rupees  or 
eight  days'  imprisonment,  had  done  no 
more  than  boil  down  some  salt  on  which 
her  little  child  had  accidentally  upset 
some  water ;  and  in  the  other  of  which 
a  native  woman,  who  bought  some  dirty 
salt  and  refined  it,  was  fined  15  rupees 
with  the  alternative  of  10  days*  im- 
prisonment ;  whether  it  was  proved  at 
the  trial  that  neither  of  these  criminals 
knew  anything  about  the  new  Act ; 
how  long  has  the  new  Act  been  in  force, 
and  what  steps  have  been  taken  to 
bring  its  provisions  to  the  notice  of  the 
native  population  ;  whether  any  defini- 
tion of  the  manufacture  of  salt  is  con- 
tained in  the  Act  which  would  convey 
to  the  native  mind  that  such  offences  as 
the  above  are  punishable  with  fine  and 
imprisonment ;  by  what  Court,  and  how 
constituted,  were  these  sentences  im- 
posed ;  and  if  he  proposes  to  take  any 
steps  with  regard  to  these  cases  ? 

*SiR  J.  GORST :  In  answering  para^ 
graphs  1  and  2  of  the  lion.  Member's 
question,  I  have  to  say  that  records  of 
judicial  proceedings  are  not  furnished 
oflficially  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  reports  he  has  seen  of  the 
two  cases  referred  to  do  not  enable 
him  to  answer  these  two  questions 
fully.  The  new  Act  has  been  in  force 
since  June,  1890,  but  the  manufacture 
of  salt  has  been  prohibited  in  Bombay  for 
many  years.  The  Act  was  published  in 
the  usual  way  in  the  vernacular  languages 
of  the  Presidency.  A  reference  to  the 
Act  will  show  the  definition  of  the 
manufacture  of  salt.  The  provisions 
relating  thereto  are  such  as  to  make  it 
clear  to  natives  that  offences  of  the  kind 
are  punishable  with  fine  and  imprison- 
ment. The  sentence  of  the  native 
Magistrate  who  imposed  the  fines  in  the 
first  instance  was,  as  I  understand,  re- 
ferred to  the  High  Court  by  Mr.  Wood- 
ward, District  Magistrate  of  Kanara,  for 
revision.  The  High  Court  reduced  one 
fine  from  15  rupees  to  8  annas,  or  one 
day's  imprisonment  ;  and  the  other 
from  10  rupees  to  1  anna,  or  one  hour's 
imprisonment.  This  revision  of  the 
original  sentences  seems  satisfactory,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  sees  no  reason  to 
interfere. 


OPIUM  TRAFFIC  IN  INDIA. 


Me.  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  he  will 
have  printed  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
the  Papers  referred  to  in  the  following 
extract  from  the  Report  of  the  Excise 
Department  of  Lower  Burma  for  1886-87, 
para.  6,  page  4  : — 

**  There  was  some  discussion  during  the  year 
concerniDg  the  principles  which  should  regulate 
the  opium  and  excise  administration.  The 
opinions  of  selected  District  Officers  were 
obtained,  and  towards^the  close  of  the  year  1886 
Sir  Charles  Bernard  submitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  a  comprehensive  Report,  with 
his  recommendations  for  dealiog  with  the 
several  questions  involved"  ? 

[  ♦Sir  J.  GORST:  The  precise  Papers 
described  in  the  hon.  Member's  question 
are  not  in  the  possession  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  therefore  cannot  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  I  shall  be  happy  to  show  the 
hon.  Member  a  full  Report  from  the 
"Government  of  India  from  the  Chief 
Commissioner  and  Burma  officers  gene- 
rally, on  the  subject,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State's  orders  thereon.  The  docu- 
ments have  already  been  laid  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Indian 
Government  has  been  called  to  the 
following  passage  contained  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Excise  Department  in  Burma 
for  1889-90,  para.  6,  page  7  (being  an 
extract  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioner of  Irrawaddy),  and  whether 
any  action  has  been  taken  with  a  view 
of  repressing  the  illegal  practices  therein 
referred  to : — 

'*  Opium  legally  bought  from  the  Government 
is  illegally  sold  at  a  hif^h  profit,  sent  from  one 
district  to  another,  and  into  the  interior,  to  be 
retailed  in  towns  and  villages  by  men  well 
known  to  opium -smokers,  and  who  are,  or 
ought  to  be,  known  to  the  local  authorities  "  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of  State 
has  seen  the  passage  in  question.  The 
Burma  I  Authorities  are  striving  to  re- 
press illegal  traffic  in  opium.  Preven- 
tive establishments  have  recently  been 
strengthened,  and  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner has  inquired  if  further  establish- 
ments are  needed.  The  law  on  the 
matter  is  clear  and  stringent.  It  is 
being,  and  will  be,  enforced  as  far  as 
possible.  The  hon.  Member  has  omitted 
the  followiug  words  from  the  passage 
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qnotcd : — "  Illicit  importation  of  opium  is 
far  less  common  than  it  was  some  years 
ago/' 

DUTY  ON  WINES. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  there  are  many  costly  high-class 
wines  used  by  connoisseurs  and  persons 
in  affluent  circumstances  which  escape  the 
extra  duty  levied  since  the  25th  March, 
1888,  on  sparkling  wines ;  has  he  any 
information  to  show  whether  the  slight 
addition  to  the  present  duty  of  6d.  per  gal- 
lon on  all  German,  French,  and  Colonial 
wines,  in  cask  and  bottle  alike,  would 
yield  a  larger  revenue  than  the  excep- 
tional duty  on  sparkling  wines ;  and 
whether,  in  the  interests  of  the  Ke venue, 
and  for  the  more  equal  treatment  of 
consumers  and  the  different  branches  of 
the  wine  trade,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  replacing  the  present  extra 
duty  on  sparkling  wines,  by  a  higher 
duty  on  all  German,  French,  and  Colo- 
nial wines  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
will  remember  that  my  original  pro- 
posal was  to  put  a  small  tax  on  all 
wines,  but  partly  in  deference '  to  the 
consumers  of  cheaper  wines  I  did  not 
press  that  proposal,  but  substituted  one 
on  sparkling  wines.  I  would  add  that 
the  present  would  be  a  particularly  un- 
propitions  moment  to  suggest  any  change 
in  the  Wine  Duties. 

THE  EXPLOSIVES  ACT. 
Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  a  miner  at 
Burrador  Colliery,  who  was  fined  20s. 
and  costs,  on  6th  December,  at  the  Moot 
Hall,  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  tor  having 
in  his  house  251bs.  of  gunpowder; 
whether  he  is  aware  the  quantity  was 
191bs.  when  the  weight  of  the  box  con- 
taining the  powder  was  deducted ;  and 
whether,  inasmuch  as  the  Explosives 
Act  permits  a  person  to  have,  **  for  his 
own  use  and  not  for  sale,"  301bs.  of 
powder,  the  conviction  was  legal ;  and,  if 
legal,  under  what  section  the  defendant 
was  convicted  ? 
^tV  Ji  Gorsl 


The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob  thbt 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  this  case.- 
I  understand  that,  whatever  the  exact 
amount  of  gunpowder  was,  it  was  less- 
than  the  amount  authorised  by  Section  5 
of  the  Act  to  be  kept  *'  for  private  use 
and  not  for  sale."  The  defendant,  how- 
ever, admitted  that  he  did  sell  some  to  a 
fellow-workmfin.  He  was  not,  therefore,, 
within  the  benefit  of  the  exemption,, 
and  'his  conviction  was  legal.  1  have- 
however,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
felt  justified  in  advising  the  remission  of 
the  penalty  imposed. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  unanimous  wish  of 
the  whole  Police  burghs  in  Scotland  that 
the  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  should  be  proceeded  with  during 
the  present  Session ;  and  whether  he- 
can  now  state  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  to  do  so  ? 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  F. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute)  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  quite  correct  in  saying  the  wish  of 
these  burghs  is  unanimous  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  as,  within  the  last  few  days,  I 
received  a  letter  from  one  of  them  to  an 
opposite  effect.  I  believe,  however,  that 
the  wish  is  general.  As  regards  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  the  answers  I  gave  on 
13th  February  and  5th  December,  and 
to  the  observations  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  9th  December  of  last  year, 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
position  of  matters  is  in  any  way  changed. 

THE  CHAPEL  ROYAL,  WHITEHALL. 
Mr.  JAMES  (Gateshead):  I  beg  to- 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Work» 
in  whom  the  property  of  the  furniture, 
the  pews,  pulpit,  reading  desk,  organ, 
<fcc.,  of  the  Chapel  Royal,  Whitehall,  i» 
legally  vested ;  whether  they  belong  to 
the  Crown  or  to  the  Government ; 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  former,  and 
the  Chapel  being  closed,  they  become, 
or  are  likely  to  become,  the  perquisites 
of  the  Bishop  of  London,  the  United 
Service  Institution,  the  Lord  Chamber- 
lain, or  any  other  official ;  and  whether 
any  item  of  account  connected  with  the 
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Chapel   has  ever  appeared  in  the  Esti- 
mates? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  DnbUn  Univer- 
sity) :  All  the  fittings  and  furniture  of 
the  Chapel  Royal,  Whitehall,  are  the 
property  of  the  Government,  and  are  not 
and  will  not  become  the  perquisites  of 
any  person.  The  organ  is  to  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Chapel  at  the  Tower,  and 
the  other  ecclesiastical  fittings  will,  as 
far  as  possible,  be  made  use  of  in  other 
Royal  chapels.  In  1835  Parliament 
voted  £7,665  for  fitting  up  the  Chapel, 
and  the  cost  of  its  maintenance  has  con- 
stantly appeared  in  the  Estimates  as  an 
item  in  the  Vote  for  Public  Buildings, 
sub- head  B.  I  may  as  well  add  that  it 
is  a  condition  of  the  grant  of  the  old 
Banqueting  Hall  to  the  Royal  United 
Service  Institution  that,  in  the  altera- 
tions which  may  be  necessary  for  pre- 
paring the  building  for  their  purposes, 
there  shall  be  no  material  interference 
with  the  architecture  of  the  structure, 
either  in  the  exterior  or  the  interior,  and 
that  the  fine  ceiling  with  paintings  by 
Rubens  shall  be  specially  and  carefully 
maintained,  and  it  will  be  the  business 
of  the  Ofi&ce  of  Works  to  see  that  this 
condition  is  faithfully  observed. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  May  I  ask  who  is  to  have  the 
care  of  the  valuable  painted  ceiling  by 
Hubens? 

Mb.  PLUNKET :  The  Institution. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  AT  POLLOK- 
SHIELDS. 
Mr.  JOHN  WILSON  (Lanark,  Govan) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  recent  ap- 
pointment of  a  licensed  (grocer  as  post- 
master of  a  branch  post  and  telegraph 
office  at  Pollokshields,  near  Glasgow,  and 
the  fact  that  the  work  of  the  post  office 
is  carried  on  on  the  same  premises  as  the 
licensed  grocer's  business,  have  caused 
grave  dissatisfaction  in  the  district ; 
whether  he  can  see  his  way  to  give  effect 
to  the  public  feeling  in  the  matter  by 
removing  the  post  office  referred  to  from 
its  present  location  ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return 
of  all  the  post  offices  in  Scotland  that  are 
<»Lrried  on  on  licensed  premises  P 

*The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that  I 


have  made  it  a  practice  not  to  appoint 
licensed  grocers  in  Scotland  to  the 
situations  in  question,  except  in  cases 
where  the  exigencies  of  the  Service 
render  a  departure  from  the  practice 
necessary.  1  am  aware  that  the  recent 
appointment  of  a  Receiver  at  Pollok- 
shields is  not  considered  satisfactory  by 
a  certain  section  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district ;  but,  after  full  consideration 
of  all  the  circumstances,  I  have  not  seen 
fit  to  cancel  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Izat, 
which  was  made  by  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury.  I  have  no  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  such  a  Return  as  that 
described  in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member's  question  if  desired  by  the 
House  ;  but  I  scarcely  think  that  any 
useful  result  would  be  attained  by  sucn 
a  step. 

H.M.S.  MOHAWK  K^Ji  SANDFLY. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  it  is  correct  that  the  machinery  of  the 
new  third-class  cruiser  Mohawk,  when 
recently  under  trial  at  Sheerness,  was  un- 
satisfactory, and  that  she  broke  her  port 
eccentric  rod ;  whether  the  guns  origin- 
ally fitted  on  the  fore  sponsons  have  been 
removed  and  replaced  with  others  of 
lighter  calibre,  for  the  purpose  of  avoid- 
ing the  danger  attending  the  plunging  of 
her  bows  under  water ;  and  whether  it 
is  correct  that  vessels  of  this  and  the 
Sandfly  class  are  all  overweighted,  thus 
limiting  the  utility  of  their  guns  even 
in  a  moderate  sea  ? 

•The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  The  port  "  eccentric,"  not 
"  eccentric  rod,"  of  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Mohawk  was  found  cracked  at  the  recent 
trial  underway.  This  accident  was  due 
to  an  old  flaw.  The  purpose  of  these 
trials  is  to  discover  such  defects  as  may 
have  escaped  observation  during  repair. 
No  change  .has  been  made  in  the  arma- 
ment. As  the  result  of  experience  at 
sea  it  is  not  considered  that  ve^^sels  of  the 
Moluiwk  and  Sandfly  classes  are  over- 
weighted with  armament  to  an  extent 
which  limits  the  utility  of  their  guns  in 
a  moderate  sea,  or  prejudices  their  sea- 
worthiness. 

H.M.S.    BARRACOUTA. 
Mr.   GOURLEY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it 
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is  true  that  the  repairs  and  alterations 
arising  ont  of  the  defects  in  the 
new  crusier  Barracouta  have  extended 
over  a  period  of  nine  months,  and  that 
the  Admiralty  have  accepted  the  ship 
with  a  speed,  nnder  natural  dranght,  of 
13  knots,  in  place  of  16*5  knots,  as 
originally  designed  and  contracted  for  ; 
if  so,  whether  any,  and  what,  reduction 
has  been  obtained  from  the  contract 
cost ;  and  if,  in  consequence  of  the  danger 
attending  the  working  of  forced  dranght 
to  ships  and  men,  the  Admiralty  intend 
abandoning  the  system  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  With  regard 
to  the  Barracouta,  the  interval  between 
the  time  at  which  she  satisfactorily 
passed  her  trials  and  the  accident  whicli 
occurred  at  her  first  trials  was  11  months. 
The  delay  was  owing  to  the  Coroner's 
inquiry  after  the  accident,  and  to  the 
time  required  to  carry  out  experiments 
with  boilers  of  a  similar  type  to  those  of 
the  Barracouta,  which  resulted  in  cer- 
tain alterations  being  made  in  her 
boilers.  The  Barracouta' s  natural  draught 
trial,  as  it  is  termed,  developed  a  horse- 
power estimated  to  drive  her  at  1-4^ 
knots,  or  a  quarter  of  a  knot  under  the 
original  estimate.  It  is  not  intended  to 
abandon  forced  draught,  but  only  to 
more  strictly  regulate  and  limit  its  ap- 
plication. 

RAILWAYS  AND  TELEGRAPHIC 
MESSAGES. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  judicial  decision 
respecting  the  railways  and  telegraphic 
messages  to  which  he  alluded  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  23rd  July,  1890,  has 
now  been  given  ;  and,  in  that  case,  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  remedy  an 
arrangement  which  has  turned  out  to  be 
so  financially  detrimental  to  the  public  ? 
*Mr.  RAIKES:  a  decision  on  the 
question  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
has  not  yet  been  given ;  but  my  legal 
advisers  are  now  preparing  some  pro- 
posals which  may,  I  trust,  enable  me  to 
take  action  in  the  direction  which  he 
indicates. 

SALE  OF   OPIUM  IN  HONG   KONG. 

Mr.  WEBB  (Waterford,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

Colonies  whether  the  attention  of  Her 

Majes'ty^B  Government  has  been  directed 

J/r,  Gourley 


to  the  annual  increase  of  revenue 
(246,325  dollars  on  a  present  total  of 
477,600)  derived  from  the  sale  of  opium 
in  Hong  Kong,  as  stated  in  the  Report  on 
the  Blue  Book  for  1889  ;  and  whether  it 
is  contemplated  to  take  any  steps  to  dis- 
courage the  increased  use  of  opium  which 
such  increase  of  revenue  indicates  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  opium  farm  at  Hong  Kong  was. 
leased  for  a  period  of  three  years  from 
March,  1889,  at  477,600  dollars  per 
annum,  as  against  182,400  dollars  per 
annum  for  the  preceding  three  years. 
The  farmer  has  the  sole  privilege  of 
preparing  opium  in  Hong  Kong,  not 
only  for  consumption  in  the  Colony,  bni 
also  for  export,  and  the  amount  exported 
to  China,  Australia,  and  other  places 
considerably  exceeds  the  amount  con- 
sumed in  the  Colony.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
above-mentioned  increase  of  revenue  was 
due  to  the  increased  use  of  opium  by  the 
people  of  Hong  Kong  ;  but  it  is  believed 
that  it  was  mainly  due  to  the  new  Opinm 
Ordinance  passed  in  1887,  which  had  the 
effect  of  preventing  the  smuggling  of 
prepared  opium  into  China. 

HACKNEY  CARRIAGE  STANDS  AT  THE 
BRITISH  MUSEUM. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  appli- 
cation has  been  made  to  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  the  Metropolitan  Police  for 
the  appointment  of  hackney  carriage 
standings  near  the  British  Museum ;  and 
whether  at  the  present  time  the  Commis- 
sioner  is  prevented  from  fixing  the 
standings  by  the  46  Geo.  III.,  C..134,  s.  36  ; 
and,  if  such  is  the  case,  whether  he  will 
take  action  to  get  so  much  of  this  Act 
repealed  as  interferes  with  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  public  and  the  hackney  car- 
riage trade  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  answer  to  the 
first  and  second  questions  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  the  affirmative.  The  46 
Geo.  III.,  c.  134,  was  a  local  and  personal 
Act,  under  which  money  was  raised  for 
the  improvement  of  Bloomsbury  Square 
by  rates  levied  from  the  occupiers  and 
owners  of  houses  there ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  reasonable  to  repeal  it 
without     giving     those     owners    and 
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occupiers  an  opportunity  of  being  heard, 
and  without  carefully  balancing  their 
claims  against  the  amount  of  public 
convenience  that  might  result  from  the 
repeal. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  take  steps  to  ascertain 
the  opinion  of  those  interested  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  no  power 
to  do  so. 

ALLEGED  BURIAL  SCANDAL  AT 
LLANAHER. 
Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  report 
in  the  Cambrian  News  of  23rd  January, 
of  the  action  taken  by  the  Rev.  E. 
Hughes,  Rector  of  Barmouth,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  burial  of  Mrs.  Ellen 
Parry,  an  aged  widow  lady,  who  had 
expressed  a  strong  desire  to  be  buried  by 
the  side  of  her  late  husband  in  the 
churchyard  of  Llanaher  (of  which  the 
Rector  is  incumbent),  under  the  provi- 
sions of  "The  Burials  Act,  1880,"  from 
which  it  appears  that,  in  consequence  of 
a  dispute  between  the  Rector  and  the 
executors  of  the  deceased  as  to  the 
amount  of  the  burial  fee  payable  to  him 
(involving  the  payment  of  a  contested 
half-crown),  the  Rector,  in  the  alleged 
exercise  of  his  right  of  control  over  the 
churchyard,  refused  to  allow  the  deceased 
to  be  buried  by  the  side  of  her  husband, 
and  directed  a  grave  to  be  dug  for  her  in 
a  remote  part  of  the  churchyard,  where 
suicides  and  bodies  washed  up  by  the  sea 
are  usually  buried,  and 

"  That  it  is  understood  that  the  Rector  intends 
to  further  exercise  his  right  hy  not  allowing  any 
inscription  to  he  put  over  the  grave  of  the  de- 


whether  he  is  aware  that  the  action  of 
the  R3ctoT  in  availing  himself  of  his  right 
over  the  churchyard  in  such  a  manner 
has  given  rise  to  grave  dissatisfaction  in 
the  neighbourhood  ;  and  whether,  if  such 
action  be  warranted  by  the  strict  letter 
of  the  law,  the  Grovemment  will  give 
facilities  for  the  passing  of  a  measure 
which  will  prevent  its  recurrence  ? 

Mr.  LLOYD -GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
<kc.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  h«s  been  called  to  the  refusal 
of  the  Rector  of  Banmouth  (Merioneth- 


shire) to  grant  burial  of  the  remains  of 
a  lady  parishioner  in  her  husband's 
grave,  and  to  his  assigning  for  sucli 
burial  ft  corner  in  the  churchyard 
usually  reserved  for  the  interment  of 
suicides  and  of  bodies  of  unknown 
persons  cast  upon  the  shore ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  notice  was  given  by  the 
deceased  lady's  executors  of  their  inten- 
tion to  avail  themselves  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Burials  Act  in  favour  of  Noncon- 
formists ;  and  whether  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  obviate 
the  recurrence  of  such  incidents  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Rector  of  Barmouth  that  the 
grave  in  question  was  not  the  property 
of  the  deceased's  husband  and  she  had 
no  right  of  interment  there,  and  it  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  convenient  that  the 
deceased  lady  should  be  buried  in  the 
same  grave  as  her  husband,  in  which 
there  was  no  receptacle  for  a  second 
coflSn.  He  accordingly  gave  instructions 
for  her  burial  in  a  place  generally  used 
for  burying,  and  not  in  any  sense 
reserved  for  suicides  and  cast-up  bodies, 
but  where  some  of  the  most  respected 
inhabitants  and  visitors  of  the  place  lie 
interred.  Notice  was  given,  and  the 
funeral  conducted,  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  Burials  Act,  1880.  I  gather  that 
the  Rector  took  the  course  he  did  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion  as  freeholder 
of  the  churchyard.  I  have  seen  a  lead- 
ing article  in  the  Cambrian  News  com- 
menting on  the  case  in  a  way  not 
unfavourable  to  the  Rector,  and  I  am 
not  aware  whether  there  is  grave 
dissatisfaction  in  the  neighbourhood. 
Any  friction  that  may  have  arisen  was 
not,  in  my  opinion,  due  to  any  defect  in 
the  law ;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
suggest  any  measure  by  which  such 
incidents  could  be  prevented. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  M». 
G.  Osborne  Morgan, 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said  :  In  the  answer 
I  have  given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man I  have  quoted  the  very  words  of 
the  Rector. 

THE  SAMOANf  TREATY. 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the 
Samoan  Treaty  has  yet  been  put  into 
force? 
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The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The 
Chief  Jastico  and  the  British  Land 
Commissioner  have  been  appointed  and 
have  started  for  Samoa.  It  is  hoped  that 
the  High  Commissioner  for  the  Western 
Pacific  will  shortly  be  able  to  issue  the 
necessary  regulations  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  final  Act  of  thcj  Samoan 
Conference,  so  far  as  British  subjects  are 
concerned.  The  Treaty  Powers  have 
agreed  upon  the  nomination  of  a  Presi- 
dent of  the  Municipal  Council  of  Apia. 

THE  REV.  S.  W.  BAKEK. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  it  was  ujjon  instruc- 
tions from  the  Home  Authorities  that  the 
High  Commissioner  of  the  Western  Pacific 
removed  the  Rev.  S.  W.  Baker  from 
Tonga,  and  what  were  the  reasons  for 
his  removal  ? 

Baron'  H.  de  worms  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  direct  the  High 
Commissioner  to  remove  Mr.  Baker,  but 
fully  approved  his  action  in  requiring 
Mr.  Baker  not  to  reside  in  Tonga  for  a 
period  of  two  years.  The  High  Com- 
missioner, when  on  a  visit  to  Tonga  last 
summer,  made  a  careful  inquiry  into  the 
x^harges  brought  against  Mr.  Baker,  and 
found  that  he  had  been  the  cause  of 
great  persecution, oppression,  and  cruelty, 
and  that  his  misconduct  could  only 
result  in  civil  disturbance.  As  to  Mr. 
Baker's  conduct  in  the  past,  I  may  refer 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  the  Report  by  Sir 
^Charles  Mitchell  of  May  6,  1887,  in  the  j 
Parliamentary  Paper,  C.  5,106,  of  July, 
1887.  At  that  time  Sir  Charles  Mitchell 
had  great  doubts  whether  he  ought  not 
to  remove  Mr.  Baker. 

ENGLAND  AND  PORTUGAL  IN  AFRICA. 
Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs, 
whether  the  Government  have  received 
information  that  the  Charter  alleged  to 
have  been  recently  granted  by  Portugal 
to  the  Mozambique  Company  contains 
provisions  hostile  to  British  interests  ; 
and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  British  .South  Africa  Company 
had  secured  concessions  in  Manicaland 
and  the  neighbouring  territories  before 
the  modus  vivendi^  the  Government  will 


recognise  and  secure  the  recognition  of 
such  concessions  by  Portugal  as  a  basis 
of  any  further  negotiations  with  that 
country  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  We  have  seen 
a  draft  Charter  of  the  Portuguese  and 
Mozambique  Company,  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  which  are  decidedly  unfavour- 
able to  British  interests.  This  has  been 
pointed  out  to  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment. We  have  not  been  informed  that 
the  Charter  has  been  signed.  In  view 
of  pending  negotiations,  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  l*oreign  AfEairs  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASam 
has  received  several  communications 
from  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  of  the 
*'Ophir  Concessions,  Limited,"  and  from 
Mr.  Clements,  the  representative  of  the 
Barberton  Syndicate,  Transvaal,  and  from 
other  persons  holding  contracts  from  the 
Mozambique  Company,  complaining  of 
the  action  of  the  Chartered  South  Africa 
Company,  in  regard  to  the  invasion  of 
Manica,  as  prejudicial  to  their  interests, 
and  to  those  whom  they  represent ; 
and,  if  so,  what  reply  has  been 
made  to  these  communications,  and 
whether  he  will  lay  the  correspond- 
ence upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that,  in  Blue  Book,  Africa,  No.  2, 
1890,  Mr.  Consul  O'Neill  advised  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Mozambique  Company  of 
Lisbon,  of  their  having  placed  a  launch 
on  the  Pungue  River  in  July,  1888,  and 
referred  to  Gronvera  as  the  "virtual 
ruler  "  of  Manica,  under  the  Portuguese 
Government;  and  whether,  in  any  subse- 
quent communication  with  the  Portu- 
guese Government,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment took  exception  to  the  above 
reported  condition  of  a&irs ;  whether  it 
is  correct,  as  stated  in  the  Daily  New8  of 
28th  January,  that  early  in  October,  1890, 
Mr.  Trevor,  styled  "acting  resident"  of 
the  Chartered  Company  at  Mutassa 
Kraal,  issued  the  following  instructions 
to  all  prospectors  working  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood : — 

"  I  have  been  instructed  by  Mr.  Colquhoun, 
the  AdmiDiBtrator  of  Mashonaland,  to  infom 
you  and  all  the  prospectors  at  the  Ustali  and 
ke\ire  goldfields  that  an    Anglo-Portaguefle 
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arrangement  has  been  signed  which  brings  all 
this  portion  of  South-East  Africa,  including  all 
the  Maniea  country  for  a  considerable  distance 
east  of  Masi-Kesse,  under  British  inflaence;" 


whether  the  Chartered  Company  is  now 
exerci>ing  powers  of  government  io 
Maniea,  although  the  alleged  Treaty 
with  Mutassa  has  not  yet  received  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty^s  Secretary  of 
State  ;  and  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry 
to  be  made  of  the  Chartered  Company  as 
to  whether  the  concession  from  Loben- 
gula,  in  connection  with  which  the 
Charter  was  granted,  is  owned  by  the 
company,  or  if  the  company  is  merely  a 
lessee  from  another  company  owning  the 
concession,  and  receives  one-half  of  the 
possible  net  profits  in  consideration  of 
undertaking  the  obligations  set  forth  in 
the  Charter,  and  all  other  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  expeditionary  force  into 
Mashonaland  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Communica- 
tions have  been  received  complaining  of 
the  action  of  the  Chartered  South  Africa 
Company  in  regard  to  Maniea,  and  their 
receipt  has  been  acknowledged.  They 
represent  the  views  of  the  writers  as  in- 
terested parties,  and  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  publish  the  correspondence. 
Consul  O'Neill,  in  his  Despatches  of  the 
10th  and  20th  of  August  and  7th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1888,  reported  that  he  had  heard 
as  to  the  attempts  of  Sefior  d' Almeida  to 
obtain  permission  from  Gun  gun  hana  for 
prospectors  to  work  in  his  territory,  and 
as  to  the  endeavours  of  Major  Paiva 
d'Andrade  to  extend  by  force  Portugal's 
territorial  and  commercial  influence 
South  of  the  Zambesi.  He  spoke  of  the 
rumoured  launch  of  a  steamer  on  the 
Pungue,  and  of  the  purchase  of  other 
steamers,  but  expressed  a  doubt  as  to 
their  destination  and  as  to  their  being 
really  owned  by  the  Mozambique  Com- 
pany, which  had  been  formed  at  Lisbon 
with  an  insignificant  capital.  He  stated 
that  Da  Souza,  or  Gouveia,  was  **  real  " 
Eiuler  of  Maniea,  and  had  been  induced 
to  lend  his  assistance  to  the  Portuguese 
Government  in  carrying  on  military 
operations  against  other  Chiefs.  No 
representations  were  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  consequence  of 
this  Report.  We  are  not  aware  if  the 
instruction,  said  to  have  been  issued  by 
Mr.  Colquhoun,  and  stating  that  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  Maniea  country  and 


other  territories  had,  by  an  Anglo 
Portuguese  arrangement,  been  brought 
under  British  influence,  was,  in  fact, 
issued ;  but,  if  so,  it  was  incorrect.  The 
Chartered  Company  is  not,  to  the  know- 
ledge of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
exercising  powers  of  government  beyond 
the  line  referred  to  in  the  modus  vivendi. 
It  has  already  been  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not,  and 
obviously  should  not  be,  responsible  for 
the  financial  armngement  of  the  British 
South  Africa  Company,  but  the  arrange- 
ment mentioned  in  the  question,  if  it 
exists,  would  not  be  contrary  to  the 
Charter. 

THEATRICAL  ENTERTAINMENTS  AT 
WOOLWICH  BARRACKS. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
theatrical  entertainments  are  given  at 
the  Recreation  Rooms,  Woolwich,  under 
the  management  of  Major  Jocelyn,  K.A., 
to  which  a  charge  for  admission  is  made, 
as  much  as  X50  being  taken  on  one 
night ;  that  the  bulk  of  the  audience  are 
civilians,  who  pay  for  admission,  whilst 
applications  from  Non-commissioned  Offi- 
cers and  men  to  their  Commanding 
Officers  for  passes  to  admit  their  male 
friends  have  been  refused,  such  refusal 
having  been  confirmed  on  appeal  by  the 
General  Officer  Commanding;  whether 
these  entertainments  are  subject  to  the 
Qaeen's  Regulations,  1889,  Part  II., 
Section  XV.,  Paragraph  75,  which  runs 
as  follows : — 

'*  No  money  wil  be  taken  for  admission  to 
sach  entertainments,  and  Non-commissioned 
Ufficerd  and  men  should  be  permitted  to 
invite  their  male  friends  thereto  ; " 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  give  instruc- 
tions that  this  Regulation  shall  be 
strictly  complied  with  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bbodriok, 
Surrey,  Guildford) :  The  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  question,  with  the  exception 
that  the  theatre  at  Woolwich  is  quite 
distinct  from  the  Recreation  Rooms. 
When  the  Regulation  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  was  drafted  it  was  illegal  to 
take  money  in  a  regimental  theatre  if 
unlicensed.  By  the  Army  Annual  Act 
of  1889  the  disability  was  removed,  and 
the  Regulations  in  question  should  have 
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been  altered  to  accord  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  Begnlations  will  be 
amended  forthwith. 

THE  [NTERNATIONAL  MARITIME  CON- 
FERENCE AT   WASHINGTON. 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN  -  POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  has  been  decided  to 
circulate  any  more  Papers  recording  the 
proceedings,  including  the  Protocols,  of 
the  International  Maritime  Conference 
held  at  Washington  last  year  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Yes,  Sir; 
further  Papers  concerning  the  Inter- 
national Maritime  Conference  of  last 
year  are  in  the  Press,  but  they  are 
bulky,  and  may  not  be  ready  for  dis- 
tribution for  two  or  three  weeks. 

THE  SCOTCH  RAILWAY  STRIKE. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  several  accidents 
have  occurred  on  the  Caledonian  and 
North  British  Railways  during  the 
present  strike,  resulting  in  loss  of  life, 
in  at  least  one  case ;  why  no  Board  of 
Trade  inquiry  has  been  held  in  any  of 
these  cases  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
his  statement  on  Friday  last  that  railway 
accidents  that  occur  during  strikes  need 
presumably  more  careful  inquiry  than 
accidents  that  occur  at  other  times,  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the 
most  important  of  those  that  have 
occurred  during  the  last  five  weeks? 

*The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  There  have  during  the  last  five 
weeks  been  two  train  accidents,  resulting 
in  loss  of  life,  both  on  the  Caledonian. 
Into  one  an  inquiry  was  directed  some 
days  ago.  The  other  was  not  of  a 
nature  to  require  an  official  inquiry. 
The  Returns  of  the  other  train  accidents 
not  causing  loss  of  life  have  been  care- 
fully examined,  but  with  the  exception 
of  two  cases  of  collision  with  buffer 
stops,  which  are  still  under  consideration, 
they  were  also  not  of  a  nature  to  require 
official  inquiry. 

CHARITIES    IN    LAMBETH. 
Mb.     MORTON    (Peterborough):     I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  whether  the  atten- 
Afr.  Brodrick 


tion  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  has 
been  called  to  the  recent  exposures  as  to 
the  Charities  in  the  parish  of  Lambeth,  as 
set  forth  in  a  Report  prepared  by  Mr. 
Henry  Dann,  at  the  request  of  the  over- 
seers of  that  parish,  and  as  published  in 
the  South  London  Press;  whether  the 
Commissioners  have  been  requested  to 
institute  an  inquiry  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Lambeth  Charities,  or  any 
part  of  them  ;  and  whether  they  are 
willing  to  grant  such  an  inquiry,  and  to 
consider  the  advisability  of  placing  the 
whole  of  the  Lambeth  Charities  under 
an  Administrative  Board  representing  the 
whole  of  the  inhabitants  of  such  parish  t 
Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith):  The  Commissioners  were 
requested  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
matters  mentioned  in  Mr.  I^n's  Report 
on  the  Lambeth  Charities,  or  to  nominate 
an  accountant  by  whom  such  inquiry 
should  be  held  free  of  charge  to  the 
Charity.  The  Commissioners  accepted 
the  latter  alternative,  and  they  believe 
the  inquiry  is  now  in  progress.  They 
have  long  been  of  opinion  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Lambeth  Charities 
should  be  concentrated,  as  far  as  possible, 
in  the  hands  of  a  single  body  of  Trustees, 
largely  constituted  on  a  representative 
basis,  and  they  are  taking  steps  to  pro- 
cure the  necessary  applications  enabling 
them  to  proceed  in  this  matter. 

THE  TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 
BILL. 
Mr.  RADCLIFPB  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Tithe 
Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill  will  apply  to 
lands  and  tenements,  the  tithes  of  which 
have  been  commuted  by  any  Act  of 
Parliament  made  before  the  passing  of 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836,  in 
the  same  manner  as  such  lands  and 
tenements  were  excluded  from  the 
operation  of  the  last-mentioned  Act? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  I  understand  the  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  ;  but  I  may  refer 
him  to  Sub  section  2  of  the  4th  clause 
of  the  Bill  for  a  definition  of  the  expres- 
sion "  tithe  rent-charge." 

THE  HIGHLANDS  AND  ISLANDS  OP 
SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  watt  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord   of  the  Treasury  whether  he  can 
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now  state  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  appointed 
to  inqnire  into  certain  matters  affecting 
the  interests  of  the  Western  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland  ? 

Dr.  CLARK:  I  beg,  on  the  same 
subject,  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  adopt  any  of  the 
schemes  proposed  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  Highlands  and  Islands ; 
and  whether  they  intend  to  do  anything 
in  reference  to  the  matter  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster)  :  The  Government  have  come 
to  certain  decisions  in  ragard  to  the 
First  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland,  and  are  now  engaged  in  the 
consideration  of  the  Second  Report.  We 
shall  shortly  have  to  ask  the  House  to 
provide  money  to  carry  out  those  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission  wliich 
the  Government  has  decided  to  adopt; 
and  I  think  it  advisable  to  postpone  till 
then  any  statement  of  our  intentions,  as 
any  information  which  I  could  give  at 
present  would  be  incomplete,  owing  to 
the  serious  indisposition  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  who  has  taken  the  greatest 
interest  in  the  question,  but  has  been 
unable  to  confer  with  his  Colleagues 
upon  the  matter  since  the  December 
Session. 

DR.  KOCH'S  LISCOVERIES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  Her 
Majesty's  Government  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  communicating  with  other 
civilised  Governments  to  ascertain  if  the 
latter  would  join  in  conferring  a  reason- 
able pecuniary  reward  on  Dr.  Koch,  for 
the  eminent  services  he  has  rendered  to 
humanity  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Before 
the  First  Lord  answers  the  question  of 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  would  like 
to  ask  him  whether  he  has  also  taken 
into  account  the  extraordinary  percentage 
of  deaths  that  have  occurred  in  connec- 
tion with  this  alleged  discovery  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  expect  me  to 
express  an  opinion  on  that  subject.  For 
myself,    I    thoroughly    appreciate     the 


generous  instincts  which  have  prompted 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  put 
this  question ;  but  without  in  the 
slightest  degree  depreciating  the  very 
great  services  to  humanity  which  have 
been  rendered  by  Dr.  Koch,  it  must  be 
admitted  he  does  not  stand  alone  as  a 
learned,  patient,  and  laborious  investiga- 
tor of  the  resources  of  nature  for  the 
benefit  of  mankind.  His  great  reward 
is  the  evident  appreciation  of  the  value 
of  his  work  by  his  own  profession  in  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  the  sense  of  the 
benefits  he  has  conferred  upon  his 
fellow-creatures.  I  do  not  think  any 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
could  really  add  to  the  satisfaction  Dr. 
Koch  must  feel  at  the  reception  given 
by  the  civilised  world  to  his  discovery, 
and  perhaps  I  may  be  excused  for  hesi- 
tating to  add  a  new  function  to  the 
responsibilities  of  Government. 

DISTRICT  COUNCILS  BILL. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
May  I  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  it  is  intended  to 
take  the  District  Councils  Bill  before 
Easter? 

*The  PRESIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVEBNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  That 
will  depend  entirely  upon  the  course  of 
Public  Business. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  CRIMES  ACT 
IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-upon 
Tyne) :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  what  day  it  would  be 
C(mvenient  for  the  Government  to 
place  at  our  disposal  for  the  discussion 
of  Irish  administration?  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  also  tell  ur 
what  other  arrangements  he  has  in  his 
mind  as  to  the  course  of  Public  Business 
in  this  House  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  respond  to  the  invitation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  House  is  in 
possession  at  the  present  moment  of  the 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Bill.  We  think  it 
right,  and  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  that  we  should  pass  that  Bill 
through  the  requisite  stages  before  pro- 
ceeding to  take  any  other  Government 
business.  On  the  assumption  that  the 
Tithe    Bill  has    passed    through    those 
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stages  by  Monday  week,  I  propose  to 
place  that  day  at  the  disposal  of  the  right_ 
lion.  Gentleman,  if  that  will  be  a  con 
yenient  day  for  him. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEr  assented. 

SCOTCH  AMERICAN  MAILS. 
Mb.  LENG  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  can  state  on 
how  many  occasions,  during  the  year 
1890,  the  up  Scotch  mail  trains  carrying 
American  correspondence  missed  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  mail  trains,  so 
that  the  Scotch  letters  did  not  reach 
Queenstown  in  time  for  the  steamers 
by  which  they  should  •  have  been 
despatched ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
notwithstanding  the  serious  complaints 
of  the  loss  and  inconvenience  caused  to 
Scotch  merchants  and  exporters  by  the 
failures  to  make  connection  between 
those  trains  in  the  early  part  of  the 
year,  such  failures  again  occurred 
on  8th  October  and  10th  and  31st 
December;  whether  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, by  their  contracts  to  carry  the 
mails,  are  subject  to  any  penalties  when 
they  fail  to  deliver  them  in  due  time  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  penalties  are 
enforced ;  and  whether  it  is  probable  the 
Scotch  mails  for  the  United  States  will 
be  forwarded  hereafter  with  greater 
regularity  ] 

*Me.  RAIKES:  I  have  ascertained 
ihat  the  failures  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  occurred  on  eight  occa- 
sions during  the  year  1890,  including 
those  specially  named.  The  Railway 
Companies  are  not,  under  their  contracts 
for  the  conveyance  of  mails,  subject  to 
any  penalties  for  delay  in  delivering 
them  ;  but  my  Department  is  in  constant 
communication  with  the  companies  rela- 
tive to  the  working  of  the  mail  trains, 
and  suitable  representations  are  always 
made  to  them  respecting  any  serious 
delay  that  appears  to  have  been  avoid- 
able. I  am  sorry  to  say  that  during  the 
present  month  the  anusual  difficulties 
attending  the  conduct  of  railway  busi- 
ness in  Scotland  have  had  a  prejudicial 
effect  on  the  mail  service  generally,  as 
well  as  upon  the  communication  from 
^Scotland  to  the  United  States;  but  I 
trust  that  these  irregularities  will  soon 
be  terminated,  and  the  hon.  Member  may 
rely  on  the  Post  Office  doing  its  utmost 
to  prevent  delay  to  the  mails. 
Mr.  W.  II.  Smith 


IRELAND— CONDUCT  OF  POUCE  AT 
EVICTIONS. 

Mb.  DALTON  (Denial,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
in  view  of  his  statement  that  the  stone 
throwing  by  the  police,  at  the  eviction  of 
Mrs.  M*Ginley  at  Meenacladdy  on  15th 
November,  was  done  in  panic,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  police  threw  stones 
continuously  from  the  time  they  com- 
menced the  attack  on  the  house  until  the 
house  was  entered,  and  that  the  bailiffs 
made  no  serious  attempt  to  get  into  the 
house  at  all ;  and  whether  the  attack  faj 
the  police,  with  the  assistance  of  a  ladder 
on  the  roof  of  the  house  sind  by  the 
throwing  of  stones,  was  almost  simul- 
taneous with  the  attempt  at  entry  by  the 
bailiffs  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  general  fobISB. 
LAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  University): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  under  a  misappre- 
hension. I  did  not  state  that  the  stone 
throwing  was  the  result  of  a  panic,  but 
that  it  was  resorted  to  in  self-defenoa 
The  premises  were  entered  by  the  police, 
and  while  they  were  engaged  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duty  stones  were 
thrown  at  them.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
the  police  threw  stones  continuously. 

Mr.  DALTON :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  swore  at  the 
trial  that  he  had  not  a  good  view,  and 
only  saw  one  stone  thrown  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  believe  the  Com- 
missioner did  say  that  he  saw  stones 
thrown. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
CONSTABLES  WATERS  AND  O'SHEA. 
Me.  WEBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  laying  before  the 
House  the  grounds  of  the  release,  by 
order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  after  about 
10  days'  imprisonment,  of  the  two  con- 
stables of  the  Bioyal  Irish  Constabulary, 
named  Waters  and  O'Shea,  who  last 
October  were  by  Mr.  O'Donel,  Chief 
Magistrate  of  the  Dublin  Police  Courts, 
sentenced  to  terms  of  one  month  and 
three  months'  imprisonment  respectively, 
with  hard  labour,  for  assaulting  two 
members  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan 
Police,  who  had  remonstrated  with  them 
for  using  obscene  language  in  the  public 
street? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BA.LFOUR :  The  sentences 
referred  to  were  modified  on  a  Memorial 
submitted  by  the  men,  who  appealed  to 
their  previous  good  conduct,  and  to  the 
fact  that  the  occurrence  had  arisen 
suddenly  and  without  premeditation. 
This  Memorial  came  before  the  convict- 
ing Magistrate,  who,  in  view  of  the 
facts,  approved  of  the  substitution  of 
fines.     This  was  accordingly  done. 

DISTRESS  AND  RELIEF  WORKS. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  could  now  state  if  works 
of  the  class  mentioned  in  the  Belief  of 
Distress  Act  would  soon  be  started  to 
relieve  the  distress  in  the  Taam  and 
Glenamaddy  Unions  ? 

Mr.  cox  :  I  have  also  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  relief  works  he  has  approved 
of  in  E\st  Clare,  and  if  any  of  these  are 
now  in  course  of  construction  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
also  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  any  relief  works  will  be  opened 
up  in  the  Inchigiela  and  Clondrahid 
district  to  provide  work  and  food  for  the 
labourers;  and  whether  attention  will 
be  paid  to  the  appeals  of  the  Rev. 
Fathers  Hurley,  P.P.,  and  Aheme,  P.P., 
**  that  the  condition  of  the  labourers  in 
these  districts  demands  instant  atten- 
tion''; also  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  of  the 
Rev.  Father  Lyons,  P.P.,  of  Myross, 
made  before  the  Skibbereen  Board  of 
Guardians,  and  supported  by  Dr.  Levis, 
J. P.,  and  the  words  of  Father  Lyons — 

'*  That  the  people  of  Castlehayen  and  Toe- 
head  are  starving,  many  of  them  daring  the  past 
week  living  on  hoiled  turnips  and,  in  default, 
garbage  shockingly  unfit  for  human  use.  Let 
them,  in  God's  name,  get  outdoor  relief  as  they 
cannot  get  work  "  ; 

whether  he  is  aware  the  Board  have 
adopted  a  resolution — 

'*  Ag^in  calling  on  the  Government  to  im- 
mediately send  relief  in  food  and  money,  as 
otherwise  we  tremble  to  contemplate  the 
result.    Not  a  single  day  should  be  lost'*  ; 

and  what  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
disaster?  I  have  further  to  ask  if 
the  proposed  Donoughmore  and  Blar- 
ney Line  of  Light  Railway  will,  in  view 
of  the  grave  distress  owing  to  the  failure 
of  the  potato  crop  in  the  district,  be 
granted  such  material  support  as  will 
help  to  assist  the  unemployed  and  dis- 


tressed by  promoting   a  useful    public 
work  ? 

On  the  first  of  these  questions  being^ 
put, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  With 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  shall  now 
also  reply  to  the  questions  of  other  hon. 
Members  on  this  subject.  A  full  oppor- 
tunity will  be  afforded  before  Easter  of 
discussing  the  whole  relief  policy  of  the- 
Government.  In  the  meanwhile,  aU 
representations  made,  from  whatever 
quarter,  will  be  carefully  considered; 
but  I  hope  hon.  Members  will  not  endea- 
vour, by  questions  across  the  floor 
of  the  House,  to  put  Parliamentary 
pressure  on  the  Government  to  start  out 
of  public  money  in  their  constituencies 
works  for  the  construction  of  which 
their  constituents  are  naturally  desirous. 
It  must  be  recollected  that  the  ordinary 
means  of  relief  through  the  operation  of 
the  Poor  Law  are  available  to  all,  and 
that  public  works  are  an  exceptional 
means  of  meeting  an  exceptional  crisis, 
which  should  only  be  sparingly  em- 
ployed, and  in  cases  of  undoubted  neces- 
sity. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  Will  not  public 
works  be  pernicious,  in  so  far  as  they 
interfere  with  seed  sowing  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  of  the  works  started  by  the 
Government,  and  the  rate  of  remunera- 
tion paid,  will  divert  labourers  from  other 
occu|mtions. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  received  Reports  from  any 
responsible  ofiBcials  stating  that  that  wil) 
not  be  the  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  spend  my  life 
in  conversation  with  officials  on  these 
points,  and,  on  the  whole,  considering 
what  is  the  remuneration  offered  to  not 
morA  than  one  member  of  a  family,  I 
do  not  think  the  works  will  be  a  serious 
temptation  such  as  would  induce  people 
to  leave  other  work.  Further,  if  1  found 
real  evils  resulting,  it  would  be  in  my 
power  to  take  action  at  a  moment's 
notice. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  do  not  see  how 
the  evil  is  to  be  avoided  if  the  works  are 
not  started  before  the  time  for  seed 
sowing. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Relief  works 
cannot  be  started  until  they  are  neces- 
sary. 


1295 


Irish 


{COMMONS} 


Jurors, 


1296 


Me.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  At  what 
time  before  Easter  will  the  Vote  be 
taken? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Of  course,  the 
Vote  will  have  to  be  taken  before  the 
close  of  the  financial  year.  Anj  date 
that  is  convenient  to  the  House  will  be 
convenient  to  me. 

Me.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  the  leader 
of  the  House  whether  he  will  put  down 
Supply  for  the  earliest  available  day,  so 
that  the  Vote  may  be  taken  ? 

*Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  able  to 
<^ve  the  absolute  assurance  desired.  It 
is  possible  that  developments  in  Ireland 
may  render  it  desirable  that  further  in- 
formation should  be  obtained  before  the 
Vote  is  asked  for ;  but  ample  opportunity 
will  be  afEorded  to  all  Members  interested 
to  express  their  opinions  on  the  subject. 
De.  TANNER:  May  I  ask  for  an 
explicit  answer  to  the  question  whether 
consideration  has  been  given  to  earnest 
representations  from  clergymen  that  the 
condition  of  labourers  in  Inchigiela  and 
Clondrahid  demands  instant  attention, 
and  whether  relief  works  will  be 
opened? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  All  representa- 
tions made  by  responsible  persons,  such 
as  the  clergy  are,  receive  careful  atten- 
tion. 

De.  tanner  :  How  soon  may  I  hope 
to  receive  a  satisfactory  reply  ? 

Me.  a.  J.BALFOUR  :  It  is  difficult  to 
know  what  reply  the  hon.  Member  would 
consider  satis&ctory.  The  House,  how- 
ever, will  feel  that  it  is  no  unreasonable 
request  I  have  made  that  pretsure  should 
not  be  put  upon  me  with  respect  to 
isolated  locaUties  by  a  succession  of  de- 
tached questions. 

De.  tanner  :  I  must  press  for  an 
answer  to  the  question  relating  to  Skib- 
bereen. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Relief  works 
have  been  started  there  for  some  time. 

De.  TANNER:  Will  the  proposed 
Donoughmore  or  Blarney  Line  of  Light 
Railways,  in  view  of  the  grave  distress 
owing  to  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
in  the  district,  be  granted  such  material 
support  as  will  help  the  unemployed  and 
distressed  by  promoting  a  useful  public 
work? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  proposed 
line  referred  to  has,  I  understand,  passed 
the  Grand  Jury  and  the  Privy  Council, 
with  a  guarantee  under  the  Tramways 


Act  of  1883,  and  the  consequent  Trea- 
sury contribution  under  that  Act  The 
promoters  of  the  line,  upon  taking  out 
their  Order  in  Council,  can  proceed  with 
the  works  forthwith. 

In  reply  to  questions  by  Mr.  Cox, 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  :  There  are 
no  relief  works  in  East  Clare.  Reports 
have  been  received  indicating  that, 
largely  owing,  as  I  understand  it,  to  the 
severe  weather,  employment  has  been 
scarce  in  Ennis.  This  is  much  to  be  de- 
plored ;  but  it  is  not  to  meet  cases  of  this 
kind  that  so  exceptional  a  course  should 
be  taken  as  that  of  starting  relief  works 
out  of  Imperial  funds. 

THE  STRANORLAR-GLENTIES  LIGHT 
RAILWAY. 

Me.  D  ALTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  the  cause  of  the  delay  ia  com- 
mencing the  work  of  the  Stranorlar  and 
Glenties  Railway ;  and  whether  he  can 
give  any  assurance  that  the  work  shall 
be  commenced  without  delay,  as  there  is 
great  distress  but  no  employment  in  the 
district  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Everything 
that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Government 
to  do  to  expedite  the  construction  of  this 
line  has  been  done.  The  delay  has  not 
been  with  them.  But^  as  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  it  is  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  the  district  to  make  such 
arrangements  with  a  working  company 
as  may  relieve  it  •  of  all  possibility  of 
charge  after  the  line  has  been  finished. 

IRISH  JURORS. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  of  the  hard- 
ships entailed  upon  jurors  under  the 
present  system,  by  which  men  are  sum- 
moned from  various  parts  of  their  re- 
spective counties  with  no  prisoners  to 
try  ;  and  if  he  will  consider  whether 
some  plan  can  be  adopted  to  obviate 
occurrences  of  this  kind  ? 

Me.  madden  :  I  fully  appreciate  the 
inconvenience  experienced  by  jorors 
under  the  circumstances  mentioned  by 
my  hon.  Friend  in  his  question,  and  I 
shall  gladly  consider  any  plan  which 
may  be  suggested  which  would  have  the 
efEect  of  preventing  their  occurrence.  I 
may  point  out  that  the  difficulfy  in  deal- 
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iug  with  the  question  is  caused  by  the 
fact  that  cases  may  be  sent  for  trial  up 
to  the  last  moment,  while,  in  the  interests 
of  tlie  jurors  themselves,  it  is  right 
that  they  should  receive  reasonable 
notice  beforehand  that  their  services  will 
be  required. 

THE  IRISH  CHURCfl  SURPLUS. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn):  I 
beg  to  ask  tlie  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
years'  purchase  of  the  interest  on  the 
Xl,500,000  of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus 
is  charged  upon  that  Surplus  by  the 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested 
Districts  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  included 
in  Return  No.  134  of  1890  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  referred  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Return  published. 
He  would  there  see  that  the  rate  of 
interest  was  calculated  at  2J  per  cent., 
and  by  a  very  simple  arithmetical 
calculation,  the  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase could  be  ascertained. 

IRISH   CONSTABULARY  FORCE  FUND. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  steps 
are  being  taken  to  wind  up  the  Con- 
stabulary Force  Fund  ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities  to  meet  the  wishes  cf 
the  Constabulary  pensioners  interested 
in  it? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  position 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Fund  mentioned  is  fully  stated  in  my 
reply  to  a  question  on  the  subject  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast, 
on  August  11  last,  to  which  I  now 
refer  the  hon.  Member.  He  will  there  ob- 
serve that  it  is  not  intended  to  take  any 
step  for  the  closing  or  winding  up  of 
the  Fund,  other  than  is  provided  in  Sec- 
tion 1 1  of  the  Constabulary  and  Police 
(Ireland)  Act,  1883,  whereby  the  insur- 
ance or  benefit  branch  of  the  Fund  is 
in  course  of  gradual  extinction.  The 
Government  has  undertaken,  in  order 
to  make  this  branch  of  the  Fund  solvent, 
to  aid  it  with  a  considerable  grant  of 
public  money. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  What  steps  do  the 
Government  propose  to  take  to  insure 
that  the  arrangement  which,  they  intend 
to  make  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  con- 
tributories  ? 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  there 
will  be  no  doubt  the  arrangements  will 
be  satisfactory  to  the  contributories. 
All  that  they  can  desire  is  that  the 
Fund  shall  be  made  solvent,  and  that 
the  benefits  they  have  been  led  to  ex- 
pect will  bo  secured.  That  result  will 
be  arrived  at  by  the  arrangements  to  be 
made. 

ENNIS  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  COX:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  resolution, 
adopted  by  the  Ennis  Board  of  Guardians 
at  their  last  meeting,  calling  on  the  con- 
tractor of  the  new  post  ofl&ce  about  to  be 
erected  in  Ennis  to  commence  the  work 
forthwith,  in  order  to  give  employment 
to  the  poor  labourers  of  the  town  who 
are  destitute  from  want  of  employment ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
distress  prevailing  amongst  the  labouring 
classes  in  that  town  and  district,  he  will 
issue  instructions  to  the  contractor  to 
commence  the  work  at  once  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  The  construction  of 
the  new  Post  Ofl&ce  building  at  Ennis 
is  being  carried  out  under  the  charge  of 
the  Board  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland, 
and  not  of  the  Post  OflBce  Department. 
I  have  received  no  intimation  of  the 
resolution  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  convey 
to  the  Board  of  Public  Works  any  com 
munication  which  may  reach  me  from 
the  Ennis  Board  of  Guardians. 

THE  SHANNON  NAVIGATION. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Shannon  navigation  is  controlled  by  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  no  lights  are  provided  by  the 
Board  in  connection  with  the  Shannon 
navigation,  to  enable  steamers,  boats, 
&c.,  to  travel  at  night ;  and  whether  the 
Board  will  conform  to  the  English 
practice,  namely,  that  of  the  Harbour 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
by  providing  suitable  and  sufl&cient 
lighting  accommodation  to  enable  vessels 
to  be  navigated  on  the  waters  under  its 
care  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigton) :  The  Irish  Board 
of  Works  only  controls  the  navigation  of 
the  Shannon  above  Limerick,  and  I  am 
not   aware   that    they   are    under   any 
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statutory  or  other  obligation  to  light 
that  portion  of  the  river.  As  regards 
the  EQglish  practice,  I  understand  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  have  nothing  to  do 
with  lighting  the  non-tidal  parts  of 
rivers. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 

BILL.-(No.  110.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  2. 

(4.25.)  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  3,  line  3,  at  end,  to  add  the 
words — 

'*  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  impose  or  con- 
stitute any  personal  liability  upon  any  occupier 
or  owner  of  lands  for  the  payment  of  any  tithe 
rent-charge,  or  any  other  sum  which  by  this 
Act  is  made  recoverable  as  tithe  rent-charge, 
and  the  Court  shall  not,  by  virtue  of  this  Act, 
have  any  power  to  imprison  any  such  occupier 
or  owner  by  reason  only  of  the  non-payment  of 
such  tithe  rent-charge  or  other  sum."— (5<> 
M.  Hick»  Beaeh.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

(4.26.)  Sir W.HARCOURT (Derby): 
I  entirely  approve  of  the  Amendment,  but 
1  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  put  it  on  the  Paper  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  include  in  its  terms 
the  question  of  costs,  which  naturally 
belongs  to  it?  The  question  has  been 
raised  of  personal  liability  with  respect 
to  the  person  against  whom  the  judg- 
ment is  levied.  If  there  is  to  be  the 
personal  liability  of  the  individual,  that 
complicates  the  whole  question  of  tithe 
rent-charge,  because  there  has  always 
hitherto  been  the  unbroken  principle 
that  there  should  be  no  personal  liability 
imposed.  The  question  of  costs  is  a  very 
important  one,  as  the  costs  may  amount 
to  more  than  the  sura  to  be  levied. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  now  discussing  his  own 
Amendment  which  is  on  the  Paper.  He 
is  entitled  to  ask  a  question  with  regard 
to  the  Amendment  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, but  not  to  discuss  his  own 
Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  was  pro- 
posing to  do  away  with  the  necessity  of 
my  own  Amendment  if  the  right  hon. 
/Sir  H.  Mctxwell 


Gentleman  would  consent  to  my  pro- 
posal. I  was  making  these  remarks 
preliminary  to  moving  an  Amendment 
to  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  would  rather  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  it  himself.  If 
necessary,  however,  I  will  move  an 
Amendment  including  the  question  of 
costs.  I  have  taken  the  course  I  have 
entirely  with  the  view  of  saving  time. 

*v4.29.)  l^B  PRESIDENT  or  the 
BOARD  OP  TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.):  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  this  Bill  would  have  the 
precise  effect  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  to  secure  by  his 
Amendment,  and  with  verbal  Amend- 
ments I  have  no  objection  to  the  words 
being  inserted.  I  thought,  however, 
that  the  question  of  costs  was  not  raised 
at  all  by  the  present  Amendment. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  What  is 
wanted  is  a  declaration  as  to  personal 
liability. 

•(4.30.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  (Glamor- 
gan, Mid)  :  If  I  might  suggest  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  difficulty  would 
be  met  by  changing  three  or  four  words 
in  the  Government  Amendment,  and  the 
question  of  costs  clearly  defined  thereby. 
The  Amendment  I  suggest  is  the  omis- 
sion of  the  words  "  which  by  this  Act 
is  made  recoverable  as  tithe  rent-charge  " 
in  the  third  line,  and  the  insertion,  in- 
stead thereof,  of  the  words  **  recoverable 
or  payable  under  this  Act,"  and  the 
omission  of  the  word  "  only  "  in  the  last 
line  but  one.  The  Amendment  would 
then  read  as  follows  : — 

**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  impose  or  consti- 
tute any  personal  liability  upon  any  occupier 
or  owner  of  lands  for  the  payment  of  any  lithe 
rent-charge,  or  any  other  sum  recoverable  or 
payable  under  this  Act ;  and  the  Court  shall 
not,  by  virtue  of  this  Act,  have  any  power  to 
impiison  any  such  occupier  or  owner  by  reaiOQ 
of  the  non-payment  of  such  tithe  rent- charge 
or  other  sum.*' 

If  this  Amendment  is  adopted.  I  shall  be 
pleased  to  withdraw  my  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  same  matter. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  which  by  this  Act  is  made  recoverable 
as  tithe  rent-charge,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  recoverable  or  payable  under 
this  Act."— (Jfr.  ,S^.  T.  Evans.) 

(4.31.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  lam 
in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


1301        TUhe  Rent-Charge         {January  29,  1891} 


Recovery  Bill.         1302 


man.  Possibly  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient thus  to  amend  his  Amendment 
than  to  deal  with  the  question  of  costs 
in  a  separate  proviso. 

*(4.32.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
<Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  My 
own  impression  is  that  the  existing  pro- 
vision of  Section  2  is  quite  sufficient  to 
prevent  any  question  arising  over  the 
words  "  recoverable  as  tithe  rent-charge." 
I  do  not  know  that  any  Amendment  is 
necessary,  but  if  it  be  thought  better,  I 
should  be  willing  to  add  the  words  the 
hon.  Member  has  suggested.  I  agree  it 
IB  desirable  to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion in  one  proviso. 

*(4.33.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  May  I 
point  out  that  as  the  section  stands  the 
words  "  or  any  other  sum  by  this  Act 
recoverable  "  would  seem  to  apply  to  the 
sum  recoverable  from  the  tenant  by  the 
landlord  only. 

*(4.34.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield) :  Supposing  the  tithe- 
payer  does  not  pay  the  tithe,  and  is  made 
bankrupt,  and  in  the  course  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  declines  to  answer 
a  number  of  collateral  questions,  can  he 
be  committed  for  contempt  of  Court? 
That  has  happened  in  Ireland,  and  may 
happen  in  England,  if  we  are  not 
-careful. 

*(4.35.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  He  cannot  be  made 
a  bankrupt,  for  no  personal  liability  is 
imposed  under  the  Act. 

Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
proposed  Amendment,  in  line  5,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "only.  ''—(Mr.  S.  T.  Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  only '  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

*(4.36.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  do  not 
see  any  reason  for  leaving  out  this  word. 
If  a  man  resists  a  bailiff  or  County  Court 
•officer  he  is  amenable  under  the  County 
Court  Act,  and  liable  to  a  fine  not 
exceeding  £5.  1  think  the  word  is 
necessary,  to  make  it  clear  that  imprison- 
ment cannot  be  imposed  for  non-payment 
of  either  tithe  or  costs. 

*Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  No  one  would 
argue  that  if  a  County  Court  bailiff  were 
iissaulted  the  person  assaulting  him 
should  not  be  amenable  to  justice.  But 
it  seems  to  me  that  if  the  word  "  only  "  is 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.   [third  series.] 


'  retained,  although  you  cannot  imprison 
'  a  man  for  non-payment  of  tithe  or  costs 
alone,   you   can    do    so   for    that  non- 
payment in  conjunction  with  something 
else. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  word  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
call  particular  attention  to  the  absence  of 
the  power  of  imprisonment  in  respect  of 
a  refusal  to  pay  tithe  or  costs. 

(4.37.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  tithepayer  is 
not  to  be  put  under  new  penalties.  The 
tithe  owner  will  reap  great  benefit 
by  reason  of  the  use  of  the  County 
Court  bailiff,  and  we  must  take  care 
that  the  tithepayer  is  not  made  liable  to 
any  heavier  penalty  than  he  is  at 
present.  Why  should  he  be  made  liable 
to  a  heavier  penalty  simply  because 
the  County  Court  bailiff  is  substituted 
for  the  tithe  owner's!  agent  ?  For  re- 
sisting the  latter  he  was  liable  to  a  fine 
of  XI,  for  resisting  the  former,  yon 
propose  to  make  the  penalty  £5.  Do 
you  wish  to  make  him  subject  to  im- 
prisonment for  doing  that  for  which  he 
cannot  now  be  imprisoned  ? 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  Certainly  not. 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Then  leave  out 
the  word  "  only."  You  must  take  care 
you  are  not  giving  any  additional  juris- 
diction under  this  Act.  I  have  looked 
upon  this  Bill  as  transferring  the  duty  of 
tithe  payment  from  the  tenant  to  the  land- 
lord, and  as  substituting  the  County 
Court  bailiff  for  the  tithe  owner's  agent. 
These  are  the  only  two  things  the  Bill 
professes  to  do.  You  ought,  in  my 
opinion,  to  leave  the  tithepayer  in  the 
presence  of  the  County  Court  bailiff 
exactly  as  he  is  in  the  presence  of  the 
tithe  owner's  agent.  Yon  ought  not  to 
make  his  position  worse.  I  cannot  see 
why  you  should  not  omit  the  word 
"  only."  If  you  have  not  the  power  to 
imprison  the  tithepayer  now,  you  ought 
not  to  acquire  it  under  this  Act. 

•(4.41.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS 
(Carnarvonshire,  Eifion) :  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  Attorney  General 
contends  that  if  a  tithe  payer  assaulted 
a  bailiff,  and  immediately  afterwards 
paid  his  tithe,  that  such  payment 
would  free  him  from  liability  for  the 
assault?  I  take  it  the  omission  of  the 
word  "  only  "  would  not  touch  the  ques- 
tion of  assault  upon  an  officer  of  the 
3  E 
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Court  in  the  execntion  of  tlie  order  of 
the  Court. 

(4.42.)  Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS 
(Glamorgan,  S.)  :  If  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral sees  no  such  contingency  possible 
as  we  fear,  why  will  he  not  strike  out 
the  word  and  leave  the  matter  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  ordinary  law  ? 

•(4.43.)  Sir  B-  WEBSTER :  Assault 
is  not  the  only  icase  that  might  arise. 
Take  the  ordinary  case  of  a  man  resist- 
ing the  bailiff,  and  doing  something  short 
of  assault;  you  cannot  deal  Avith  that 
offence  by  imprisonment  unless  you 
bring  it  under  the  ordinary  County 
Court  Act.  If  anybody  can  show  that 
the  retention  of  the  word  does  any  harm 
I  will  consider  the  matter  further.  I 
am  convinced  its  omission  will  do  harm, 
for  I  think  we  ought  to  be  sure  that  the 
clause  is  so  framed  as  not  to  give  an  op- 
portunity for  argument. 

•(4.44.)  Me.  S.  T.EVANS :  I  will  put  in 
one  sentence,  my  objection  to  the  word 
"  only."  If  anybody  reads  the  clause 
with  that  word  in,  he  cannot  but  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  although  a  man  can- 
not be  imprisoned  simply  for  the  non- 
payment of  tithe  and  costs,  he  may  be 
imprisoned  partly  for  that  and  partly  for 
something  else,  e.g.^  resisting  the  bailiff. 
Any  other  offence  for  which  he  may  be 
made  amenable  to  the  law  should  be 
entirely  distinct  from  the  non-payment 
of  tithe.  I  think  the  above  would  be 
the  conclusion  arrived  at  by  any  lay- 
man. 

(4.45.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have 
a  very  important  question  to  put  to  the 
Government.  Is  this  clause  intended  to 
reserve  to  the  County  Court  Judge  the 
power  of  committal  to  prison  for  con- 
tempt ?  The  Amendment  places  in  the 
hands  of  the  Court  the  mere  operation 
of  distress,  but  the  question  is,  does  it  carry 
with  it  the  very  indefinite  and  oppressive 
power  of  committal  for  contempt.  We  are 
now  handing  this  matter  over  to  the 
Court,  and  we  ought  to  know  pre- 
cisely what  powers  the  Court  will 
possess.  In  my  opinion  we  ought  to 
insert  words  excluding  the  power  of 
committal.  If  under  the  present  Act  a 
man  is  sent  to  prison  for  contempt,  no 
one  knows  when  he  will  come  out 
again,  and,  therefore,  if  you  are  not 
careful  you  will  be  putting  the  tithe- 
payer  in  a  very  unceriEuin  and  dangerous 
position. 

J/r,  J.  Bryn  Rcberte 


•(4.46.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  Tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  have 
forgotten  the  statement  I  have  twice 
made.  The  tithe  payer  is  not  made 
subject  to  contempt  for  non-payment, 
and  this  clause  will  distinctly  prevent 
any  such  point  ever  being  raised  as  far 
as  the  County  Court  is  ooncemed.  But 
suppose  that  a  bailiff  is  sent  to  serve  the 
order  of  the  Court,  and  the  tithepayer 
bars  his  house,  or  is  guilty  of  the 
violence  which  prevents  the  bailiff 
executing  his  duty,  then  he  is  amenable 
to  the  ordinary  law,  under  which  the 
County  Court  bailiff  can  summon  a  man. 
so  acting,  and  take  him  before  the 
County  Court  Judge.  He  may,  too, 
proceed  against  him  for  assault.  We 
intend  the  same  remedy  shall  apply  in 
the  case  of  the  tithepayer.  I  am  per- 
fectly candid  with  the  House.  I  repeal 
there  will  be  no  imprisonment  for  non- 
payment of  tithe  or  of  costs,  but  I  cannot 
imagine  that  any  reasonable  person 
would  wish  that  the  bailiff  shall  be 
subject  to  a  different  rule  while  execut- 
ing his  duty  under  this  Act,  than  the 
one  which  applies  to  the  performance  of 
his  duties  under  the  ordinary  Act 

•(4.48.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.):  I  do  not  think  that 
this  Amendment  carries  out  the  viewa 
either  of  the  Government  or  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  am  sure  the  wording  of 
it  will  have  to  be  carefully  studied 
before  the  Report  stage.  For  instance, 
you  have  in  it  the  words  "  the  Court  shall 
not  by  virtue  of  this  Act."  The  Court 
will  have  no  power  "  by  virtue  of  this 
Act "  to  imprison,  but  is  it  to  have  the 
power  by  virtue  of  any  other  Act? 
Surely,  the  Attorney  General  will  agree 
there  is  reasonable  doubt  on  that  point, 
and  that  it  might  involve  litigation.  We 
ought  to  make  perfectly  clear  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Government. 

•(4.50.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
reason  why  those  words  have  been  in- 
serted is  that  this  Act  for  the  first  time 
brings  the  matter  into  the  region  of  the 
County  Court,  and  that  being  so,  we 
thought  it  right  to  indicate  that  the 
County  Court  Judge  had  no  power  of 
committal  under  it.  It  may,  I  admit, 
be  necessary  to  omit  the  words  "by 
virtue  of  this  Act."  But  I  do  urge  thji 
the  word  **  only "  is  necessary  to  show 
we  are  dealing  with  the  question  of  non- 
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payment  as  dislinot  irom  that  of 
misconduct. 

*(4.51.)  Mr.  BOWEX  ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire)  :  I  tliink  that  is  an  ad- 
ditional argament  for  the  omission  of 
the  word  "  only."  K  a  man  be  guilty  of 
violence  he  is  subject  to  imprisonment 
under  the  ordinary  law,  if  the  offence  be 
of  a  criminal  character.  But  you  are 
introducing  a  composite  offence.  You 
may  couple  with  the  non-payment  the 
offence  of  resisting  the  bailiff,  and  for 
that  this  clause  will  give  the  power  of 
committal.  If  a  man  bars  a  window,  or 
does  any  act  of  that  kind,  it  may  be  a 
goilty,  or  it  may  be  merely  an  unneces- 
sary act.  If  it  be  a  guilty  act,  by  all 
means  let  him  be  punished ;  but  you 
ought  not  to  make  the  barring  of  a 
window  and  the  refusal  to  pay  a  com- 
posite offence.  If  the  former  act  is 
an  offence  at  all  it  can  be  dealt 
with  under  the  ordinary  law,  and 
it  does  not  need  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament to  make  it  punishable, 
but  if  it  is  not  an  offence  under  the 
ordinary  law  you  ought  not  to  make  it 
so  now  by  reason  of  coupling  an 
equivocal  act  with  the  refusal  to  pay. 
Again,  the  point  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton as  to  the  words  "  by  virtae 
of  this  Act "  had  struck  me.  If  they 
convey  no  hostile  intention,  they  cer- 
tainly seem  to  leave  the  way  open  to 
grave  misapprehension. 

(4.54.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden) :  It  seems  to  me  the 
retention  of  the  word  "only"  clearly 
violates  the  rule  laid  down  to  guide  us 
— namely,  that  you  cannot  by  this  Bill 
put  any  fresh  penalties  on  the  tithe- 
payer  which  are  not  embodied  in  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836.  You 
are  now  substituting  the  County  Court 
bailiff  for  the  tithe  owner's  agent.  If 
the  latter  were  assaulted  when  collecting 
the  tithe  he  had  his  remedy  at  Common 
Law,  but  because  the  duty  is  now  to  be 
performed  by  an  ofl&cer  of  the  County 
Court  you  are  adding  the  penalty  for 
contempt  of  Court,  despite  your  pledge 
that  you  would  not  do  bo.  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  the  Amendment. 

*(4.55.)  Mr.  G.OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
Hais  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
conceded  the  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton 1 


♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  have  under- 
taken to  consider  it. 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  Then 
I  think  I  need  not  dwell  upon  that  point. 
But  I  must  say  I  do  not  think  it  desir- 
able in  these  days  to  increase  the  power 
of  the  Court  to  commit  for  contempt. 
It  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  you  pass 
this  clause  in  the  form  in  which  it 
now  stands  you  will  extend  that  power. 
At  present,  if  a  farmer  refuses  to  pay, 
and  actually  resists  the  distress,  the  only 
remedy  is  to  try  him  before  a  jury.  Now, 
you  propose  to  give  the  County  Court 
Judge  the  power  to  commit  See  how 
extensive  is  that  power.  If  any  officer  or 
bailiff  of  the  Court  be  assaulted  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty,  the  person 
assaulting  him  is  liable  to  a  fine  not 
exceeding  X5,  on  summary  conviction, 
and  it  is  also  lawful  for  the  bailiff  to 
take  the  offender  into  custody  with  or 
without  warrant.  There  was  no  such 
power  or  remedy  before.  We  have  been 
told  that  the  remedies  under  this  new 
Act  are  not  to  be  heavier  than  those 
under  the  old,  but  by  leaving  the  clause 
as  it  at  present  stands  you  are  violating 
that  promise.  I  do  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  agree  to  omit  the  word 
"  only." 

*(4.57.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  exposed  the 
fallacy  of  the  whole  argument  in  favour 
of  the  omission  of  the  word.  We  are 
not  making  the  penalties  heavier.  But 
will  any  reasonable  man  say  that  if  a 
rescue  is  attempted  in  the  case  of  goods 
seized  under  a  judgment  of  the  County 
Court  for  tithe,  the  person  so  acting  is 
not  to  be  subject  to  the  same  jurisdiction 
and  punishment  as  in  any  other  case  of 
rescue.  Surely  this  is  only  a  reasonable 
method  of  protecting  the  County  Court 
bailiff.  For  mere  non-payment  of  tithe 
the  clause  clearly  provides  that  there 
should  be  no  imprisonment.  I  repeat,  I 
think  the  word  "  only  "  must  be  retained 
to  make  our  meaning  clear. 

(4.59.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  You 
may  depend  upon  it  there  will  be  very 
great  prejudice  against  what  is  called 
"  County  Courting  "  yeomen  farmers  in 
these  matters.  When  the  previous  Bill 
of  the  Government  was  discussed,  nothicg 
caused  more  unpopularity  than  the  pro- 
vision for  introducing  the  Couniy 
Court  system.  It  was  called  a  Bill 
for  County  Courting  farmers.  If 
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tithepayers  think  this  Bill  is  to  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  County  Courting  them, 
it  Thrill  cause  the  greatest  odium,  and 
there  will  be  the  greatest  resistance 
to  it.  I  see  the  Postmaster  General 
smiling.  I  do  not  suppose,  in  view  of  the 
orthodoxy  of  his  sentiments,  that  he 
would  have  any  indisposition  to  County 
Courting  the  yeomen  of  Wales.  They, 
however,  have  an  objection  to  the  County 
Court  process.  This  Bill  is  one  for  County 
Courting  for  the  first  time  the  yeomen  of 
Wales.  What  the  Government  have,  I 
think,  wisely  done  by  this  Amendment,  is 
to  try  and  explain  to  them  that  they  will 
be  no  worse  off  by  being  County  Courted 
than  they  were  before.  You  must  show 
that  there  will  be  under  this  Bill  no 
process  against  them  more  severe  than 
exists  at  present.  The  argument  of  the 
Attorney  General  just  now  amounted  to 
this  :  if  you  County  Court  other  people, 
why  not  County  Court  these  people? 
That  is  just  what  we  are  contending 
against.  At  present  a  tithe  payer  cannot 
be  taken  up  without  warrant  and  fined 
j65,  as  he  can  be  under  Clause  48.  It  is 
quite  true  that  Clause  48  has  nothing  to 
do  with  contempt,  but  has  to  do  with 
resistance  to  the  levying  of  tithe.  If 
there  be  resistance  to  the  levying  of 
tithe,  as,  for  instance,  by  the  driving  off 
of  cattle.  Clause  48  will  come  iuto  ope- 
ration, and  the  man  may  be  taken  up 
without  a  warrant  and  fined  £5.  This 
being  so,  you  make  tithe  recovery  a 
County  Court  process.  Unless  you  make 
this  Amendment  full  and  complete,  so 
as  to  remove  any  extraordinary  opera- 
tions of  the  County  Court  process,  you 
will  still  remain  subject  to  the  charge 
that  you  have  County  Courted  people 
who  were  not  in  a  position  to  be  County 
Courted  before.  I  quite  recognise  that, 
as  far  as  the  non-payment  of  debt 
is  concerned,  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tends  to 
remove  any  misapprehension ;  but  I  say 
that  if  you  are  to  remove  from  the 
minds  of  these  people  the  fear  that  they 
are  to  be  County  Courted,  you  must 
show  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  will 
not  be  heavier  than  is  that  of  the  present 

(5.5.)  Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamor- 
gan, Rhondda) :  As  1  am  not  a  lawyer, 
the  Committee  will  pardon  me  for  aslang 
a  question.  Are  we  to  understand  that 
for  such  an  offence  as  barring  the  door 
Sir  }F.  Harcouri 


or  removing  cattle  you  are  going  to 
make  these  people  liable  to  imprison- 
ment or  fine  ?  The  Attorney  General 
asks  why  these  people  should  be  dealt 
with  differently  from  other  people. 
There  is  every  reason  why  they  should 
be.  In  ordinary  cases  where  these  pro- 
visions of  the  law  are  put  in  force  men 
have  broken  contracts  or  have  contracted 
debts.  Here  things  are  entirely  different. 
There  are  thousands  of  cases  in  South 
Wales  that  might  be  brought  forward. 
In  one  parish  you  find  clergymen  receiv- 
ing stipends  of  £100  a  year,  and  going 
to  another  parish  for  service.  In 
another  parish  you  find  no  clergyman 
and  no  Church,  and  in  another  you  are 
told  that  the  vicar  has  never  been  seen 
there.  Is  it  reasonable  to  ask  thatmen  in 
such  parishes,  when  they  receive  nothing 
for  the  payment  imposed  upon  them, 
should  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  way  as 
those  who  ordinarily  come  before  the 
County  Courts  ? 

(5.6.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  : 
This  matter  has  assumed  a  very  impor- 
tant bearing.  The  question  has  been 
asked  :  What  is  to  bring  the  recalcitrant 
tithepayer  under  the  provisions  of  the 
48th  section  ?  Take  the  case  of  a  neigh- 
bour of  mine  in  my  own  parish  who  has 
persistently  refused  to  pay  tithe  because 
he  will  not  admit  the  justice  of  the  claim 
of  the  tithe  owner.  He  is  supported 
by  sympathising  friends.  The  County 
Court  l^iliff  may  take  it  into  his  head  to 
say— ** You  are  resisting  the  officer  of 
the  law,  and  I  will  take  you  into 
custody."  Well,  we  have  had  over  and 
over  again  tithe  disturbances  in  Wales 
dealt  with  before  a  jury,  but  we  have 
nev'^r  hitherto  seen  placed  in  the  hands  of 
a  County  Court  bailiff  the  power,  on  his 
own  initiative,  of  taking  a  tenant  farmer 
into  custody,  and  having  him  tried  there 
and  then  without  a  jury.  This  is,  as  I 
have  said,  a  very  serious  matter.  We 
have  40,000  small  yeomen  who,  as  soon 
as  this  Act  is  passed,  will  renew  their 
protests  against  the  payment  of  tithe, 
and  who  will  certainly  object  to  having 
that  protest  stamped  out  by  a  County 
Court  bailiff. 

(5.9.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  some  answer  as  to 
whether  the  effect  of  this  clause  is  to 
take  away  the  protection  of  a  jury  from 
the  tithepayer.  If  so,  and  men  are 
to  be  simply  taken  up  by  a  bailiff  and 
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fined  or  imprisoned  by  the  County  Court 
Judge,  it  is  a  very  serious  matter  indeed. 
It  comes  dangerously  near  the  Acts  we 
have  applied  to  Ireland.  If  you  remove 
the  jurisdiction  from  a  jury,  as  it  would 
now  be,  and  allow  the  County  Court 
Judge,  without  a  jury,  simply  on  the 
allegation  of  the  plaintiff,  to  say  that  the 
case  is  one  which  should  involve  im- 
prisonment, it  is  a  serious  matter  indeed. 
I  should  be  glad  to  hear  from  the 
Attorney  General  Avhether,  in  his 
opinion,  cases  which  now  go  to  a  jury 
would,  in  the  future,  be  dealt  with  solely 
by  the  Judge  ?  I  put  to  him  the  case 
of  a  riot,  and  ask  him  whether  the 
riot9rs  could  be  dealt  with  in  that  way  ? 
Instead  of  proceeding  against  them  for 
riot,  could  each  individual  be  taken  up, 
fined,  and  imprisoned  under  the  48th 
section  ? 

•(5.12.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  did 
not  rise  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  below  the 
Grangway,  because  his  observations  were 
not  germane  to  the  Amendment.  We 
are  not  now  dealing  with  riots  or  dis- 
turbances, or  any  matters  of  that  kind, 
but  with  the  specific  matter  as  to 
the  person  who  ought  to  pay  for  rescaing 
the  goods.  I  maintain  that  that  parti- 
cular person  could  be  summoned  under 
Section  48.  But  to  say  that  the  effect 
of  that  section  would  be  to  do  away  with 
a  jury  in  proceedings  for  riot,  or  would 
render  it  possible  for  10  or  15  or  20 
people  to  be  taken  before  the  County 
Court  Judge,  is  putting  a  case  which 
never  could  have  occurred  to  anyone 
except  for  the  purpose  of  endeavouring 
to  show  that  the  clause  had  some  latent 
vice  in  it.  The  clause  does  not  touch 
the  case  of  riot  or  general  disturbance, 
or  the  case  of  shouting,  or  anything  of 
that  kind.  That  belongs  to  the  general 
law,  and  the  clause  merely  deal  with  a 
rescue  of  goods  or  an  assault  on  the 
bailiff. 

(5.15.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The 
hon.  Grentleman  cannot  ride  off  in  that 
way.  If  he  would  read  the  clause 
he  would  argue  the  matter  more  care- 
fully— and  he  will  do  so  if  he  wishes  us 
to  assent  to  the  Bill.  He  says  the 
clause  only  applies  to  the  conduct  of  the 
individual  against  whom  the  claim  is 
made,  and  cannot  be  applied  generally  to 
a  number  of  persons  who  may  have  been 


concerned  in  the  rescue  of  goods.  Bat 
the  clause  says — 

*'  If  any  rescue  shall  be  made,  or  attempted  to 
be  made,  of  any  goods  levied  under  procoBs  of 
the  Court,  the  person  so  offending," 

and  so  on.  It  applies  not  only  to  the 
person  against  whom  the  claim  is  made, 
but  to  every  man  who  is  present  on  the 
occasion  of  the  rescue  of  the  goods.  It 
does  not  require  a  lawyer  to  understand 
that ;  therefore  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  be  more  careful  in  his  language. 
The  clause  says — 

'*  Under  process  of  the  Court  the  person  so 
offending  shall  be  liable  to  a  fine  not  exceeding 
£5,  to  be  recovered  by  order  of  the  Judge  or  on 
summary  jurisdiction,  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
the  bailiff  of  the  Court  to  take  the  offender  into 
custody  and  bring  him  before  the  Judge." 

I  say  that  applies  to  every  one  who  may 
be  concerned  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  The 
right  of  a  number  of  people  to  have  their 
cases  brought  before  a  jury  will  be 
taken  away ;  and  unless  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  remove  this  diflBculty,  I 
shall  strongly  oppose  the  establishment 
of  County  Court  jurisdiction  at  all.  It 
has  been  understood  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  not  to  place  the  tithepayer  in 
a  worse  position  than  he  is  in  now. 

*(5.16.;  Me.  G.  OSBORNE  MOR- 
GAN  :  Let  me  put  a  case  which  is  con- 
stantly occurring.  Supposing  25  persons 
join  in  a  rescue,  will  the  Attorney 
General  say  that  the  bailiff  and  other 
officers  cannot  arrest  everyone,  and  have 
them  each  fined  X5,  or,  in  default,  have 
them  imprisoned? 

(5.17.)  Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston): 
The  argument  comes  to  this  :  that  if  the 
officer  of  the  Court  is  attacked  by  20 
people  the  Court  is  not  to  protect  him. 

*{5.17.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
After  the  clause  read  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
I  would  ask  whether  the  Attorney 
General  is  of  the  same  opinion? 
When  I  put  the  case  of  an  assault 
happening,  the  Attorney  General 
admitted  that  the  exclusion  of  the  word 
"only"  would  have  no  effect.  If  an 
assault  is  committed,  a  person  would  be 
liable  for  having  assaulted  the  bailiff,  and 
could  beimprisoned,  not  withstanding  that 
the  account  was  paid.  The  Attorney 
General  suggested  that  there  might  be 
other  charges.  There  is  only  one  other 
thing  that  could  be  made  the  subject  of  this 
procedure,  and  that  is  a  rescue,  whioh 
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stands  on  the  same  footing.  If,  as  the 
Attorney  General  asserts,  the  retention 
or  omission  of  the  word  "  only "  is 
immaterial,  the  Government  should 
concede  the  omission  to  those  Members 
of  the  Opposition  who  do  not  regard  it  as 
immaterial  from  their  point  of  view. 
Whose  interest  is  it  to  get  the  Bill  passed 
without  delay?  If  it  is  that  of  the 
Attorney  General,  surely  he  should  give 
way  on  this  point. 

(5.20.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  189;  Noes  138.-  (Di v.  List,  No. 
21.) 

Words,  as  amended,  added. 

*(5.35.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  now  beg 
to  move  the  next  Amendment  standing^  in 
my  name.  I  may  hero  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  kindly  shown  me 
another  snb-section  which  he  has  had 
drawn  up,  and  it  is  so  satisfactory  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  move  it 
I  shall  be  glad  to  withdraw  my  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
3,  at  end  to  add — 

''  All  rules  made  under  this  section  shall  be 
laid  before  Parliament  within  three  weeks  after 
they  are  made,  if  Parliament  is  tben  sitting, 
and,  if  Parliament  is  not  then  sitting,  within 
three  weeks  after  the  beginning  of  the  next 
Sefsion  of  Parliament,  and  shall  not  have  effect 
until  after  the  expiration  of  one  month  after 
they  shall  be  so  laid."— (Ifr.  S.  T,  Evana,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  thosu  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  propose  to 
submit  the  snb-section  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  should  state  that  the 
present  County  Court  rules  are  not  laid 
before  Parliament,  although  those  of  the 
High  Court  are.  What  I  propose,  is  to 
place  the  rules  under  this  Act  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  rules  of  the  High 
Court. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
page  3,  line  3,  at  end  to  add — 

"  Every  rule  of  court  made  for  the  purpose 
of  this  Act  shall  be  laid  before  each  Housu  of 
Parliament  within  forty  days  next  after  it  is 
made,  if  Parliament  is  then  Hitting,  or,  if  not, 
within  forty  days  after  the  commencement  of 
the  then  next  ensuing  session,  and  if  an  address 
is  presented  to  Her  Majesty  by  either  House  of 
Parliament  within  the  next  subsequent  forty 
days  on  which  the  said  House  shall  have  sat, 

graying  that  any  such  rule  may  be  annulled, 
[er    Majesty   may   thereupon,  by  Order  in 
Jfr,  J.  Bryn  Roberts 


Council,  annul  the  same :  and  the  rule  bo  an- 
nulled shall  thenceforth  become  void  and  of  no 
effect,  but  without  prejudice  to  the  validity  of 
any  proceedings  which  may  in  the  meantime 
have  been  taken  under  the  same." — (Sir  Jt» 
Hiekt  Beaehm) 

Agreed  to. 

♦Me.  S.  T.  EVANS:  I  now  beg  to 
move  the  following  Amendment  — 
namely,  to  add  at  end  of  line  3  the 
words — 

*<  Provided  always  that  the  total  costs  to  be 
allowed  to  the  tithe  owner  in  any  case  within 
Sub-section  (2)  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed 
the  costs  specified  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act." 

I  would  remind  the  Committee  that  on 
Monday  I  had  an  important  Amend- 
ment, and  a  suggestion  was  thrown  out 
then  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury 
to  the  Government,  namely,  that  in  the 
case  of  persons  such  as  the  small 
freeholders,  the  Government  should 
put  the  costs  to  be  incurred  under  this 
Act  in  a  Schedule.  It  was  said  to  be 
impossible  that  the  costs  should  be  the 
same  under  this  Act  as  under  the 
existing  Acts,  because  the  proceedings 
will  not  be  similar  to  what  they  have 
been,  but  I  think  a  Schedule  which  I 
have  prepared  will  meet  the  difficulty. 
That  Schedule  is  as  follows :  — 
Schedule. 

On  all  proceedings  for  the  appointment  #.  d. 
of  an  officer  under  Sub-Section  (2)  of 
Section  2 — 
If  the  sum  ordered  to  be  recovered 

does  not  exceed  £5  . .         ..26 

If  jthe  sum  ordered  to  be  recovered 

exceeds  £5 5     0 

Upon  every  distraint  by  such  officer — 
If  the  sum  ordered  to  be  recovered 

does  not  exceed  £5  . .         ..26 

If  the  sum  ordered  to  be  recovered 

exceeds  £5  but  does  not  exceed  £10    3    6 
If  the  sutn  ordered  exceeds  £10     ..     6     0 
For  every  day  possession  is  law- 
fully kept ..26 

Upon  every  sale  under  such  dis- 
traint, for  every  £1  or  part 
thereof  distrained  for       • .        . .     10 

I  think  the  Committee  are  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  small  freeholders  shonld 
not  be  placed  in  a  worse  position  than 
befor^\  because  the  distraining  tithe 
owners  have  to  go  to  the  County  Court. 
It  is  conceded  that  the  main  object,  and 
almost  the  sole  object,  of  the  Bill  is  to 
make  the  landlords  primarily  liable  to 
the  tithe  owners.  In  order  to  effect 
this  object  there  need  really  have 
bsen  no  alteration  in  the  procedure 
in  the  case  of  occupying  holders.     And 
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I  do  not  think  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  will  be  inclined  to  vote  for 
a  proposal  to  increase  the  cost  to 
the  small  freeholders,  espacially  seeing 
the  period  of  distress  through  which 
they  have  had  to  pass,  and  there- 
fore I  hope  I  shall  obtain  considerable 
support  for  the  proviso  I  now  venture  to 
propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
5,  at  the  end,  to  add  the  words — 

<*  Provided  always  that  the  total  costs  to  be 
allo^  ed  to  the  tithe  owner  in  auy  case  within 
Sub-section  (2)  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed 
the  costs  specified  in  the  schedule  to  this 
Act."— (J/r.  S.  T.  Evant.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  these  words 
be  there  inserted/* 

*(5.40.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  opposite  will  see 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible  for  me  to 
deal  with  a  schedule  of  this  sort,  which  I 
have  only  seen  five  minutes  ago.  If  he 
had  been  able  to  place  it  on  the  paper  a 
day  or  two  ago  I  might  have  given  a 
definite  expression  of  opinion  in  regard 
to  it.  I  am  anxious  to  make  a  statement 
on  the  subject,  because  since  the  discus- 
sion which  took  plac3  the  other  day 
I  have  carefully  considered  the 
matter,  in  conjunction  with  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  framing  of 
this  Bill.  This  is  what  appears  to  me 
to  be  the  position  of  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  on  Monday  last  moved  a 
proviso — 

'*That  the  total  costs  of  orders  and  pro- 
•ceedings  in  any  case  within  Sub- section  2  of 
this  Section,  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of 
costs  recoverable  in  a  like  case  under  the  lithe 
Acts  now  in  force.** 

I  was  unable  to  accept  the  proviso,  be- 
cause as  I  then  pointed  out,  the  proce- 
dure under  this  Bill  is  different  to  that 
under  the  existing  law,  and  therefore  it  is 
not  possible  to  say  that  the  fees  should  be 
the  same.  Under  the  presmt  system 
the  first  fee  charged  is  2s.  6d.  for  the 
notice,  but  under  the  system  proposed 
by  the  Bill,  the  first  fee  charged  would 
b3  Is.  in  the  pound  for  the  plaint  in  the 
County  Court,  and  then  there  is  2s.  in 
the  pound  for  the  hearing.  These  are 
different  charges,  and  cannot  be  governed 
by  the  same  scale  of  fees.  I  think  it 
would  be  only  right  to  leave  this 
matter  of  fees,  as  far  as  regards  the 
initial  proceeding,  to  be  governed  by 
the  existing  County  Court  rules.  ["  No, 


no."]  Hon.  Members  dissent  from  this  ; 
but  let  me  point  out  that  there  would  be 
no  real  loss  to  the  tithepayer  or  the  tithe 
owner  by  this  being  done.  I  must  say 
that  it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a 
matter  injuriously  affecting  the  tithe- 
payer  more  than  the  tithe  owner.  He 
has  to  bear  the  costs  in  the  first 
instance,  and  although  he  may  obtain 
a  judgment  to  recover,  he  may  find 
it  impossible  to  do  so.  He  runs  some 
risk  of  losing  his  tithe,  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  it  is  only  right  that  he  should 
be  considered,  and  that,  in  the  interests 
of  both  parties  the  costs  should  be  made 
reasonably  low.  Take  the  lowest  of  all,  a 
case  under  £1 .  There  the  initial  fee  under 
the  present  system  of  notice  would  be 
2s.  6d.,  while  under  the  County  Court 
system  it  would  be  3s.  But  you  may 
say,  take  a  case  of  £2.  There  the  initial 
fee  would  be  2s.  6d.  under  the  present 
system,  and  under  the  County  Court 
process  it  would  be  6s. ;  but  you  must 
remember  that  the  tithepayer  gets  a 
quid  pro  quo  for  any  excess  in  the  fees 
for  the  initial  proceedings,  because  now 
the  tithe  owner  may  distrain  after  21 
days,  by  giving  a  10  days*  notice,  so 
that  he  may  be  required  to  pay  within 
31  days.  Under  this  Bill  he  gets  three 
months  before  any  proceedings  are  insti- 
tuted, and  then  there  is  the  chance  that 
the  County  Court  may  not  sit  for  a  little 
time  after  the  three  months,  so  that  there 
may  be  some  further  delay.  Therefore, 
he  will  obtain  a  very  considerable  delay 
in  the  payment  of  the  debt  and  costs,  as 
some  return  for  the  increased  fees.  But 
when  the  plaint  has  been  made,  and  the 
hearing  has  taken  place,  of  course  the 
next  process  would  be  distraint  under 
the  existing  law.  What  we  might 
do  is  this.  We  might  lay  down  in 
the  Bill  that  the  fees,  charges,  and  ex- 
penses, in  or  incidental  to  any  distress 
under  Subsection  2,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers,  should  not  exceed  those 
which  for  the  time  being  are  by  law 
chargeable  in  cases  of  distress  under 
the  Tithes  Act.  You  would  in  that 
way,  I  think,  materially  reduce  the 
cost  in  many  cases,  as  compared  with 
what  might  be  the  cost  under  the  prese^it 
County  Court  system  of  poundage.  The 
hon.  Member  has  suggested  that  the  cost 
should  be  laid  down  in  a  Schedule.  It 
appeared  to  me  there  is  the  objection 
that  it  stereotypes  the  cost,  which  woiild 
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be  exceedingly  inconvenient.  It  is  con- 
trary to  the  action  Parliament  has 
recently  taken  with  regard  to  the  matter. 
By  the  Act  of  1888,  amending  the  law 
relating  to  distress  for  rent,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  empowered  from  time  to 
time  to  alter  the  Coart  rules  in  regard 
to  the  fees,  charges,  and  expenses  inci- 
dental to  distresses. 

•Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  That  is  distress  for 
rent. 

*SiE  M  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  am  advised 
that  it  would  apply  to  cases  of  distress 
for  tithes  as  well  as  cases  of  distress  for 
rent.  I  think  if  some  words  weie  intro- 
duced into  this  Bill  by  which  the  fees 
and  charges  incidental  to  distress  for  tithe 
could  be  thus  regulated,  it  would  be  far 
more  convenient  than  attempting  to  fix 
it  by  schedule.  I  have  shown  that  it  is 
in  accordance  with  what  Parliament  has 
already  done.  I  believe  that  what  I 
have  proposed  would  relieve  the  tithe- 
payer  from  undue  costs,  and  would  meet 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self on  Monday,  so  far  as  that  point  can  be 
met  consistently  with  the  adoption  of  the 
County  Court  process.  Therefore,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  his  Amendment. 
(5.50.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  We 
should  be  glad,  now  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  here  to-night,  to 
hear  him  before  this  discussion  is 
ended.  However  suspicious  charac- 
ters we  may  be,  at  all  events,  he  is 
one  of  the  great  defenders  of  law  and 
order,  and  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  the 
Amendment  is  proposed  in  the  interests  of 
disorder.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
M.  Hicks  Beach)  has  used  a  very  curious 
argument.  He  has  said,  it  is  true,  that  the 
yeoman  farmer  may  be  mulcted  in  these 
fees,  but  he  has  a  great  advantage  from 
the  delay  attending  the  County  Court 
process.  This  additional  burden  is  to  be 
placed  upon  the  tithepayer,  who  in  Wales 
may  have  to  walk  miles  and  miles  to  a 
County  Court.  What  is  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  offers  as  a  great  concession  ? — 
that  the  costs  of  distraint  shall  not  be 
greater  than  at  present.  That  does  not 
touch  the  objection  raised.  The  objec- 
tion is  to  the  costs  before  the  destraint. 
The  cost  now  is  half-a-crown,  and  no 
more.  What  the  costs  are  going  to  be 
we  do  not  know.  We  only  know  that 
the  minimum  is  to  be  3s.  in  the  £\, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  hais  kept  his 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach 


figures  very  low,  so  as  to  keep  them 
near  the  half-crown.  But  if  you  take 
tithes  for  £10,  the  costs  would  be 
30s.  and  you  might  easily  go  up  to 
£5  and  £10,  without  any  exaggera- 
tion at  all ;  and  the  costs  will  often  be 
twice  as  much  perhaps  as  the  amount  of 
the  tithe  levied.  By  Clause  3,  5th  aub- 
section,  you  are  going  to  summon  not 
only  the  owner,  but  the  occupier,  who 
will  have  to  travel  over  the  mountains' 
of  Wales  to  the  County  Court.  There 
will  be  all  the  trouble  and  expenditare* 
which  is  now  represented  by  the  simple 
payment  of  half-a-crown,  which  is  levied 
with  the  tithe  rent-charge.  Unless  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  put  the 
matter  straight,  we  have  no  option  but 
to  vote  against  the  County  Court  juriB- 
diction  altogether.  It  is  quite  clear  that" 
this  would  be  a  case  of  the  greatest 
possible  injustice.  The  tithe  owner 
will  benefit  by  having  a  low  Schedule, 
because  he  will  not  have  to  advance  the 
money.  Let  me  point  out  how  careful 
the  Legislature  was  in  former  times. 
The  costs  in  the  case  of  tithe  have  always 
been  put  on  an  exceptionally  low  scale; 
and  where  a  man  succeeds,  he  receives 
half  as  much  costs  as  he  would  in  the 
case  of  a  distraint  for  rent.  The 
Legislature  has  always  considered  that 
the  costs  in  connection  with  the  recovery 
of  tithe  charge  should  be  exceptionally 
low.  We  ask  you  to  take  care  that  it 
shall  be  so  by  Schedules  to  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  Schedules  are  not  convenient 
things,  but  I  would  remind  him  of  the 
very  valuable  Schedule  to  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  introduced  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury.  If 
you  intend  to  keep  these  charges  down, 
you  must  put  the  maximum  for  them  in 
a  Schedule.  If  you  do 'not  wish  to  use 
these  Courts  as  a  screw,  if  you  desire 
that  the  costs  should  be  minimised; 
if  you  have  really  at  heart  the  interests  of 
the  tithepayer  and  the  tithe  owner,  then 
you  will  put  in  a  Schedule  a  maximum, 
that  will  keep  down  these  charges. 
Otherwise,  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maldon  will  be  defeated,  because  the 
costs  will  amount  to  more  than  the  per- 
centage which  he  proposes  to  take  o£E. 
It  may  be  that  the  land  will  not  yield 
the  tithe  charge  plus  the  costs.  This  is 
a  question  both  of  the  tithe  owner  and 
the    tithepayer.     The    Government,    if 
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they  like,  may  make  out  their  own 
Schednle.  We  do  not  assert,  as  I  under- 
stand from  my  hon.  Friend,  that  this 
Schedule  is  perfect.  We  are  quite  wil- 
ling that  the  Government  should  present 
their  own  views  in  their  own  Schedule, 
but  all  we  ask  is  that  fair  and  proper 
terms  should  be  settled. 

(5.55  )  Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON 
(Dorset,  W.) :  May  I  suggest,  as  this 
question  of  costs  is  likely  to  give 
rise  to  considerable  diflQcuHy,  that  the 
Gk)vemment  should  promise  to  give, 
later  on  in  the  Bill,  some  substantial 
compensation  to  the  tithe  payer  in 
respect  of  the  costs  incurred  by 
the  County  Court  process.  It  seems  to 
me  extremely  unfair  that  the  tithe 
owner  is  to  have  everything  in  this  Bill, 
and  that  the  tithepayers  are  to  be  saddled 
with  extra  costs.  Unless  the  Govern- 
ment can  give  us  some  compensation, 
I,  for  my  part,  shall  resist  this  chance 
of  extra  cost. 

*(5.56.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The 
suggestion' of  the  hon.  Member  is  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  I  want  to  point  out  is  that 
this  matter  does  not  lie  between  the 
tithe  owner  and  the  tithepayer,  or  the 
clergyman  and  the  farmer ;  it  is  a  ques- 
tion between  the  public  and  the  Trea- 
sury. We  must  take  it  out  of  this 
local  dispute,  so  to  speak,  as  between 
the  tithe  owner  and  the  tithepayer, 
and  put  it  upon  its  true  footing.  I 
think  if  the  Committee  will  look  at 
this  from  the  position  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken,  it  will  be  seen 
that  it  is  not  fair  to  add  this  additional 
burden  to  the  tithepayer.  Of  course  I 
feel  the  force  of  the  objection  that  the 
Government  cannot  settle  the  question 
off-hand  ;  but  if  they  accept  the  principle 
that  a  Schedule  shall  be  inserted,  then 
Members  on  either  side  will  have  time  to 
consider  the  scale,  and  the  Treasury 
Authorities  will  consider  what  would  bo 
a  proper  and  legitimate  sum  to  charge. 
At  present  County  Court  fees  are 
exorbitant.  I  am  quite  sure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  will  be  prepared  to 
support  the  proposal  for  a  Schedule. 

*(6.1.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks  Beach)  admits  there  is  hardship 
in  the  increase  of  costs,  because  he  says 
there  is  an  equivalent  in  the  Bill  for  the 


tithepayers,  inasmuch  as  the  tithepayer 
will  have  the  use  of  his  money  for  an 
extra  three  months.  Whereas  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  the  money  can 
now  only  be  recovered  in  a  month,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  it  cannot  be 
recovered  for  four  months.  But  what 
is  the  value  of  this  equivalent  when  we- 
come  to  examine  it  1  Take  the  illustra- 
tion of  a  man  being  sued  for  £1,  the 
coats  would  be  3s.  simply  for  Court  fees, 
and  there  would  still  be  the  cost  of  wit- 
nesses, one  of  the  witnesses  being  pro- 
bably a  clergyman,  who  under  the 
present  County  Court  regulations  would 
be  entitled  to  £1.  So  there  at  one© 
is  a  sum  of  23s.  As  an  equivalent  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  there  is  the 
use  of  the  money  for  three  months  more 
than  now  ;  but  taking  it  at  its  highest 
the  interest  on  the  £1  for  three  months 
would  only  be  4d. 

*(6.2.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  There  is 
some  misapprehension  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members ;  the  question  of  witnesses 
in  no  way  arises  upon  the  stage  we  are 
now  considering.  If  the  tithepayer 
desires  to  dispute  the  charge,  he  wiQ  do 
so  at  the  first  stage,  and  if  he  desires,  he 
can  call  witnesses ;  but  witnesses  will 
not  be  necessary,  and  a  hearing  will  not 
be  necessary  to  empower  the  County 
Court  to  authorise  a  levy  of  distress. 

*(6.3.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  If  the  Attor- 
ney General  thinks  no  witnesses'  costs  can 
beadded  to  the  County  Court  proceedings, 
he  is  wrong.  The  plaintiff  is  entitled  to 
be  there,  and  his  agent,  and  you  must 
have  somebody  there  to  speak  to  the 
assessment.  Perhaps  the  Committee 
would  like  to  hear  what  the  costs  were 
in  a  very  small  County  Court  action 
which  actually  occurred.  The  amount  of 
£1  10s.  lOd.  was  sued  for  in  a  County 
Court,  and  the  amount  being  under  £2 
there  were  no  solicitors'  or  barristers'  ex- 
penses ;  there  were  simply  costs  to  wit- 
nesses and  Court  fees,  yet  the  costs 
amounted  to  £11.  It  was  a  case  in  which 
witnesses  came  from  Brighton  to  attend  a 
County  Court  in  Wales,  and  so  it  might 
happen  in  a  case  under  this  Bill,  and  with- 
out professional  expenses  the  total  costs 
may  amount  to  eight  times  the  sum  sued 
for.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
through  the  plaint  fees  and  the  hearing 
fees,  but  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be 
either;  this  is  not  in  the  nature  of  proceed- 
ing or  judgment  for  a  particular  sum,  bat 
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«n  application  for  the  appointment  of  a 
receiver  or  officer  under  the  subsection 
with  which  we  are  now  dealing ;  it  is  not 
like  a  case  of  entering  a  plaint  to  recover 
a  sum  due,  it  is  simply  an  application.  Of 
course  disputes  may  arise^  but  it  is  in  a 
simple  case  an  application  to  appoint  an 
officer  of  the  Court  to  distrain.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  the  proceedings  sub- 
sequent to  the  application  to  the  County 
Court  will  not  be  more  costly  than  the  pro- 
cess now  is,  but  all  the  County  Court  pro- 
ceedings will  have  taken  place  beforfe,  and 
heavy  casts  we  are  afraid  will  be  saddled 
upon  small  owners.  I  am  sorry  that  a 
copy  of  the  Schedule  was  not  handed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  here  is  one 
I  will  hand  him  now.  I  shall  be  satis- 
fied if  the  Government  will  concede  the 
principle  that  costs  shall  ba  spacified 
in  a  Schedule  of  the  Act,  so  that 
tho  Committee  may  take  care  they  shall 
not  be  exorbitant.  I  suppose  there  will 
be  no  difficulty  in  postponing  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Schedule  ?  The  Schedule 
I  have  prepared  may  not  be  perfect,  but 
it  is  a  Schedule  applicable  to  the  case, 
and  I  have  not  heard  of  anything  that 
I  have  not  taken  into  account.  I  only 
ask  for  the  concession  that  there  shall  be 
such  a  Schedule,  and  that  tho  Committee 
shall  have  control  over  the  costs.  I  do 
not  want  to  cause  delay,  but  we  must 
fight  out  the  question  of  costs  on  every 
stage.  The  Government  have  been 
reasonable  until  now,  and  after  the 
moderate  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  hope  the  concession  will  be 
made. 

*(6.10.)  Mr.  G.OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
My  objection  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  did  not 
go  far  enough,  that  he  only  touched  the 
fringe  of  the  question.  The  costs  will 
certainly  be  very  much  larger  than  he 
has  suggested,  though  the  Is.  in  the  £ 
for  plaint,  and  2s.  hearing  fee,  is  no  in- 
consideralDlo  sum,  15  per  cent,  of  the 
sum  claimed.  The  Attorney  General 
says  there  will  be  no  hearing ;  but  I  do 
not  see  how  he  can  say  that  in  the 
face  of  the  Bill.     The  Bill  sa^s— 

''Before  any  order  under  this  sectioa  is 
made,  there  shall  be  such  service  on,  and 
hearing  of,  the  occupier  in  addition  to  the 
owner,  as  may  be  prescribed." 

If  the  titheowner  is  to  be  heard,  how  can 
you  escape  from  the  costs  of  a ''  hearing  V 
And  those  acquainted  with  Comity  Court 
Mr.  S.  T.  Evan$ 


procedure  know  that  hearing  will  involve 
substantial  costs.  A  man  will  be  very 
foolish  if,  in  a  case,  say,  of  £20,  he 
does  not  employ  a  solicitor,  and  the  costB 
of  such  employment  will  probably 
amount  to  £10. 

(6.12.)  Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth, W.)  :  There  are  two  grounds  upon 
which  I  may  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  should  give  favoar- 
able  consideration  to  the  proposal  for  a 
Schedule.  In  the  first  place  I  would  point 
out  that  an  entirely  new  and  exceptional 
duty  is  being  cast  upon  the  Coun^  Court, 
a  duty  entirely  foreign  to  any  the  Court 
has  now  to  discharge,  and  therefore 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  scale  of  coBtB 
applicable  to  the  ordinary  business  of 
the  Court  should  apply  to  this  excep- 
tional process.  Then  another  ground  is 
this :  In  fixing  costs  for  recovery  of 
tithe  by  Act  of  Parliament  we  shall  be 
following  precedent.  It  has  always  been 
so  fixed  ;  it  has  always  been  considered 
a  special  matter,  and  there  is  no  reason 
why  we  should  depart  from  the  practice 
now.  This  is  an  initial  stage  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  officer  to  distrain,  and 
a  small  sum  should  be  fixed.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  this  is  an 
exceptional  and  special  matter,  to  be 
dealt  with  from  a  tithe  point  of  view, 
and  not  from  the  County  Court  point  of 
view. 

(6.14.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Ba- 
singstoke) :  Although  we  desire  security 
for  the  tithe,  we  do  not  want  to  inflict  a 
penalty  in  the  way  of  costs.  Without 
expressing  an  opinion  as  to  the  scale,  I 
hop3  it  is  possible  to  give  an  undertaking 
that  a  Schedule  shall  be  added. 
♦Mr.  W.  BOWEN  ROWLANDS:  I 
quite  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monmouth  (Mr.  Warming- 
ton)  there  is  precedent  for  fixing  the 
scale  of  costs  in  these  proceedings,  and 
I  see  no  difficulty  in  so  doing.  As  to 
the  analogies  relied  upon  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach) 
with  regard  to  fees  in  cases  of  distraint 
being  fixed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  is  only  an  alternative  method  to 
adopting  a  Schedule.  A  Schedule  has 
been  adopted  in  other  cases.  The  reason 
for  empowering  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
draw  up  a  scale  of  special  fees  was,  that 
under  the  old  practice  it  had  been  left 
very  much  to  individual  caprice  or  local 
custom  to  regulate  charges.  The  avowed 
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object  of  giving  the  Lord  Chancellor 
the  power  so  vested  in  him  by  legis- 
lation was  to  decrease  the  expense 
of  levying  distress.  No  one  pretends 
here  that  the  cost  of  proceedings  will 
in  any  way  be  lessened,  therefore 
it  seems  to  me  the  analogy  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied  entirely 
fails.  There  has  been  an  absence  of 
support  to  the  position  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken,  and  indeed,  I 
think,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  no  more  than  a  vague  belief. 
I  hope,  in  view  of  the  evidence  given 
and  influenced  by  precedent,  he  will  give 
up  that  belief,  and  listen  to  the  proposal 
that  a  Schedule  should  be  forthcoming  at 
a  latar  stage. 

*(6.16.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
It  is  a  fallacy  to  suppose  there  will  be  no 
costs  unless  the  tithepayer  resists  the 
claim  ;  the  plaintiff  must  prove  his  case 
and  must  have  his  witnesses.  When  a 
tithepayer  is  unable  through  poverty 
to  pay  the  money,  he  will  as  usual  with 
a  defendant  in  that  position,  let  the  pro- 
ceedings go  by  default,  not  adding  to  the 
costs  by  appearing  and  losing  his  time. 
A  schedule,  undoubtedly,  would  mini- 
mise costs,  though  the  details  of  that 
schedule  we  cannot  now  discuss. 

*(6.17.)  Colonel  HUGHES  (Wool- 
wich) :  It  seems  to  me  there  is  con- 
siderable misapprehension  about  this 
sub-section.  It  does  not  refer  to  plaint 
or  hearing ;  so  much  of  the  discussion  on 
the  proposed  Amendment  as  refers  to 
costs  prior  to  judgment  is  therefore 
irrelevant.  Sub  section  2  provides  that 
the  order  shall  be  executed  in  the  usual 
way  when  the  land  is  occupied  by  the 
owner,  so  first  there  is  the  order  of  the 
Court,  and  then  in  this  Sub-section  2  we 
deal  with  how  the  distress  is  to  be 
levied.  Therefore  all  the  discussion  of 
the  cost  of  proceedings  up  to  the  time  of 
hearing  has  nothing  to  do  Yrith  Sub- 
section 2.  Should  we  not  confine  our- 
selves to  Amendments  proposed  to  lessen 
the  expense  of  procedure  after  the  order 
is  issued  ? 

(6.18.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I 
understood  we  were  dealing  with  the 
costs  as  a  whole,  but  this  technical 
objection  ought  to  have  been  taken  to 
the  first  Amendment,  for  that  raised  the 
whole  question.  Surely  it  is  better  now 
to  dispose  of  this  question  of  costs. 


(6.19.)  Colonel  HUGHES  :  The 
Amendment  proposes  that  the  total  costs 
to  be  allowed  to  the  tithe  owner  in  any 
case  within  Sub-section  2  of  this  section 
shall  not  exceed  the  costs  specified  in 
the  Schedule  ;  but  the  costs  under  Sub- 
section 2  can  only  be  costs  arising  after 
the  order  is  issued. 

*(6.20.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  is  entirely  mis- 
taken. How  are  you  to  get  the  order? 
The  order  is  to  be  got  by  application  to 
the  County  Court,  and  then  the  sub- 
section says  the  order  being  given  is  to 
be  executed  in  a  certain  manner.  There 
must  be  an  application  to  the  Court,  and 
you  must  go  to  the  Court  for  the  order 
in  Sub-section  1. 

*(6.22.)  Sir  HENRY  JAMES  (Bury, 
Lancashire):  I  have  not  answered  the 
numerous  appeals  made  to  me,  because  I 
feel  that  the  occupants  of  this  Front  Bench 
ought  only  to  occupy  a  certain  amount 
of  the  time  of  the  Committee,  and  I 
think  so  many  demands  have  been  made 
on  that  time  that  I  did  not  wish  to  add 
to  the  claim.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  I  adhere  to  the  view  I 
expressed  on  Monday  last,  and  that 
I  think  the  Government  would  be 
well  advised  if  they  accepted  the  solu- 
tion of  the  difficulty  that  has  arisen  in 
respect  to  costs.  We  are  not  now  dis- 
cussing the  amount  of  the  costs,  or  what 
should  be  in  the  schedule,  but  I  think,  in 
the  interest  of  everyone  concerned,  there 
should  be  some  limit  placed  upon  costs. 
There  is  a  '; special  reason  why  limitation 
should  be  made  by  schedule.  The  public 
certainly  will  be  benefited  by  the  Bill  in 
the  avoidance  of  scones  necessary  to 
be  avoided,  and  if  the  public  are 
benefited  then  the  public  can  make  a 
little  sacrifice.  The  result  of  the  limita- 
tion of  Court  fees  in  the  schedule 
will  only  be  a  slight  diminution  in  the 
receipts  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  represents  the  public.  But 
nobody  will  suffer.  The  charges  in  the 
County  Court  are  high  ;  they  are  now  a 
profit  to  the  public,  and  if  you  diminish 
them  in  the  interest  of  the  public  nobody 
will  suffer  and  everybody  will  gain.  I  do 
not  see  how  the  House  can  take  charge 
of  the  matter  without  the  introduction 
of  a  schedule  ;  and  I  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  consider  whether,  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  they  could 
not  take  this  method  of   meeting  the 
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wish  that  the  costs  should  be  made  as 
small  as  possible  ? 

*(6.25.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
endeavoured  to  point  ont  the  objections 
that  appeared  to  me  to  exist  to  framing  a 
schedule  of  costs  in  reference  to  the  Bill, 
and  I  felt  other  objections  I  did  not 
mention.  There  was  the  possibility  of 
a  discussion  occupying  a  large  amount 
of  time  on  the  matter  of  shillings  and 
sixpences  in  a  schedule  of  costs.  I  am 
very  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Committee  in  dealing  with  this  Bill,  and 
I  think  I  have  shown  it.  If  I  un- 
derstand, as  I  hope  I  am  to  under- 
stand, that  Members  on  both  sides  will 
approach  this  question  of  a  schedule  of 
costs,  not  with  the  desire  of  using  it  as  a 
means  of  obstructing  the  passage  of  the 
Bill,  but  with  a  desire  to  frame  a 
schedule  which  shall  be  fair  to  the  public 
at  large,  and  to  enable  the  new  sys- 
tem of  tithe  recovery  to  be  properly 
worked,  I  am  very  willing,  on  this 
understanding,  to  meet  the  desire  for  a 
schedule.  But  I  would  suggest  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorgan  that  the 
schedule  he  refers  to  would  raise  very 
considerable  difficulty,  and  I  do  not  wish 
in  any  way  to  be  understood  as  accepting 
the  principle  upon  which  it  is  Imsed. 
He  makes  a  difference  in  the  fees  he 
proposes  should  be  charged  for  the 
initial  proceedings  for  sums  over 
and  under  £5,  but  there  he  stops, 
excepting  that  with  regard  to  fees  for 
an  order  for  distraint  he  goes  up 
to  £10.  I  think  he  will  see  this 
will  be  a  complete  divergence  from 
the  present  County  Court  system. 
I  will  do  my  best — before  the  Report — 
to  consult  the  authorities  who  have 
charge  of  this  matter,  and  place  a 
schedule  on  the  Table  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  content  with  that 
assurance,  and  that  he  will  not  press  his 
Amendment,  which  would  come  in  very 
awkwardly  at  this  point. 

•(6.31.)  Mr.  S.T.EVANS:  I  accept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  assurance  in 
satisfaction  of  my  Amendment,  and  am 
prepared  to  withdraw  it  for  the  pre- 
sent. 

♦Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  pre- 
sume the  schedule  will  apply  to  all  costs, 
and  not  merely  to  the  costs  arising  under 
Sub-section  2  ? 

Sir  Henry  James 


(6.32.)  Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  I  am  not  quite  clear  as  to 
whether  the  schedule  will  be  limited  to 
the  costs  recoverable  by  the  tithe  re- 
ceiver from  the  tithepayer.  I  under- 
stand the  pledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  apply  to  the  County  Court 
fees,  and  to  have  no  reference  whatever 
to  the  costs  recoverable  by  the  receiver. 
Furthermore,  it  seems  to  me  remarkable 
there  should  be  a  reduction  of  County 
Court  fees  in  favour  of  the  tithe- 
payers  only.  I  trust  that  if  there  is 
any  reduction  at  all  it  will  -apply 
generally,  for  it  would  be  very  hard 
indeed  that  the  poor  debtors — tradesmen 
and  others — should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  higher  fees  than  the  tithepayers. 

♦(6.34.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St 
Pancras,  N.)  :  I  would  suggest  that,  as 
many  of  the  amounts  payable  are  very 
small,  there  should  be  some  system  of 
grouping  devised,  and  a  scale  of 
costs  applicable  to  the  grouping 
drawn  up.  I  find,  from  a  Report  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  that  in  the  case  of 
some  tithes  lately  sold  four  landowners 
paid  tithe  which  in  the  aggregate 
came  to  only  14s.  One  landowner  paid 
5s.  6d.,  another  2s.,  and  so  on.  In  cases 
of  that  kind  it  is  very  necessary  that  a 
very  low  scale  of  costs  indeed  should  be 
adopted,  and  that  where  proceedings  are 
taken  for  the  recovery  of  several  of  these 
small  tithe  rent-charges  in  one  parish, 
one  proceeding  only  should  be  taken  and 
made  applicable  to  the  recovery  of  all 
the  sums.  These  small  tithe  rent-charges 
are  very  numerous.  I  could  mention  a 
case  where  there  are  573  tithe  rent- 
charges  in  one  parish  not  exceeding  208., 
and  371  charges  less  than  5s.  When 
you  are  to  recover  small  amounts  like 
these  by  the  process  of  receivership 
through  the  County  Court  you  are  met 
with  very  great  difficulties,  and  in  fixing 
the  costs  it  is  very  desirable  they  should 
be  kept  as  low  as  possible. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*,6.36.)  Me.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  May 
I  ask  whether  it  would  be  open  to  me  to 
add,  as  an  addendum  to  the  schedule,  that 
in  no  case  shall  the  total  amount  recover- 
able exceed  5s.  in  the  £\% 

♦Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Before  you 
answer  the  question,  Sir,  may  I  say  it 
would  be  much  more  convenient  if  the 
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hon.  Gentleman  waited  until  he  sees  the 
schedule. 

♦Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS :  I  am  afraid 
I  should  be  precluded. 

The  chairman  :  I  cannot  say  now 
whether  it  would  be  in  order  on  the 
schedule  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
move  such  an  Amendment. 

(6.38.)  Mr.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan, 
Gower)  :  The  County  Court  has  power, 
if  it  certifies  that  a  case  is  one 
of  public  interest,  to  award  costs 
under  Scale  C.  Those  costs  are  ex- 
tremely large.  For  example,  in  one  case, 
where  the  amount  recoverable  was  three 
guineas,  the  costs  amounted  to  £19  10s. ; 
in  another  case,  where  the  amount  was 
£5,  the  costs  were  £34  ;  and  in  the  third 
case,  where  the  amount  in  dispute  was 
£5,  the  costs  were  £41  5s.  Will  the 
Government  take  into  consideration  Sub- 
section 119  of  the  County  Court  Act, 
and  practically  make  it  inoperative  ? 

*Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  No  definite  pledge 
can  be  given.  Of  course,  what  is  inserted 
must  depend  upon  the  form  of  the  sche- 
dule, but  the  point  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  raised  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

*(6.41.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
While  the  clause  was  under  discussion  I 
did  my  best  to  improve  it.  I  regard  it 
as  a  settled  principle  that  when  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Bill  has  been  approved  on  the 
Second  Reading  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
Member  in  Committee  to  make  the  mea- 
sure as  good  as  possible.  But  now  that 
the  clause  has  been  amended,  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  retain  the  opinion  that 
this  substitution  of  the  County  Court  for 
the  old  process  of  distraint  combines 
the  maximum  of  irritation  with  the 
minimum  of  result.  That  is  not  only 
the  opinion  of  the  tithepayer,  but  of  the 
tithe  owner,  as  expressed  in  a  paper 
issued  under  the  direction  of  the 
Council  of  the  Tithe  Owners'  Associa- 
tion. A  good  deal  has  been  said 
about  costs.  I  gratefully  acknowledge 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  made 
concessions ;  but  to  talk  of  this  Bill,  as  far 
as  Wales  is  concerned,  as  a  measure  of 
conciliation,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Kent  did,  is  foolish.  What  will 
happen  in  Wales  when  this  Bill  comes 
into  operation  1    It  is  quite  true  you  will 


not  have  the  scenes  you  have  at  present, 
but  you  must  remember  there  are  40,000 
freeholders    who    are     also     occupiers. 
Most  of   them,  if  not   all,  are  Noncon- 
formists.    I  suppose  it  is   agreed   that 
some  of  them  are  conscientious  persons 
who  will  refuse  to  pay  tithe  upon   the 
same  ground  as  their  fathers  refused  to 
pay  church  rates,  namely,  that  they  object 
to  the  application  of  the  tithe.     Do  you 
think  that  when  this   Bill   passes   such 
people  will  be  more  ready  or  willing  to 
pay,  or  that  the  Bill  will  improve  the 
relations   between  the  parson   and    his 
parishioners  ?   If  there  is  one  thing  which 
a  Welsh  farmer,  in  common  with  a  good 
many  other  people,  dislikes  more  than 
another    it   is    to    be   County  Courted. 
Again,  it  is  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
County  Courts  are  held  in  towns  where 
it  is  much  easier  than  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts to  organise  hostile  demonstrations. 
Tithepayers    will    be    summoned    long 
distances,   and   when   you    have   got  a 
judgment  of  the  Court   against   them, 
you  will    be    exactly    in    the    position 
you     are     in     now      as    regards     the 
enforcing     of      that      judgment,      ex- 
cept    that     the     tithe    will     be     col- 
lected  through  the   County  Court   in- 
stead of  through  the  agents  of  the  tithe 
owner.     I  venture  to  say  there  never 
was  a  time  when  the  relations  between 
Nonconformists  and  Churchmen  were  so 
strained    as    they    are    at   the    present 
moment.     You   cannot,  by  a    Bill   like 
this,  remove  that  strain.    So  far  from  the 
Bill  improving  the  relations  between  the 
Nonconformists  and  Churchmen  in  Wales 
I    believe    it  will  only   make   matters 
worse,  and  sooner  or  later  bring  about 
the    disestablishment   of    the    Church, 
which  the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  Principality  demand. 

(6.48.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  195;  Noes  140.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  22.) 

Clause  3. 
*(7.0.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  I  have  to  pro- 
pose is  to  provide  that  the  reduction  in 
the  amount  of  the  tithe,  whether  it  be 
two-thiids  or  one-half,  may  take  place 
without  the  necessity  of  au  application 
to  the  Court.  I  do  not  now  wish  to  raise 
the  question  what  the  amount  of  the 
reduction  should  be,  or  whether  it 
should  be  Schedule  A  or  Schedule  B. 
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The  principle  of  the  Amendment  is 
simply  this :  as  the  Bill  now  stands 
recourse  t)  the  County  Court  is  neces- 
sary before  any  remission  of  tithe  can 
take  place.  The  words  of  the  section 
run — 

*'  Where  a  Bum  is  claimed  on  Hccount  of 
tithe  root-charge  isHuing  out  of  anjr  lands  and 
the  Court  is  satisfied,  that  if  the  sum  claimed  is 
paid,  the  total  amount  paid  on  account  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  for  the  period  of  12  months 
next  preceding  the  day  on  which  the  sum 
claimed  hccame  payable,  will  exceed  two- 
thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  the  lands  as  ascer- 
tained and  entered  in  the  assessment  for  the 
purpose" — 

then  there  shall  be  a  reduction.  I 
desire  that  on  the  production  of  a  certifi- 
cate from  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  the 
reduction  shall  be  made  there  and  then, 
withont  recourse  being  had  to  the 
County  Court,  this  not  being  necessary 
where  there  is  no  dispute  between  the 
parties.  Possibly  it  may  be  said  if  the 
parties  agree  to  the  reduction  there  will 
be  no  necessity  to  apply  to  the  Court, 
but  that  is  not  so  under  the  Bill,  the 
tithe  rent- charge  becomes  chargeable, 
though  it  is  not  exacted.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  remission  should  only  be 
made  when  the  Court  is  satisfied.  If  a 
tithe  owner  wrongly  refuses  to  allow  a 
remission,  yet  the  tithepayer  will  have  to 
pay  the  costs  of  going  to  the  County 
Court,  because  recourse  to  that  Court  is 
necessary  before  a  remission  can  be 
made.  I  do  not  wish  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion, as  to  whether  the  standard  should 
be  a  half  or  two-thirds,  or  whether  the 
assessment  should  be  for  the  purpose  of 
Schedule  A  or  Schedule  B  ;  my  object  is 
to  render  recourse  to  the  County  Court 
unnecessary  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
a  remission.  That  can  be  done  by 
accepting  the  certificate  of  the  Surveyor 
of  Taxes,  as  fixing  what  the  tithe  should 
be.  I  hope,  therefore.  Sir,  you  will  put 
the  question  in  such  a  form  as  \vill  permit 
the  subsequent  Amendments  raising  the 
questions  as  between  Schedules  A  and 
B,  and  as  between  remissions  of  one-half 
or  two-thirds,  to  be  moved. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
4,  after  the  word  "Where,"  to  leave  out 
to  the  end  of  sub-section  (1),  and  insert 
the  words — 

*'The  tithe  rent-charge  issuing  out  of  any 
lands  in  any  year  exceeds  one-half  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  lands,  as  ascertained  and 
entered  in  the  assessment  for  the  purpose  of 
Schednle  A  to  *  The  Income  Tax  Act,  1853/ 
Mr,  J,  Bryn  Roberts 
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the  tithe  owner,  on  production  of  such  certifi- 
cate HS  hereinafter  mentioned,  shall  remit  the 
excess  of  such  tithe  over  one-half  of  such 
annual  value,  and  such  excess  shall  not  he  re- 
covfrable.*'— («Vr.  /.  Bryn  Jiobettt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  worc^g 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

*(7.6.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  It 
is  most  inconvenient  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  moved  in  this  form,  be- 
cause, although  the  hon.  Member  says  he 
does  not  wish  to  raise  the  question  of  the 
half  or  two- thirds,  or  of  Schedule  A  or 
Schedule  B,  yet  his  Amendment  dis- 
tinctly raises  both  those  questions. 
I  would  suggest  he  should  not 
press  this,  but  raise  his  point 
upon  a  Motion  to  omit  the  words  "  and 
the  County  Court  is  satisfied."  But, 
however,  not  dealing  with  the  questions 
of  schedule  or  proportions  of  remission, 
but  simply  with  the  question  whether 
the  remission  shall  be  by  the  Court,  the 
hon.  Member  must  recollect  it  is 
perfectly  possible  for  tithe  owner  and 
tithepayer  to  come  to  an  agreement 
without  the  intervention  of  the  County 
Court  at  all.  Both  will  know  by  the 
fact  of  the  surveyor's  certificate  having 
been  given  w^hat  the  position  is  and 
what  the  amount  of  the  tithe  ought  to 
be ;  and  the  tithe  owner  would  not  be 
such  a  fool  as  to  take  the  tithepayer 
into  the  County  Court  for  a  debt  he 
could  not  recover,  because  he  would  un- 
doubtedly be  saddled  with  the  costs.  If. 
however,  there  is  any  question  in 
dispute  between  them  as  to  whether 
there  should  be  any  remission  or  not, 
then  the  County  Court  must  decide. 
Under  Sub-sections  5  and  6  any  ques- 
tions which  might  arise  as  to  a  special 
apportionment  of  the  tithes,  or  as  to  two 
or  more  renircharges  issuing  out  of  the 
same  lands,  would  have  to  be  decided  by 
the  County  Court  Also  under  Sub- 
section 7  arises  the  question  of  lands 
used  or  laid  out  for  the  purpose  of 
building.  There  are  Amendments  on 
the  Paper  desiring  to  enlarge  this 
exception  from  the  clause.  It  is,  there- 
fore, obvious  that  the  Court,  having 
these  functions  to  perform,  must  interfere 
if  there  is  any  question  at  all  between 
the  parties.  If  there  is  no  question,  if 
they  agree,  then  the  matter  can  be 
settled  without  intervention  of  the 
Court. 
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*(7.11.)  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
I  do  not  wish  to  press  the  Amendment, 
but  I  •  desire  to  avoid  unnecessary 
reference  to  the  County  Court  My 
position  is  this :  That  under  the  Bill  as 
it  is  drafted  the  tithe  is  due  until  an 
order  of  the  Court  for  the  remission  is 
made. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  The  tithe- 
owner  can  give  a  receipt  in  full  for  it  if 
he  chooses 

♦Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  No;  the 
amount  remains  until  the  remission 
is  made  by  the  Court.  My  only 
desire  is  that  it  should  be  made 
clear  that  only  that  amount  is  due  which 
the  County  Court  is  directed  by  law  to 
declare.  If  there  is  any  dispute  as  to  the 
amount,  of  course  the  decision  of  the 
Court  must  be  invoked.  Of  course,  the 
other  sub-sections  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  to  be 
altered  if  my  Amendment  were  carried. 
But  inasmuch  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seems  to  think  that  reference  to 
the  County  Court  would  not  be  com- 
pulsory, I  am  content  to  withdraw  my 
Amendment. 

(7.12.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  In  re- 
ference  to  the  assessment  of  the  In- 
come Tax  Commissioners  being  taken 
as  the  standard  of  reduction,  may  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  would 
happen  in  a  case  of  the  description  I  am 
going  to  put  before  him,  for  on  the  view 
taken  depends  whether  I  shall  consider 
it  necessary  to  propose  an  Amendment  ? 
As  I  understand,  the  case  for  reduction 
is  to  be  based  on  the  assessment  of  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners.  I  speak 
now  of  the  CEse  of  a  small  yeoman  or 
small  owner  cultivating  his  own  land. 
If  ho  is  assessed  under  Schedules  A  and 
B,  and  has  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  that  he 
has  made  no  profit,  the  Commissioners 
are  constrained,  and  in  frequent  in- 
stances they  do  so,  to  remit  the  Income 
Tax  for  the  year.  Now,  the  whole  of 
this  clause  turns  on  the  assessment  of 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners ;  and  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  case 
where  a  man  proves  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Commissioners,  that  he  has  made 
no  profit  on  the  land,  and  the  Com- 
missioners have  therefore  remitted  his 
Income  l^x,  whether  that  will  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  County  Court 
in  the  reduction  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  ? 


It  must  be  obvious  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  the  assessment  under 
Schedules  A  and  B  is  taken  as  the 
foundation  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  and 
that  assessment  has  afterwards  been 
set  aside,  the  Income  Tax  being  re- 
turned by  the  Commissioners,  then 
it  is  obvious  that  you  are  going  to 
make  the  reduction  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  on  an  utterly  false  basis.  I  have 
known  such  cases,  and  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  such  cases  occur 
will  these  facts  be  considered  in  the  re- 
duction of  the  tithe  rent-charge  ? 

*(7.15.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I 
do  not  think  it  would  be  possible  to  con- 
sider that  case.  The  remission  of  In- 
come Tax  is  made  to  a  person  not  as 
owner,  but  as  occupier.  He  pays  the 
tithe  as  owner;  the  interests  are  different 
altogether.  It  is  not  as  owner  ho 
obtains  remission  of  Income  Tax  under 
Schedule  B.  Of  course,  if  the  circum- 
stances were  such  that  not  only  was  a 
remission  given,  but  the  assessment  was 
reduced,  then  he  would  obtain  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  tithe  rent-charge. 

(7.15.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  appre- 
hended the  facts.  Here  I  have  a  letter, 
the  writer  of  which  is  occupier  as  well  as 
owner  in  Hampsliire,  and  he  says  for  the 
last  three  years  he  has  had  his  Income 
Tax  under  Schedules  A  and  B  reduced, 
because  he  had  made  no  profit  or  rent. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk,  Eye) : 
One  matter  I  should  like  to  point  out. 
The  object  the  hon.  Member  has  in  view 
by  his  Amendment,  leaving  out  the  two 
matters  he  has  not  dealt  with,  is  that  in 
as  few  cases  as  possible  recourse  should 
be  had  to  the  County  Court.  It  is  ob- 
vious on  the  face  of  it  that  the  tithe- 
payer  will  be  in  a  position  of  humiliation 
if  he  has  to  seek  relief  from  the  County 
Court.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  an  amicable  arrangement  may 
be  arrived  at,  bpit  it  must  occur  to  him 
that  amicable  arrangements  will  be  more 
frequent  when  the  tithe  owner  is  an  in- 
dividual than  when  the  tithe  owner  is  a 
corporation,  therefore  it  is  with  a  view  to 
meeting  the  cases  where  the  tithe  isowned 
by  a  corporation  that  some  such  Amend* 
ment  is  highly  desirable.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared  to 
consider  this  view  before  Report  stage 
is   reached,  in    order,    if    possible,  to 
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exclude  the  intervention   of   the  Court 
in  as  many  instances  as  possible. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  I  cannot 
preclude  the  operation  of  the  County 
Court  where  there  is  a  dispute  between 
the  parties,  whether  they  are  private  in- 
dividuals or  Corporations. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

*(7.18.)  Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Mai- 
don)  :  Whether  the  Committee  may  agree 
to  the  Amendment,  which  stands  in  my 
name,  or  not,  at  any  rate  the  Committee 
will  not  be  surprised  that  those  of  us  who 
think  that  under  exceptional  circum- 
stances consideration  ought  to  be  given 
to  tithepayers,  are  making  strenuous 
efforts  to  get  their  view  recognised  in 
this  Bill  before  it  becomes  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  We  have  b2en  told  through- 
out the  numerous  discussions  on  this 
difficult  tithe  question  during  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  that  at  any  rate  the 
Government  would  allow  free  discus- 
sion of  all  points  suitable  to  the  Bill. 
Many  of  us  have  not  been  so  determinedly 
opposed  even  to  some  parts  of  the  Bill 
we  thought  were  wrong,  because  we 
trusted  that  the  opportunity  would 
arise  of  placing  our  grievances  before 
the  House,  in  the  hope  that  some 
further  relief  might  be  given  to  the  tithe- 
payer  under  exceptional  circumstances 
beyond  what  the  Bill  proposes.  I  am 
sanguine  that  there  are  many  Members 
in  the  House  at  the  present  time  who 
think  that  perhaps  after  all  I  am  not  a 
spoliator,  not  anxious  to  rob  the  Church, 
not  desirous  of  acting  in  any  unfriendly 
spirit  towards  the  tithe  owner  and  the 
clergy,  and  perhaps  there  are  more  Mem- 
bers now  than  there  were  on  former 
occasions  when  I  pleaded  from  this  point 
of  view,  who  feel  that  some  relief  might 
be  given  to  tithepayers.  To  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  agree  with  me  I  think  I  may 
say  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  upon 
having  advanced  at  any  rate  so  far  as 
that,  for  some  reason  or  other  we  have  a 
clause  in  the  present  Bill,  a  clause  we 
may  spare  a  moment  or  two  to  analyse 
presently,  which  provides  that  under 
certain  circumstances  there  shall  be 
a  revision  of  tithe.  That  has  broken 
the  ice.  There  was  a  time  when  all 
our  arguments  were  met  with — "  You 
made  a  bargain  in  1836  and  are  in 
honour  bound  to  abide  by  it."  I 
always  thought  that  an  extraordinary 
J/r.  /'.  ^S^.  Stevenson 


argument  to  use  when  at  the  same  time 
a  Bill  was  introduced  which  certainly 
tore  up  one  part  of  the  bargain  of  1836, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  about  that.  But 
still  there  remains  force  in  the  impres- 
sion there  is,  that  generally  speaking,  it 
is  wrong  to  run  back  from  bargains 
made.  No  doubt  there  is  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  about  bargains  that  have  been 
made,  but  I  have  before  endeavoured  to 
show  to  the  House  that  tithe  rent-charge 
is  not  in  all  respects  on  all  fours  with  a 
mortgage,  or  an  ordinary  rent-charge, 
and  I  think  that  I  have  succeeded  in 
doing  80.  I  dare  say  it  may  be  described 
from  a  legal  point  of  view  as  a  first 
charge  upon  the  land ;  but  there  is  this 
about  it,  that  it  was  never  intended — I 
am  certain  of  this,  and  I  am  strengthened 
in  making  the  assertion  by  something 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said 
the  other  day — I  am  certain  that  neither 
the  original  donors  or  the  framers  of 
the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836 
ever  intended,  or  dreamed  I  might  say, 
that  tithe  would  occupy  the  relative 
position  it  unfortunately  does  to  day  to 
the  income  many  landlords  derive  from 
many  of  those  unfortunate  farms  to 
which  I  am  alluding.  Now,  why  I  said 
I  was  strengthened  in  the  feeling  that  I 
was  right,  beyond  dispute  in  making  my 
assertion,  was,  because  the  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  his  speech  in  Decem- 
ber last,  in  moving  the  Second  Beading, 
said  this : — 

**1  must  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  neither 
those  who  originally  f^ve  the  tithe,  nor  those 
who  framed  the  Act  of  1836,  intended  that  the 
tithe  reot-oharge  should  deprive  the  owner  of 
the  land  of  all  interest  in  his  property." 

No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
say,  "  Yes,  but  that  is  quite  different  from 
your  Amendment."  Well,  there  may  be 
a  difference  ;  but  I  am  sure  that  if  we 
put  the  Government  on  their  defence,  and 
ask  them  to  show  that  under  this  clause 
as  it  stands  the  existing  state  of  things 
would  not  to  a  great  extent  continue,  I 
think  that  it  would  require  all  the  talent 
of  the  Front  Bench  to  prove  thai  assex^ 
tion.  It  would  be  very  difficult  Ipr.the 
Government  to  prove  that  if  it  were 
passed  as  it  stands  there  would  not  be  a 
certain  number  of  cases  in  which  the  tithe 
rent-charge  would  swallow  up  the 
entire  annual  pecuniary  interest  in  't\s 
jand  from  which  it  is  derived.     If  tiiat 
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is  BO  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered too  sanguine  if  I  hope  that  by 
and  by  when  the  question  has  been 
sufficiently  debated  some  Member  of 
the  Government  will  rise  and  say  my 
Amendment  is  accepted.  Because  I 
have  got  this  admission  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill. 
I  find  ray  task  much  easier  than  before 
I  had  such  an  admission.  If  the  clause 
is  passed  in  the  form  in  which  it  stands, 
let  me  give  an  illustration  of  what  will 
certainly  take  place.  Suppose  a  small 
farm  owned  and  occupied  by  a  yeoman 
farmer.  There  are  buildings  and  so  on 
put  up  by  him  ;  this  means  money,  and 
we  must  give  consideration  to  this  state 
of  things.  Supposing  the  assessment, 
under  Schedule  B,  on  this  little  farm  is 
£15,  and  that  is  the  annual  value. 
Suppose  this  is  made  up  of  £10  tithe, 
and  £5  is  what  is  usually  called  in  con- 
nection with  this  subject  **  beneficial  *' 
rent.  Under  these  circumstances  there 
would  not  be  a  farthing  of  relief  for  this 
man.  Now,  can  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  can  any  Representative 
of  the  Clerical  Party,  can  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Cranborno),  who  speaks  so  forcibly, 
pretend  that  this  wretched  £5  would 
l«avc  any  pecuniary  interest,  any  income 
jifter  the  necessary  repairs  to  buildings, 
and  the  incidental  expenses  always  con- 
nected with  ownership  of  land,  and 
especially  where  the  man  is  the  culti- 
vator of  his  land  ?  When  this  £5  has 
to  do  all,  will  you  say  that  in  such  a  case 
regard  is  paid  to  the  intentions  of  the 
original  donors  or  the  framers  of  the  Tithe 
Commutation*  Act  of  1836,  which 
attracted  the  respect  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade?  I  might  talk 
about  larger  farmers,  but  I  know  if  I 
wish  to  appeal  to  the  sympathies  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  I  had  better  rest  my 
ease  on  the  yeomen  farmers  and  small 
owners.  I  want  to  interest  those  hon. 
Members  who  think  that  large  landlords 
should  be  ignored  on  all  possible  occasions. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  regards 
the  landlords  as  first  cousins  to  the  red- 
coated  barbarians  he  talked  about  in 
a  former  Debate,  but  I  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Member,  does  he  think  it  is 
well  for  the  House  after  these  numerous 
and  protracted  Debates  on  this  tithe 
question — it  is  no  good  mincing  matters, 
we  have  discussed  every  possible  sugges- 
tion over  and  over  again — is  it  well  to 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.     [thikd  series.] 


leave  the  small  owners  to  this  position  ? 
We  may  be  perfectly  certain  that  if  the 
House  determines  to  pass  Clause  3  as  it 
now  stands,  that  the  point  of  relief  fixed 
in  the  Bill  is  the  last  inch  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  way,  we  may  be  perfectly 
sure  there  will  be  no  chance  of  reopening 
the  question  for  these  yeoman  farmers 
for  many  long  years.  For  this  reason  I 
propose  my  Amendment — not  that  my 
sympathies  are  confined  to  the  small 
farmers — but  because  practically  this  is 
the  last  chance.  The  House  has  discussed 
the  question  now  in  all  its  bearings,  and 
if  the  clause  is  passed,  and  we  determine 
after  all  that  the  tithe  owner  shall  be 
allowed  to  take  his  very  last  pound  of 
flesh,  then  on  little  farms  only  this 
miserable  pittance  of  £5  will  be  left  for 
repairs  and  all  the  incidental  expenses  of 
ownership.  I  know  I  shall  have  the 
heavy  artillery  bearing  upon  me  presently. 
]  shall  be  told  I  am  still  harping  on 
spoliation  and  so  on,  but  I  am  not  sub- 
mitting anything  so  extreme  as  a  pro- 
posal which  has  been  made  from  the 
Government  Bench  itself.  Then  there 
was  another  proposal — one  that  would 
have  gone  much  farther  than  that  which 
I  propose.  There  was  the  proposal  which, 
came  from  the  Front  Ministerial  Bench 
when  the  Government  had  to  face  the 
diflBculty  as  to  how  the  larger  sum  should 
be  taken.from  the  lesser.  The  Attorney 
General,  when  a  former  Tithe  Bill  was  in 
extremis,  got  up  and  said  he  would  take 
as  the  test  of  relief,  or  of  what  the  tithe 
should  be,  net  profit  in  the  case  of  men 
farming  their  own  land.  Spoliator  as  I 
am  supposed  to  be,  I  should  never, 
upon  my  own  suggestion,  have 
thought  of  proposing  anything  of  that 
kind.  According  to  that  plan,  whenever 
the  annual  balance-sheet  showed  no 
balance  on  the  right  side,  the  whole  of 
the  tithe  would  be  swept  away.  No  doubt 
we  shall  see  once  more  trotted  out  the  old 
argument  that  by  accepting  the  Commu- 
tation Act  the  tithe  owners  gave  up  innu- 
merable millions,  but  that  argument,  I  am 
quite  sure,  has  never  been  substantiated. 
I  will  not  go  into  that  now.  If  there  is 
anything  in  the  argument,  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire  can 
cap  it,  by  showing  what  the  tithe  owner 
gained  by  the  arrangement  as  to  rates.  I 
know  of  a  place  in  Essex  where  the 
tithe  was  apportioned  at  £892,  and  to 
that  was  added  £537,  to  enable  the  tithe 
3  F 
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owner  to  pay  the  rates,  and  it  must  be 
remembered  that  in  those  days  they  had 
been  acenstomed  to  having  rates  run  np 
to  10s.  and  15s.  in  the  £1,  and  even  more 
than  that.  I  am  stating  this  to  show 
why  it  is  fair  that  we  should  ask  for 
more  extended  relief  than  that  proposed 
in  the  clause.  There  are  lots  of  other 
cases  of  that  sort,  and  they  will  be  the 
most  useful  arguments  to  be  brought 
forward  as  little  additions  to  anything 
we  may  hear  to-night  about  the  great 
loss  the  tithe  owners  had  to  put  up  with 
through  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act.  I 
do  not  desire  to  .cake  up  the  time  of  the 
House  unnecessarily,  but  I  recognise 
this  as  almost  my  ]ast  chance  on  the  point 
now  before  the  Committee.  If  we  do  not 
carry  this,  we  shall  be  giving  our  consent 
to  a  principle  which  is  quite  contrary,  in 
the  admission  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  himself,  to  the  intentions 
of  the  original  owners  of  the  tithe  and 
of  the  framers  of  the  Act  of  1836. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
8,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  two-thirds,*' 
and  insert  the  words  '*  one-half." — (Mr, 
Gray.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
*  two-thirds '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

(7.38.)  Me.  PICTON  (Leicester;: 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  addressed  a 
compliment  to  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  when  he  said  that  we  were  most 
of  us  interested  in  the  small  owners. 
He  was  quite  right  in  the  remark,  but 
at  the  same  time  we  are  all  more  inter- 
ested in  the  many  than  in  the  few.  We 
are  more  concerned  with  the  interests  of 
the  nation  than  with  those  of  individuals, 
and  it  is  on  that  ground  that  a  good 
many  of  us  believe  that  the  Government 
have  gone  too  far  in  this  clause.  It 
strikes  me  that  they  are  digging  a 
pit  for  themselves  which  will  occasion 
difficulty  hereafter.  The  hon.  Member 
expects  to  hear  a  good  deal  of  useless 
iteration  as  to  the  settlement  of  the  tithe 
in  1836,  and  he  says  there  is  no  bargain 
which  is  beyond  the  pcssibility  of  recon- 
sideration. That  msiy  be,  but  we  have 
to  remember  that  on  this  occasion  you 
have  the  nation  on  one  side  and  indivi- 
duals on  the  ether.  I  say  that  no  lapse 
of  time  can  lessen  the  claim  of  the  nation 
to  property  which  has  been  affirmatively 
acknowledged  to  be  national.  No  cir- 
cumstance ought  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
Mr.  C.  W.  Gray 


the  interests  of  the  nation,  and  it  is 
because  I  recognise  tithe  as  a  most  valu- 
able property  of  the  nation  in  time  to 
come,  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  clatise  aa* 
it  stands,  and  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon.  Perhaps, 
however,  enough  has  been  said  on  that 
point.  I  should  like  to  call  attention  ta 
some  practical  difficulties  which  may 
arise  if  this  clause  or  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon  should  be 
carried.  The  hon.  Member  has  spoken 
of  the  annual  value.  What  makes  the 
annual  value?  Surely,  good  farming 
makes  it,  and  bad  farming  detracts  from 
it.  Well,  if  a  man  by  bad  farming 
reduces  the  annual  value  of  the  land  con- 
siderably, and  if  it  is  found  thai,  in 
consequence  of  that,  the  tithe  has  pro- 
portionably  risen  to  more  than  half  the 
annual  value,  is  the  nation  to  suffer  on 
that  account?  The  probability  is  that 
litigation  would  arise  in  regard  to  the 
cause  of  the  depreciation.  No  man  would 
see  himself  robbed  through  the  idleness, 
or  want  of  enterprise,  or  want  of  skill, 
shown  by  the  occupier  of  the  land. 
How  are  you  to  deal  with  experimental 
farms  and  charity  farms,  or  farms 
belonging  to  industrial  schools  and 
lunatic  asylums?  There  is  a  great 
charitable  scheme  now  being  started 
by  the  General  of  the  Salvation  Army 
which  will  require  a  number  of  farms  to 
be  taken.  I  see  in  Sub-section  3  it  is 
proposed  that  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners shall,  on  the  application  of  the 
occupier  or  owner  of  the  land,  ascertain 
the  annual  value  under  Schedule  B^ 
and  inform  the  applicant  of  the  same. 
Well,  when  these  lands  are  devoted  to 
charitable  purposes  there  is  no  annual 
value  at  all.  Again,  there  are  many 
farms  let  for  three  years,  o^  even 
longer,  at  a  nominal  rent,  the  owner 
expecting  to  get  an  increased  amonni 
afterwards.  The  value  of  the  land  is 
small,  and  the  tithe  in  these  cases  can 
easily  rise  beyond  half  or  even  two-thirds. 
I  do  not  see  any  mode  of  dealing  with  these 
cases,  and  I  think  these  are  practical  diffi* 
culties  which  ought  to  be  encountered. 
I  return  to  the  point  that  the  Act  of  1836 
gave  to  the  people  of  this  country  a 
certain  share  and  interest  in  national 
territory  which  is  to  hold  good  for  all 
time,  and  I  maintain  that  no  change  of 
circumstances  ought  to  deprive  them  of 
it.     We  hear  a  good  deal  said    abont 
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depreciation  of  agriculture,  but  this  is 
not  the  time  to  argue  the  matter.  All 
I  will  say  is  that  I  do  not  admit  that  the 
depression  of  agriculture  is  inevitable  or 
permanent,  or  that  it  is  necessitated  by 
the  position  of  this  country.  Holding 
these  views,  I  protest  against  the  two- 
thirds  standard  as  laid  down  in  the 
clause,  as  well  as  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

*(7.46.)  Sib  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
North  West)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  declares  that  tithe  is 
national  property,  and  should  be  treated 
as  such.  I  deny  that  doctrine,  inter- 
preted as  it  is  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Tithes  belong  to  the  Established  Church 
of  this  country,  and  are  meant  for  Church 
purposes.  To  apply  them  to  other  pur- 
poses is,  I  maintain,  spoliation.  I  sup- 
port the  Government  in  the  matter  of 
this  clause.  No  doubt  many  tithe  owners 
have  thought  the  clause  a  severe  one, 
but  is  there  not  a  good  reason  for  it,  and 
one  that  has  been  given  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — that  we  must  look 
to  the  interests  of  the  nation  as  well 
as  those  of  persons?  Well,  looking 
at  the  interests  of  the  nation,  I 
believe  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  wise 
and  right  in  proposing  this  clause. 
He  is  wise  and  right,  because  he 
hopes  that  even  the  small  modicum  of 
relief  which  is  to  be  given  by  this  clause 
will  prevent  land  from  going  out  of  culti- 
vation. The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
no  idea  of  the  condition  of  many  parts 
of  England.  If  he  will  go  down  even 
to  Kent,  to  Essex,  and  other  counties  in 
the  cast,  and  especially  to  the  small  hold- 
ings in  Lincolnshire,  and  to  Hampshire, 
Berks,  and  Wilts,  he  will  sec  a  state  of 
things  that  will  surprise  him.  There  he  will 
see  land  that  once  paid  so  well  in  wheat, 
but  on  which  it  does  not  now  pay  to 
grow  wheat  at  all,  and,  as  1  understand, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  endeavours  by 
this  clause  to  keep  that  land  in  cultiva- 
tion and  to  encourage  owners  of  land 
not  to  throw  it  up  but  to  hold  on  to  it, 
even  though  they  can  only  get  a  small 
amount  from  it — only  suflBcient  to  pay  the 
necessary  expenses  of  repairs.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  know  what  are  the 
necessary  expenses  in  regard  to  land. 
Does  he  realise  the  efforts  being  made  by 
landowners  in  regard  to  labourers'  cot- 
tages ?  Does  he  know  that  labourers  are 


infinitely  better  housed  than  they  used 
to  be  ?  Will  anyone  take  a  farm  now- 
adays, unless  the  buildings  on  it  are 
sufficient,  and  in  good  repair?  The 
Government  are  anxious  not  to  destroy 
in  any  way  the  power  of  the  owner  to 
continue  this  work  ;  nor  to  destroy  in 
any  way  the  solemn  right  to  pay  tithes ; 
nor  to  deprive  the  clergy  of  any  part  of 
their  income,  unless  under  the  circum- 
stances described  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  Had  the  Government  thought 
fit  to  go  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gray) 
that  might  have  been  another  matter. 
I  understand  that  the  Government  feiel 
that  they  cannot  go  beyond  the 
lines  of  the  Bill;  but  whatever  their 
decision  I  shall  gladly  support  them, 
because  I  believe  they  are  showing  an 
anxious  desire  to  do  what  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  the  tithe  owners.  It  cannot 
be  for  the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner 
that  land  should  go  out  of  cultivation, 
for  then  he  will  get  nothing.  I  am 
fortified  in  this  view  I  take  by  a 
Memorial  I  hold  in  my  hand — a  Memorial 
sent  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  well 
as  to  myself  from  the  Chichester  Dio- 
cesan Conference.  A  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  this  question, 
and  in  their  Report  they  say — 

*'This  Committee  hereby  express  their 
approval  of  the  Tithe  Bill,  and  their  gratitude 
to  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bart.,  M.P.,  and 
the  Government  for  having  introduced  it ;  and 
they  would  strongly  and  respectfully  urge  upon 
the  Government  the  desirability  of  holding 
fast  to  its  provisions  in  all  particulars,  thus 
carrying  the  Bill  as  it  stands  into  law." 

This  is  countersigned  by  no  less  an 
authority  than  the  Bishop  of  Chichester. 
I  mention  this  Memorial  to  show  that 
there  are  clergy  who  think  this  a  fair 
and  right  proposal  looking  to  all  the 
various  circumstances  of  tho  case.  We 
are  anxious  that,  if  possible,  a  fair  and 
right  settlement  should  be  come  to,  and 
we  shall  feel  in  passing  this  Bill  that  we 
are  doing  justice  to  the  tithe  owner  and 
to  the  tithepayer.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Oovemment  will  stand  tirm  by  their  pro- 
posals. 

(7.55.)  SiE  W.  HARCOURT:  This 
is  a  very  interesting  Debate.  There  is 
considerable  diversity  of  opinion  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  therefore  I 
think  the  matter  is  favourable  for  a 
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satisfactory  settlement.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  has  made  a  speech  which, 
I  think,  contained  all  the  conflicting 
views,  but  I  am  quite  certain  what  his 
own  view  is.  He  has  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  he  will  support  the  Govern- 
ment, whatever  they  propose.  That  is 
his  view,  quite  irrespective  of  the  prin- 
ciples involved.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  began  by  an  indignant  attack 
on  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leice8t>er  for  holding  that  tithe  is 
national  property  and  ought  to  be  pre- 
served as  such.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  thought  that  a  very  wicked 
doctrine,  and  thought  it  involved  the 
principle  of  spoliation.  But  I  adhere  to 
that  wicked  doctrina  I  would,  how- 
ever, remind  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  the  author — I  will  not  say  the 
original  author,  but,  at  all  events,  a 
most  distinguiehed  promulgator  of  that 
doctrine — was  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rossendale,  who  delivered 
himself  of  those  sentiments  in  the  town 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent.  My 
noble  Friend  was  afterwards  attacked  by 
a  posse  of  bishops,  archdeacons,  and 
other  clergy,  who  demanded  of  him 
what  he  meant  as  a  great  Unionist 
statesman  by  enunciating  such  an 
abominable  doctrine  ;  and  my  noble 
Friend  wrote  a  letter  a  few  weeks  after- 
wards endeavouring  to  explain  away  the 
mortal  sin  of  which  he  had  been  guilty. 
Therefore,  I  hope  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  have  some  charity  and  mercy 
towards  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
read  a  document  purporting  to  come 
from  the  Diocese  of  Chichester.  They 
are  all  most  amiable  people,  as  I  know,  in 
the  County  of  Sussex,  but  I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon  to 
tell  us  what  the  clergy  of  Essex  have 
said  on  this  subject.  I  have  seen  a 
statement  in  which  they  denounce  this 
Radical  Government  as  more  atrocious 
in  their  conduct  than  any  Government 
that  ever  existed  in  this  country.  In 
fact,  if  this  meeting  of  Essex  clergy  had 
taken  place  in  Ireland,  I  am  not  sure 
that  it  would  not  have  been  proclaimed 
and  suppressed.  It  certainly  would  not 
have  been  allowed  to  take  place  on  the 
stage  in  Paris.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  who  is  a  great  vindicator  of  the 
Church,  approves  altogether  of  the 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


principle  of  this  clause,  and  says 
the  Government  would  willingly 
have  gone  further,  but,  I  suppose, 
they  had  the  fear  of  the  bell,  book, 
and  candle  before  them,  and  that  it  was 
only  a  certain  length  they  dared  to  go, 
so  as  not  to  appear  before  the  world  as 
the  jackdaw  did  in  the  Ingold^y 
Legends. 

Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  "And 
nobody  was  a  penny  the  worse.** 

Sir  W.  HARCOCJRT:  I  bog  your 
pardon.  I  have  seen  a  picture  of  the  jack- 
daw, and  he  certainly  looks  as  badly  off 
as  other  people  might  be  supposed  to 
look  if,  instead  of  being  excommunicated, 
they  were  dissolved.  I  understand  from 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the 
principle  of  this  3rd  clauss  is  that  it 
robs  the  Church  moderately.  The  only 
question  is,  how  much  is  it  right  to  rob 
her  ?  That  has  always  been  in  the  history 
of  this  country  a  moot  question.  The 
position  of  the  landlords,  historically, 
has  been  that  they  will  support  the 
Church  on  the  condition  that  they  may 
be  allowed  to  rob  it  moderately.  You 
find  that  the  history  of  Church  pro- 
perty has  been  a  history  of  moderate 
robbery  inflicted  upon  it  by  the 
landed  interest  which  supports  it. 
One  of  the  things  done  in  the  interests  of 
the  Church  was  the  legislation  which 
took  place  in  reference  to  leases,  and 
which  ended  in  great  advantage  to  the 
Church ;  but  in  the  House  of  Lords  the 
landlords  came  forward  and  demanded 
compensation,  or  a  renewal  of  the  leases. 
Well,  that  was  a  very  moderate  robbing 
of  the  Church.  Therefore,  I  say,  do  not 
let  my  hon.  and*  gallant  Friend  ride  the 
high  horse  in  this  way  when  he  says,  "  I 
am  for  the  Church,  do  not  let  the  Church 
suffer."  He  is  only  for  robbing  it  to 
the  extent  of  one -third.  That  is  the  extent 
to  which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's 
conscience  goes ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon  would  rob 
the  Church  to  the  extent  of  one-half,  and 
even  he  is  more  moderate  than  those 
who  would  rob  it  to  the  extent  of  two- 
thirds.  The  difficulty  seems  to  be  in 
what  way  we  are  to  get  at  the  exact 
amount.  Now,  Sir,  what  the  House  has 
to  determine  on  this  occasion  is  what 
should  be  the  exact  measure.  I  was  a 
little  astonished  to  find  that  people 
engaged  in  politics  should  have  become 
so  depaoralised,  that  even  the  innocenOe 
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of    the    noble    Lord    the   Member    for 
Darwen  (Lord  Cranborne)  enables  him 
to  assent  to  this  Church  robbery  to  the 
extent  of  one -third.     It  only  shows  that 
he  assents  to  this  proposal  of  the  Bill, 
>^  against  which  he  has  hitherto  had  no- 
thing to  say.     The  only  question  is  to 
what  extent  we  shall  go.     There  is  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester, 
who,  with  a  virtue  little  short  of  that  of 
Cato,  is  interested  in  the  reversion  of 
the  tithes,  and  he  says  that,  under   all 
the  circumstances,    the  tithes   must  be 
executed    in  favour  of   that   reversion. 
Now,  1  am  sorry  to  say  I  am  not  quite 
capable  of  that  extent  of  virtue,  and  I 
do  think  that  in  this  question  of  the  tithe, 
the   agricultural  interest   is  entitled  to 
some  consideration.     I  should  therefore 
like  to  know  what  are  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  on  this  subject. 
It  would  be  very  interesting   to  know 
what   his   notions   are   as   to  the  exact 
extent  to  which  this  robbery  should  be 
carried  in   the  agricultural  interest.     I 
apprehend    that    in   the  exercise  of  his 
function  in  regard  to  agriculture,  rather 
than  of  any  episcopal  function  in  looking 
after  the  interests  of  the  Church,  he  will 
tell  us  what  are  the  exact  principles  on 
which    the    Government  have  come    to 
the   conclusion    that    one-third   is    the 
exact  amount  which  ought   to  be  taken 
from     the    Church — one-third,    neither 
more    nor    less.     Doubtless,  he  can  ex- 
plain  the  recondite  and  profound  prin- 
ciples which  have   induced  the  Govern- 
ment  to  arrive  at  this  conclusion.     My 
hon.   Friend     the    Member   for     Essex 
has  referred  to  the  question  of  agricul- 
tural values,  and  has   made  allusion   to 
Hants.     I  reside  in  Hants,  and  speaking 
as   to  the   small   amount  of   land  with 
which  I  am  porsonally  acquainted,   all 
I  can   say    is   that   I   do  not  see  how, 
in     the    case    of    a    man     with     land 
occupied  by  himself,  upon  which  he  loses 
and   cannot   gain,   you  will   be   able   to 
deduct  two-thirds  of  the  annual  value. 
But  putting  aside  the  rather  high-flown, 
although    logical,    principle  of  my  hon. 
Friend   the  Memb2r  for  Leicester,   and 
looking  merely  at  the  justice  of  the  case, 
I  do  think  that  when  the  tithe  exceeds 
the  value  of  the  land  it  departs  altogether 
from   the   popular   and   natural   under- 
standing as  to  what  the  tithe  was.     The 
tithe   never  was  understood   to  be  the 


whole  value  of  the  land,  and  even  Mel- 
chizedek  would  have  been  astonished  at 
hearing  of  a  tithe  which  absorbed  the 
whole  value  of  the  land.  Therefore,  I 
say  some  reasonable  deduction  ought 
to  be  made  where  the  tithe  is  so  ex- 
cessive and  the  value  of  the  land 
is  so  small.  This  may  be  a  perfectly 
logical  principle,  but  at  the  same  time 
it  is  fair  in  dealing  with  those  matters ; 
and  unless  I  am  convinced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister  for  Agri- 
culture that  the  ajfriculturists  are  not 
entitled  to.  this  consideration,  I  shall 
certainly  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon. 

*(8.7.)  Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lan- 
cashire, N.E.,  Darwen) :  I  think  we  may 
be  quite  certain  about  one  thing  witti 
regard  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite — namely,  that  he  will  always 
make  a  very  humorous  speech,  that  he 
will  always  speak  in  opposition  to  the 
Government,  and  that  generally  we  shall 
find  him  speaking  more  or  less  away 
from  the  point.  With  regard  to  the 
condition  of  agriculture,  I  think  I  can 
reassure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  point.  I  do  not  believe  that  even 
in  Hants  the  state  of  things  is  anything 
like  what  he  wishes  us  to  suppose. 
Doubtless  we  have  passed  through  a 
period  of  great  distress.  He  does  not 
seem  to  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
judging  what  the  condition  of  agriculture 
really  is.  Perhaps  he  has  lingered  too 
long  by  his  fireside  to  know  what  the 
condition  even  in  Hants  has  been.  For 
my  own  part,  I  propose  to  say  one  or 
two  words  upon  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House.  A  great  deal  has 
been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Maldon  about  the  intentions  of  the 
Act  in  1836. 

Mr.    C.   W.    GRAY:    The     original 
donors  of  tithes. 

*ViscouNT  CRANBORNE  :  That  would 
be  going  back  a  very  long  way  indeed. 
I  am  content  to  go  no  further  back  than 
the  Act  of  1836.  It  is  said  that  the 
framers  of  that  Act  never  could  have 
intended  that  the  condition  of  agriculture 
should  reach  such  a  point  that  the  tithe 
would  swallow  up  all  the  profits  of  the 
land.  But  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
ignore  the  state  of  things  which  has 
been  brought  about,  nor  to  overlook 
the  legitimate  expectations  of  those  now 
alive  or  their  immediate  successors.     The 
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ri^al  question  for  our  consideration  is, 
what  are  the  legitimate  views  and  ex- 
pectations now  entertained  ?  I  should 
not  for  one  moment  shrink  from  going 
into  the  question  of  how  much  the  tithe 
has  gained  or  lost  from  the  cases  that 
liave  been  referred  to.  But  this  has 
already  been  gone  into,  and  therefore  I 
do  not  propose  to  trouble  the  Committee 
upon  it  especially,  as  I  liave  already 
dwelt  upon  it  on  two  previous  occasions. 
What  I  will  submit  is  that  we  must 
have  some  consideration  for  the  poor 
tithe  owners.  In  many  cases  the  tithe 
owners  are  but  poor  men,  and  we  ought 
not  to  take  from  them  a  single  penny 
more  than  is  just.  Justice  we  are  bound 
to  do  in  this  House  to  all  parties,  and 
we  have  no  right  to  be  generous  with 
the  tithe  owners'  money.  Looking  at  it 
from  the  point  of  view  that  the  tithe 
is  national  property,  we  must  not  be 
generous  with  the  property  of  the  na- 
tion, even  for  the  purpose  of  benefitting 
the  tithepayer.  Therefore  I  submit  that 
ray  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sussex  was  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  the  only  good  reason  for  making  a 
remission  of  the  tithe  is  in  order  to 
keep  the  land  in  cultivation.  It  is 
obviously  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
tithe  owner,  as  to  everyone  else,  that  the 
land  should  go  out  of  cultivation,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  go  all  lengths  to  keep 
the  land  in  cultivation,  even  although 
by  doing  so  I  might  for  the  time  being 
diminish  the  revenue  of  the  tithe 
owners.  That,  as  I  understood  it,  was 
the  spirit  in  which  the  Government 
introduced  the  Bill  of  last  Session. 
What  was  preserved  was  the  full  profit 
of  the  tenant,  and  so  much  of  the 
profit  of  the  landlord  as  was  neces- 
sary to  keep  the  land  in  cultiva- 
tion. The  Government  had  now  gone 
further.  In  my  humble  judgment  they 
have  gone  a  little  too  far.  I  am  sorry 
thoy  have  gone  to  the  length  of  the 
remission  to  the  extent  of  two-thirds, 
but  I  may  say  this  in  their  behalf,  that 
under  the  Bill  of  last  year  there  was  not 
sufficient  margin  to  cover  the  cost  of 
cultivation  to  the  landlord.  Per- 
haps I  have  just  used  a  wrong  word. 
What  I  mean  is  that  the  landlord's 
legitimate  expenses  in  keeping  the  land 
in  cultivation  probably  amount  to  so 
much  that  the  remission  clause  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year  would  either  have 
Viscount  Cranbome 


left  him  or  the  tenant  out  of  pocket. 
At  the  same  time,  I  think  the  fraction 
now  fixed  by  this  Bill  is  rather  too  high. 
On  this  side  of  the  House  we  held 
different  views  last  Session,  but  the 
Government  lias  established  a  sort  of 
half-way  house  between  us.  They  have 
proposed  a  sort  of  compromise ;  and  I 
do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Maldon  should  be  always  asking  for 
more ;  he  ought  to  be  satisfied,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  respectfully,  with  the  com- 
promise. It  seems  to  be  a  fair  arrange- 
ment which  commands  nearly  universal 
support  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  and 
considering  the  extreme  poverty  of  the 
tithe  owner,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  have  endeavoured  fco  meet 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  hope  he  will  with- 
draw his  Amendment  and  allow  this 
part  of  the  Bill  to  be  passed. 
*(8.17.)  Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID 
(St.  Pancras,  S.)  :  Sir,  in  my  opinion 
this  tithe  belongs  to  the  Church.  I  am 
not  a  member  of  the  flock  that  meets 
there,  but  I  go  heartily  with  the 
Church  on  this  occasion.  This  pro- 
perty belongs  to  the  Church.  ["  To  the  ' 
nation."]  The  Church  is  for  the  nation. 
You  propose  to  confiscate  it  for  whom  ? 
For  the  benefit  of  the  landowner;  The 
hon.  Member  asks  us  to  legislate  for  the 
extreme  cases  of  a  certain  number  of  in- 
solvent landowners.  They  must  do  as 
other  insolvent  landowners  have  done 
before  them — sell  their  land  and  invest 
the  money  in  some  more  profitable 
way.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
rob  the  Church  for  the  purpose  of 
benefitting  in  many  cases  improvi-  < 
dent  landowners.  Many  of  these  ) 
landowners  have  bought  their  pro-  \ 
perty  within  the  last  20  or  30  \ 
years,  subject  to  this  obligation 
of  tithe.  They  were  prepared  to  meet  v 
the  liability  then ;  and  now,  when  that  ; 
liability  is  somewhat  onerous,  they 
come  to  Parliament  for  relief.  I  see  no 
reason  for  doing  so.  I  believe,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  said,  that  it  is  an  absolute  case  of 
robbery.  With  regard  to  the  gentleman 
who  owned  gardens,  may  I  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has  for- 
gotten an  ancient  principle  of  his  own.  I 
remember  once  showing  him  the  balance- 
sheet  of  a  farm,  and  it  proved  that  I,  the 
owner,  was  not  farming  profitably.  I 
remember  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


1345       Titke  RerU-Charge         {January  29,  1891} 


Becovery  BiU.        1846 


man  remarked  that  I  had  put  nothing 
down  for  enjoyment  of  the  farm,  and 
that  had  I  done  so,  he  believed  the 
balance  would  have  been  largely  on  the 
other  side.  Why  I  mention  this  is  that  I 
believe  farming  very  often  depends  on 
the  fancy  of  the  individual.  One  indi- 
vidual may  cultivate  in  such  a  way  that 
there  shall  be  no  profit,  and  then,  if 
there  is  no  profit,  he  is  to  be  relieved 
of  one-third  of  the  tithe  at  the  expense 
of  the  Church.  ["  No."]  It  is  so.  The 
whole  charge  is  now  to  fall  on  the  land- 
owner, and  the  tenant  farmer  will  take 
land  irrespective  of  the  tithe  paid  by  the 
landlord,  merely  considering  what  rent 
he  can  fairly  pay  for  the  land  he  is 
going  to  cultivate.  As  the  land  owner 
will  have  to  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge, 
it  will  be  to  his  interest  to  look  after  the 
•cultivation  of  his  farm  where  it  is  let, 
though  very  often,  I  regret  to  say, 
landlords  do  not  trouble  themselves 
about  it.  They  allow  the  most  careless 
•cultivation  you  can  possibly  see.  I  am 
speaking  in  the  interest  of  the  tithe 
owner  and  the  tithepayer  when  I  say 
*  that  I  do  not  see  on  what  principle  the 
Government  make  this  proposal.  As 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take  a 
little  from  the  tithe  owner,  no  doubt  the 
hon.  Member  thinks  it  a  splendid  oppor- 
tunity to  take  a  little  more.  But  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
if  there  is  any  argument  at  all  in  favour 
of  robbing  the  tithe  owner,  it  can  only 
be  this,  that  you  are  going  to  place  the 
payment  upon  the  landowner.  The 
consequence  of  that  will  be  that  the  tithe 
owner  will  have  much  less  diflSculty  in 
collecting  his  rents,  and,  the  expense  of 
collection  being  less,  it  may  be  said  that 
therefore  some  contribution  should  be 
made  to  the  landlord  because  he  is  hard 
up.  I,  on  the  other  hand,  do  not  think 
that  we  ought  thus  lightly  to  part  with 
what  is  national  property  as  long  as 
there  is  the  Church  of  the  nation.  I, 
for  one,  will  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member. 

(8.25.)  Me.  H.  K  FARQUHAR- 
SON:  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
of  robbing  the  tithe  owner,  but  I  am 
one  of  those  who  look  upon  this 
Bill  as  a  great  deal  more  robbing 
the  tithepayer.  Our  arguments  have 
never  been  met;  in  hct,  the  tithe 
at  the  present  moment  is  a  great  deal 
too  high.     In  this  Bill  there  is  no  relief 


whatever  to  the  tithepayer.  ThenobleLord 
(Cranborne)  referred  to  the  poverty  of 
the  owners.  I  dare  say  they  are  in  a  bad 
way,  and  very  much  pressed.  I  am  sure 
we  have  every  sympathy  for  the  clei^, 
just  as  much  as  the  noble  Lord  (Cran- 
borne). But  it  is  very  cheap  philan- 
thropy on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
say,  **The  tithe  owners  are  so  poor, 
therefore  pass  this  Bill."  In  other  words, 
help  them  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  tithe- 
payers.  This  two-thirds  has  been  de- 
scribed as  a  concession,  but  now  we 
know  from  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W. 
Barttelot)  that  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind, 
but  that  it  is  proposed  to  prevent  land 
from  going  out  of  cultivation.  Any 
hon.  Member  acquainted  with  land 
will  know  as  well  as  I  do  that  it  costs 
the  landlord  a  great  deal  to  keep  his 
baildings  and  property  in  repair,  and 
when  you  have  the  tithe  exceeding  two- 
thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  the  land, 
you  may  be  assured  that  the  remaining 
one-third  will  not  be  more  than  enough 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  property, 
leaving  no  profit  whatever.  This  so 
called  concession  is  nothing  but  an  induce- 
ment to  landowners  to  become  bailiffe^ 
I  do  not  understand  on  what  principle 
this  concession  is  made.  The  good 
landlord,  who  has  laid  out  thousands  of 
pounds  in  the  maintenance  of  his 
property,  is  to  have  no  benefit  whatever 
under  this  Bill ;  while  the  bad  land- 
lord, who  has  neglected  his  property, 
is  to  be  the  man  to  whom  you  are  going 
to  be  generous  out  of  the  pockets  of  the 
tithe  pay  erff.  That  is  going  the  wrong 
way  to  work.  If  the  tithepayer  is  en- 
titled to  a  reduction,  it  is  not  the  bad 
landlord  who  ought  to  benefit,  but  the 
good  landlord.  I  believe,  and  I  have 
always  said,  that  at  the  present  time  the 
tithe  is  25  per  cent,  too  high.  I  think 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maldon  will  enable  more 
landlords  to  gain  what  is  called  this  con- 
cession, and  as  it  will  improve  the  Bill, 
I  have  great  pleasure  in  supporting  it. 

(9.6.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stock- 
port) :  It  seems  to  me  that  the  ultimate 
destination  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  is 
not  a  matter  with  which  we  need  trouble 
ourselves  at  the  present  moment,  so  I 
can  quite  appreciate  the  motives  of  my 
hon.Friend  the  Member  forLeice8ter,wlio, 
oonsidering  that  the  tithe  rent-chftrge 
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is  national  property,  wishes  to  preserve 
it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  declaimed 
against  confiscation  and  spoliation.  I 
hope  he  will  continue  in  that  frame  of 
mind  when  real  projects  of  confiscation 
and  spoliation  come  before  us.  Whatever 
be  the  ultimate  destination  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge,  whether  it  is  to  be 
confiscated  hj  the  nation  or  to  remain  as 
now,  payable  to  private  owners  who  have 
given  good  value  for  it  in  the  market, 
or  else  to  the  clergy,  who,  in  return 
for  receiving  it.  have  been  charged 
with  very  valuable  and  important  res- 
ponsibilities, it  surely  is  the  duty 
of  the  Legislature  to  take  care  that 
tithe  rent-charge  is  as  easily  collected  as 
possible,  and  that  it  shall  not  press  with 
undue  severity  upon  anyone  in  view  of  the 
the  altered  circumstances  since  the  settle- 
ment of  1836.  Any  steps  taken  by  the 
Legislature  to  make  the  recovery  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  more  easy  than  it  was 
before  does  not  appear  to  me  any  reason 
why  the  amount  ^thereof  should  be  di- 
minished. There  will,  no  doubt,  be  a 
sentimental  advantage  in  favour  of  the 
tithe  owner,  but  I  hope  the  result  of  the 
second  clause  will  be  to  remove  a  great 
deal  of  the  objection  of  which  we  have 
recently  heard  so  much.  In  passing  that 
clause  the  Government  have  only  acted 
rightly  in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner, 
the  tithepayer,  and  the  country  at  large. 
But  the  passing  of  that  clause  affords  no 
reason  why  the  third  clause  should  not 
be  passed.  If  I  thought  there  was  any 
moderate  or  immoderate  robbery  of  the 
Church  in  this  clause,  I  certainly  would 
both  vote  and  speak  against  it.  Again, 
if  there  was  any  robbery  of  the  tithe- 
payer,  I  would  vote  against  it.  It  is  not 
for  the  Legislature  to  do  wrong  or  vio- 
lence to  any  man  or  any  interest,  but  it 
appears  to  me  the  effect  of  this  clause 
will  really  be  in  certain  cases,  no  doubt, 
to  diminish  somewhat  for  a  time  that 
which  the  tithe  owner  may  demand — to 
diminish  it  for  a  time  in  the  hope  and 
reasonable  expectation  that  in  future 
years  he  will  get  all  to  which  he  has 
hitherto  been  entitled.  This  reduction 
is  not  to  be  made  invariable.  It  is  a 
reduction  to  take  place  only  under  certain 
circumstances  which  occasionally  arise  ; 
it  is  not  a  reduction  to  benefit  bad 
and  do  harm  to  good  landlords,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr.  Gray) 
endeavoured  to  make  out.  The  reduc- 
J^r.  Sydney  Gedge 


tion  has  only  to  do  with  the  condition  of 
the  land.  The  Legislature  has  to  look  at 
existing  circumstances,  and  it  finds  that 
corn-growing  land  is  not  cultivated  at 
all.  The  reason  is  that  it  is  not  worth 
the  while  of  the  owner  of  the  land  to 
cultivate  it,  when  there  is  a  first  charge 
on  it  called  the  tithe  rent-charge,  to  an 
amount  which  he  can  scarcely  hope  to 
produce  by  the  cultivation  of  the  soil. 
The  land  goes  out  of  cultivation,  and  the 
tithe  owner  who  seeks  for  his  remedy  by 
distraining  can  find  nothing  to  distrain 
upon.  If  he  takes  possession  of  the  land 
he  finds  he  has  got  a  white  elephant. 
[At  this  point  Mr.  Gedge  walked  several 
yards  in  the  direction  of  the  (jangway. 
The  Chairman  was  conversing  with  Mr. 
H.  Gardner.]  I  am  afraid  I  was  rather 
interrupting  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and, 
therefore,  I  have  moved  further  away. 
\CrieB  of  "  Order !'']  Well,  I  will  put  it 
the  other  way :  I  could  not  get  on  while 
the  Chairman  was  conversing  with  the 
hon.  Member,  as,  of  course,  he  has  a 
perfect  right  to  do.  [Renewed  cries  of 
"  Order  !  "]  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing that  is  out  of  order,  and  when  I . 
have  collected  my  thoughts  I  will  pro- 
ceed. The  point  I  was  endeavouring  to 
put  before  the  Committee  is,  that  under 
the  present  circumstances  the  tithe 
owners,  who  are  for  the  most  part  the 
clergy,  are  suffering  very  considerably 
from  the  land  going  out  of  cultivation. 
I  have  known  land  that  no  one  would 
take  and  pay  the  tithe  rent-charge  and 
other  givings,  let  alone  anything  to  the 
landlord.  I  therefore  say  to  my  friends, 
the  clergy,  many  of  whom  have  written 
me  on  the  subject :  It  is  very  much 
better  in  many  cases  to  take  half  than  to 
stick  out  for  the  whole.  Holding  this 
view,  I  very  heartily  support  the  clause. 
I  confess  I  should  have  thought  three- 
fourths  was  a  better  fraction  than  two- 
thirds,  and  if  the  Government  had  seen 
their  way  to  introduce  the  fraction  of 
three-fourths  in  their  Bill,  I  should  have 
supported  them  with  greater  cordiality 
than  I  do  now.  I  understand  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
does  not  like  the  present  plan  of  the 
Income  Tax  being  the  standard,  and  that 
he  prefers  that  the  County  Court  should 
be  made,  so  to  speak,  a  Land  Court. 
That  would  be  a  very  expensive  process. 
If  the  County  Court  Judge  were  called 
upon  to     settle   this    question,    experts 
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-wonld  be  called  on  esKsh  side, 
and  a  large  array  of  counsel 
and  solicitors  engaged.  The  cost 
would  be  very  great.  As  to  arriv- 
ing at  the  cost  through  the 
occupier's  book,  every  one  who  knows 
anything  of  farmers  knows  that  is 
impossible.  I  have  never  met  a  farmer 
who  keeps  proper  accounts ;  and,  there- 
fore, to  ascertain  the  profits  through  the 
occupier's  books  would  be  most  difficult 
and  costly. 

(9.10.)  Me.  HENEAGE  (Grimsby)  : 
I  desire  to  explain  in  a  Yerj  few  words 
why  I  prefer  the  Amendment  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  But  before  offer- 
ing that  explanation  I  am  constrained  to 
demur  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  (Tcdge)  that  farmers 
do  not  keep  accounts.  There  is  proof 
that  farmers  do  keep  books,  because  they 
very  often  appear  before  the  Income 
Tax  Commissioners  and  are  allowed 
remissions  on  showing  that  they  have 
not  made  any  profit.  But  on  the  present 
occasion  we  are  dealing  with  hard  cases, 
cases  where  land  will  go  out  of  cultiva- 
tion if  some  reduction  of  the  tithe  is  not 
made.  I  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
last  year  to  find  out  what  is  the  case  of 
tithe  throughout  the  greater  part  of 
England,  and  I  found  that  tithe  repre- 
sented its  own  name,  that  is,  it  is  more 
or  less  one- tenth  of  the  income  of  the 
land.  But  there  are  a  number  of  very 
hard  cases  indeed,  cases  in  which  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  pay  the  working 
expenses  of  the  land  or  to  get  any  rent 
for  the  land  after  the  tithe  is  paid. 
These  are  the  cases  with  which  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  proposes 
to  deal  in  this  Bill.  The  only  question 
between  those  who  advocate  two- thirds 
and  one  half  is  which  of  the  provisions 
will  meet  the  hard  cases  and  which  will 
not.  What  is  proposed  by  the  Bill  is 
that  a  discretion  should  be  given  to  the 
County  Court  Judges,  who  will  take  aU 
the  circumstances  into  consideration,  to 
remit  in  cases  where  the  tithe  exceeds 
two-thirds  of  the  annual  value,  either 
the  whole  of  the  excess  or  any  part 
thereof,  or  if  he  thinks  proper,  none  at 
all.  The  supporters  of  the  Amendment 
desire  to  extend  the  County  Court 
Judge's  discretion,  and  I  assert  that  there 
are  many  cases  where  the  tithe  is 
only  one-half,  which  are  very  much 
harder     cases    than     cases    in    which 


tithe  is  two  •  thirds.  Let  us  take 
the  case  of  two  farms,  both  of  100 
acres.  Suppose  that  in  one  case  the 
annual  value  is  30s.  an  acre.  That  will 
be  what  the  landlord  receives.  He  has 
to  pay  tithe  out  of  that.  If  the  tithe  is 
20s.  an  acre  he  will  pay  £100  out  of  the 
£150  he  receives.  That  leaves  him  a 
margin  of  £50.  Suppose  that  in  the 
case  of  the  second  farm  the  land  is  let 
at  10s.  an  acre,  and  that  the  tithe  is  5s. 
an  acre.  In  that  case  the  landlord  will 
receive  £50  and  pay  £25.  I  ask  whether 
the  landlord  with  a  margin  of  £50  is  not 
in  a  much  better  position  than  the  landlord 
with  a  margin  of  only  £25.  Unless  the 
matter  is  to  be  dealt  with  so  that  all  the 
hard  cases  come  within  the  limits  of  the 
clause  we  had  better  have  left  it  alone 
altogether.  It  is  no  use  indicating  that 
tithes  will  be  remitted  in  some  instances 
unless  you  are  going  to  do  some  good  by 
such  a  measure.  Many  of  us  believe 
that  if  the  discretion  of  the  County 
Court  Judge  were  extended  to  one-half, 
all  the  cases  that  need  abatement  would 
come  within  the  purview  of  tlie  clause, 
and  we  think  there  are  a  great  many 
cases  in  Essex  and  Hampshire  and  in 
other  counties  which  will  not  receive 
any  benefit  whatever  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  as  they  now  stand. 
It  is  said  that  to  make  the  clergy  give 
up  any  portion  of  the  tithe  is  spoliation 
and  robbery.  But  let  us  look  at  this 
question  from  a  practical  point  of  view. 
All  clergy  are  not  paid  by  tithes ;  some 
receive  their  remuneration  from  the 
glebe  land.  What  has  happened  in  their 
cases  ?  In  order  to  let  their  farms  they 
have  had  to  abate  their  rent  30,  40,  and 
50  per  cent.  And  yet  we  are  told  that 
if  'one  of  two  clergymen  in  adjoining 
parishes  derives  his  income  from  glebe 
land  and  the  other  from  tithe,  while  one 
has  to  give  up  half  his  income,  we 
are  not  to  take  away  from  the 
other  5  or  10  or  15  per  cent.,  because  he 
is  paid  by  tithe.  I  deny  that  there 
is  any  virtue  in  the  word  tithe  any  more 
than  there  is  in  the  word  glebe.  The 
only  question  is  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  yield  this  point  and  make  a 
good  job  of  the  clause,  or  whether,  by 
sticking  to  their  own  figure,  they  will 
avoid  giving  satisfaction  on  the  one  hand, 
whilst  they  depart  from  the  principle  of 
keeping  the  tithe  intact  on  the  other. 
The  question  is  not  what  the  amount  of 
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tithe  is,  but  whether,  after  the  tithe  has 
been  abated,  there  is  a  margin  left 
which  will  pay  rates  and  taxes  and 
enable  the  land  to  be  cultivated.  K 
there  is  not,  there  is  a  risk  of  the  land 
going  out  of  cultivation,  and  the  tithe 
owner  runs  the  risk  of  losing  the  whole 
of  the  tithe.  Will  not  the  Government, 
therefore,  leave  the  question  to  the 
County  Court  Judge,  who,  if  he  finds 
there  is  no  ground  for  the  abatement, 
will  not  give  it  ?  If  we  cannot  trust 
the  County  Court  Judge  in  one  case 
we  cannot  trust  him  in  another.  I  for 
one  am  very  strongly  in  favour  of  keeping 
intact  the  property  of  the  tithe  except  in 
these  very  hard  cases,  but  I  say  if  it  is 
worth  while  to  depart  from  the  principle 
of  keeping  the  tithe  intact  we  ought  to 
take  care  to  bring  within  the  purview 
of  the  clause  all  the  cases  which 
influence  us  in  departing  from  it.  I 
would  therefore  press  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  to  yield  to  the  appeals 
made  to  him  from  all  sides  of  this  House, 
and  extend  the  discretion  of  the  County 
Court  judge  to  "  one-half." 

(9.20.)  Mr.  H.  T.  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham) :  I  rise  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  do  so  with 
oonsiderable  reluctance,  because  I  cannot 
-disguise  from  myself  the  fact  that  those 
who  do  so  may  find  it  hard  to  defend  them- 
selves against  a  charge  of  confiscation  of 
property.  But  if  it  is  so  with  regard  to 
the  Amendment,  it  is  also  the  case  in  re- 
ference to  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  that 
those  who  supjiorted  the  Government  in 
their  legislation  in  1887  with  respect  to 
judicial  rents  need  be  very  squeamish  in 
this  matter.  I  support  the  Amendment 
as  a  Tory  because  I  believe  it  to  be  a  case 
of  absolute  necessity.  I  should  be  most 
unwilling  to  tamper  with  the  rights  of 
property,or  to  create  a  precedent  for  con- 
fiscation, but  I  cannot  help  looking  at 
things  as  they  are.  It  has  been  said  that 
we  are  altering  the  Act  of  1836,  and  that 
that  measure  was  a  final  settlement  of 
the  tithe  question.  I  am  a  laudator 
temporis  acti,  but  I  cannot  contend  that 
a  measure  passed  nearly  60  years  ago, 
and  which  was  adapted  to  the  circum- 
stances of  that  time,  must  be  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  present  time 
also.  I  have  myself  for  some  time 
believed  that  the  ultimate  settlement  of 
the  question  will  be  found  in  a  revalua- 
Mr.  Heneage 


tion  of  the  tithe,  but  as  far  as  I  can  see 
there  is  no  chance  at  present  of  that  being 
undertaken.  I  regard  the  the  argument 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  as  con- 
clusive for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldoh.  I  believe  the 
adoption  of  that  Amendment  to  be  neces- 
sary in  order  to  save  from  absolute  ruin 
a  portion  of  the  agricultural  communiiy. 
I  cannot  think  it  ever  could  have  been 
contemplated  by  the  Act  of  1836  that 
the  value  of  the  tithe  might 
exceed  the  value  of  the  land  to  the 
extent  recognised  by  the  Grovemment, 
or  to  the  extent  covered  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  Anxious  as 
I  am  to  maintain  the  rights  of  property, 
and  conscious  as  I  am  that  what  we  are 
doing  now  may  be  said  to  be  injurious 
to  those  rights,  I  shall  certainly  vote 
with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gray)  if  he 
goes  to  a  Division.  I  cannot  but  think, 
however,  that  the  course  we  advocate 
can  be  pursued  without  any  confiscation 
at  all.  I  cannot  see  why  some  com- 
pensation from  some  source  or  other 
could  not  be  given  to  those  who  are  to 
be  deprived  of  their  property  in  this 
way.  It  has  been  proposed  that  compen- 
sation should  be  given  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fand,  but  that  has  not  been  fi^ene- 
rally  accepted  by  the  House.  But, 
whether  from  that  source  or  from  some 
other,  a  very  moderate' amount  of  com- 
pensation might  be  found.  It  would 
operate  only  in  a  very  small  number  of 
cases.  If  the  Government  can  propose 
some  way  of  compensation,  they  will 
not  only  smooth  the  passage  of  the  Bill, 
but  Will  undoubtedly  earn  the  goodwill 
of  those  who,  I  maintain,  have  some  right 
to  consideration. 
*(9.26.)  Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset, 
E.):  In  considering  this  Amendment^ 
we  ought  not  to  forget  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  is  not  to  transfer  any 
money  from  the  tithe  owner  to  the  tithe- 
payer,  but  to  alter  the  method  of  re- 
covery in  a  way  that  shall  be  just  to  all 
parties.  It  has  been  admitted  by  the 
mover  of  the  Amendment  that  the  tithe 
is  the  first  charge  on  the  land.  If  it  is 
so,  it  seems  to  me,  that  the  only  justifi- 
cation for  its  remission  as  proposed  in  the 
clause  is  the  public  ground  that  the  land 
may  otherwise  be  dnven  out  of  cultiva- 
tion. Therefore  what  the  Gbvemment 
have  to  show,  is,  that  the  reduction  they 
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propose  is  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent 
that  being  done  in  certain  hard  cases.  I 
have  listened  in  vain  for  figures  to  show 
that  it  is  necessary  to  give  a  greater 
reduction  than  .is  proposed  by  the 
Government.  The  margin  proposed  by 
the  Government  seems  to  me  per- 
fectly reasonable,  and  in  considering  the 
clause  we  must  not  forget  what  the  tithe 
owner  gives  up  under  it.  It  is  not 
merely  a  remission  for  one  year,  but 
where  the  land  goes  out  of  cultivation 
he  gives  up  the  right  to  recover  two 
years'  arrears  of  tithe  on  its  being  again 
cultivated.  That  seems  a  very  sub- 
stantial quid  pro  quo  in  adjusting  the 
conflicting  claims  of  the  tithe  owner  and 
tithepayer.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  has 
spoken  of  the  discretion  of  the  Couniy 
Court  Judge,  but  I  would  point  out 
that  the  clause  gives  him  no  discretion. 
When  it  is  shown  what  is  the  difference 
between  the  tithe  rent-charge  and  the 
two-thirds  of  the  assessment  under  Sche- 
dule B,  the  Court  "  shall  order "  the 
difference  to  be  remitted  under  the 
clause.  It  is  therefore  imperative  on  the 
Court  to  make  the  reduction.  I  would 
further  add,  it  is  very  undesirable  to 
give  the  Court  any  discretion.  It  is 
very  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  peace 
between  the  parties,  that  tithe  owner  and 
tithepayer  should  know  their  rights 
exactly,  that  they  should  not  be  driven 
to  the  County  Court  in  the  hope  that 
they  may  get  some  assistance  from  the 
exercise  of  the  discretion  of  the  Court. 
The  Debate  has  shown  that  there  is  no 
reasonable  ground  for  increasing  the 
amount  of  reduction  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  and  I  hope  the  Government,  in 
justice  to  both  parties,  will  maintain  the 
proposal  they  have  made. 

(9.31.)  Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  reasons  advanced 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  are 
equally  applicable  to  the  'Amendment 
and  the  clause.  For  myself,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  confess  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  doing  so,  because  in  that 
part  of  the  country  with  which  I  and 
some  of  my  friends  around  me  are 
acquainted,  meetings  have  been  con- 
vened by  clerical  tithe  owners  and  reso- 
lutions arrived  at  denouncing  the  pro- 
posals as  sacrilegious  plunder,  and  so  on, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  other  meetings 


have  been  held  by  tithepayers  unani- 
mously condemning  both  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  and  the  Amend- 
ment as  futile,  reactionary,  and 
a  waste  of  time,  both  parties  being 
in  absolute  unanimity  in  •  stating 
that  they  will  never,  under  any  circum- 
stances, vote  for  a  supporter  of  the 
present  Government.  I  shall  certainly 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  nor  do  I 
think  it  necessary  to  express  any  further 
reasons  than  those  which  have  been  given 
for  doing  so. 
*(9.33.)  Mr.  C.  T.  ACLAND  (Corn- 
wall, Launceston)  :  I  have  always 
maintained,  and  I  do  so  now,  the 
principle  that  tithe  is  national  pro- 
perty, and  on  that  principle  I  cannot 
see  why  we  should  consent  on  the  part 
of  the  nation  to  a  reduction  of  the  tithe 
beyond  what  is  absolutely  necessary. 
Why  go  beyond  that  to  give  relief  in  a 
very  small  numbsr  of  cases,  and  a  relief 
which  in  any  case  can  only  be  partial? 
I  quite  believe  there  is  reason  for  doubt- 
ing whether  the  Act  of  1836  still 
remains  an  adequate  settlement  of  the 
question  of  tithe,  and  that  if  we  went 
into  the  whole  question  good  reason 
would  be  found  for  coming  to  some  other 
arrangement  than  that  which  at 
present  exists  for  ascertaining  the 
value  of  the  tithe.  But  I  am  cer- 
tain that  no  increased  reduction,  such 
as  is  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
will  meet  the  case  of  the  yeoman 
farmer,  of  whom  he  has  spoken  with  so 
much  sympathy,  or  any  other  class.  I 
believe  there  are  hard  cases  spread  over 
many  parts  of  England,  where  freedom 
from  present  heavy  burdens  is  necessary, 
and  I  quite  admit  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  land  in  a  condition  from  which 
all  who  wish  well  to  the  interests 
of  the  nation  desire  to  see  it 
relieved.  But  I  do  not  think  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon 
will  meet  the  difficulty;  and  I  hope 
the  Government,  although  they  may 
be  in  a  somewhat  uncomfortable  position 
between  the  tithe  owner  and  the  tithe- 
payer, will  stand  by  their  proposals.  In 
order  to  keep  the  land  in  cultivation, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  in  order  that  the 
tithe  owner  may  get  something,  I  con- 
clude that  the  Government  have  sound 
reason  for  going  the  distance  they  have, 
and  I  shall  therefore  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 
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*(9.35.)  Sib  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE 
(Kensington,  N.) :  It  will  seem  per- 
fectly clear  to  anyone  who  has  listened 
to  the  Debate  on  this  Amendment 
that  the  difference  between  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  and  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  is  little  more 
than  the  difference  between  tweedle- 
dee  and  tweedle-dum.  ["  No ! "]  My  hen. 
Friend  says  "  No ; "  but,  as  a  fact,  the 
remission  in  either  case  will  refer,  not 
to  a  very  large  n  amber  of  cases 
throughout  England,  but  in  either  cjise 
the  remission  will  refer  to  cases  where 
hardships  have  undoubtedly  been  proved. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  strongly  object  to 
any  tampering  with  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, and  I  shall  assent  to  either  of 
these  proposals  with  reluctance,  and 
only  on  the  ground  of  extreme  hardship 
proved.  I  entirely  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  when  he  most  ingenuously  con- 
fessed that  this  proposal — both  of  these 
proposals — involved  a  certain  amount  of 
robbery  of  the  Church,  or,  as  I  would 
rather  prefer  to  put  it,  of  confiscation  of 
the  property  of  the  tithe  owner.  It 
is  true  that  in  one  case  the  robbery 
— or  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
calls  robbery,  though  he  votes  for  it — 
would  be  in  a  moderate  degree,  and 
in  the  other  case  in  a  somewhat  larger 
degree  ;  but  still,  as  the  Bill  stands,  and 
unless  a  further  Amendment  be  carried, 
which  I  am  informed  cannot  in  order 
be  moved,  unless  such  an  Amendment 
be  carried  involving  compensation,  in 
either  case  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
objection  to  the  principle  involved  in 
this  proposal.  I  am  perfectly  prepared 
to  admit  that  if  compensation  were 
possible  —  if  the  Government  would 
siiggest  that  either  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  or  from  the  fund  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  or  from 
any  other  source  compensation  could  be 
afforded,  then  I  would  say,  however  this 
Amendment  is  decided,  there  would  be 
no  further  dan<^er  in  it.  The  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  might  be 
carried,  or  the  proposals  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maldon.  But  I 
do  ask  the  Committee  to  recognise  that 
in  either  of  these  proposals  there  is  an 
act  of  confiscation,  and  I  do  think  that 
this  Legislature  has  never  yet,  with  its 
eyes  open,  consented  to  an  Act  that  is 
one  of  confiscation  without  compensation. 


When  we  take  up  land  for  the  purpose 
of  street  improvements  we  do  not  simply 
take  that  land  from  the  owner — we  give 
him  compensation.  It  has  been  said  that 
in  such  a  case  the  principle  of  better- 
ment should  come  in ;  but  that  does  not 
in  any  way  apply  to  property  in  tithe, 
for  the  remainder  of  the  tithe  does  not 
become  of  greater  value.  The  right 
principle  is  that  disclosed  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  in  relation 
to  another  Amendment.  When  he  was 
speaking,  I  think  with  regard  to  the 
schedule  of  costs,  he  pointed  out  that 
the  public  itself  benefited  from  the  Bill, 
and  therefore  he  said  in  this  connection . 
that  the  public  might  well  make  some 
little  sacrifice  for  the  Bill.  I  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  Committee  that  the  public 
might  make  some  little  sacrifice,  in 
the  way  of  compensation  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  to  obtain  this 
valuable  effect — that  the  land  would 
not  be  allowed  to  go  out  of  cultivation 
because  the  tithe  presses  too  heavily  on 
it.  In  support  of  this  proposition, 
to  which  I  claim  the  support  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury,  may  I  point  out  that  whichever  of 
these  proposals  is  carried,  the  tithe  owner 
will  be  mulcted  in  a  certain  amount  of 
property,  and,  further,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  landowner  will  be  liable  for  the 
first  time  to  a  new  charge  upon  his  pro- 
perty. It  has  fallen  upon  the  property 
before  indirectly,  no  doubt — but  now 
there  is  a  direct  liability  upon  the  land- 
owner. Therefore  both  the  tithe  owner 
and  the  landowner  are  called  upon  to 
make  some  sacrifice  for  the  public  weal, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  the  public 
might  consider  this  proposal  for  compen- 
sation in  the  interests  of  the  two  parties. 
One  other  consideration  I  venture  to  sub- 
mit. It  is  an  undoubted  fact  that  the  agri- 
cultural depression  of  the  present  day  is 
mainly,  if  not  entirely,  owing  to  causes 
from  which  the  whole  of  the  com- 
munity have  derived  a  benefit.  It  is  very 
largely  owing  to  the  free;  competition  of 
foreign  corn  and  foreign  agricultural 
products.  Therefore,  I  submit  that  the 
community  at  large  does  benefit,  first  of 
all,  from  the  agricultural  depression  that 
has  brought  about  the  necessity  for  such 
a  Bill  as  this ;  secondly,  from  the  new 
liabilities  to  be  laid  on  the  landowners  by 
the  Bill ;  and,  lastly,  from  the  sacrifice 
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which  the  titho  owner  is  called  upon 
to  make  in  these  proposed  remissions. 
If  all  these  changes  be  for  the  public 
benefit  in  these  three  forms,  then  I 
say  that  the  Government  will  be  justi- 
fied if  it  asks  the  Committee  before 
this  Bill  leaves  us  to  recommend  some 
means  of  finding  compensation  for  those 
who  will  be  injuriously  affected  by  the 
Bill.  I,  therefore,  shall  be  prepared  to 
support  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  the  cutting  down  of  the  tithe 
owner's  property ;  but  I  do  hope  that  the 
Government  will  consider  the  sugges- 
tion I  have  made  in  regard  to  compen- 
sation, and  I  feel  certain  that  should 
they  see  their  way  to  accept  it  they 
would  have  the  approval  of  the  com- 
munity generally. 

(9.40.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON: 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the 
line  of  argument  adopted  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Kensington,  who  addressed  himself  to 
an  Amendment  that  he  has  on  the 
Paper,  but  which,  I  think,  it  is  not  com- 
petent for  him  to  move.  The  Amend- 
ment we  are  considering  at  present  does 
not  involve  any  question  of  principle. 
The  principle  is  conceded  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government.  If  the 
Government  had  not  made  their  pro- 
posal there  would  yet  be  a  question  of 
principle  to  decide.  But  this  is  only  a 
small  question  of  the  difference  between 
two-thirds  and  one-half,  a  difference  of 
£  s.  d.  amounting  to  one-sixth  of  the 
total  amount.  The  only  question  now 
is,  which  of  the  two  proposals  is 
most  practicable  and  will  be  most 
beneficial.  If  the  Committee  were  dis- 
cussing a  question  affecting  some  distant 
planet,  then  the  stem  and  pitiless  logic 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  and  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  might  prevail.  But, 
fortunately  or  unfortunately,  the 
world  is  not  governed  by  purely 
logical,  but  by  practical  considerations. 
We  have  to  consider  to  what  extent  each 
of  the  two  proposals  before  us  is  most 
likely  to  meet  the  special  circumstances 
of  the  case.  These  proposals  are  not  of 
a  general  character ;  they  are  designed 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  special  inci- 
dents of  the  prevailing  depressioTi,  of 
meeting  exceptional  cases  which  appear 
to  call  for  exceptional  remedies ;  and 
they  must  be  judged  from  that  point   of 


view.  If  we  look  at  the  matter  from 
that  point  of  view,  it  will  be  found  that 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  are  not 
sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  What  is  meant  by  the  annual 
value  under  Schedule  B  ?  It  is  arrived 
at  by  adding  together  the  rent  and  the 
tithe  rent-charge,  and  by  deducting  from 
the  sum  total  one -eighth  of  the  whole. 
How  is  that  principle  applied  to  the 
cases  which  have  to  be  considered  in  the 
event  of  either  proposal  being  adopted  ? 
A  paper  has  been  circulated  giving  a 
list  of  20  farms,  situated  in  Berkshire, 
Hampshire,  and  Wiltshire.  Those  farms 
amount  to  10,000  acres,  with  £1,700  of 
rent  and  £2,300  of  tithe  rent-charge. 
But  if  the  proposal  of  two-thirds,  as 
suggested  by  the  Government,  is 
adopted,  the  amount  chargeable  will 
really  be  in  excess  of  the  sum  forth- 
coming, and  there  will  be  no  remission 
at  all.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Maldon  Division  were  carried,  there 
would  be  an  actual  remission,  and  the 
proposal  would  be  operative.  I  am  not, 
however,  particularly  enamoured  of 
either  proposal.  We  desire  not  so 
much  an  Amendment  of  this  cha- 
racter as  the  incorporation  of  the 
principle  of  a  general  revision  of 
tithe ;  but  of  the  two  proposals  before 
the  Committee  I  prefer  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon.  We  have  to  deal 
with  certain  special  hard  cases,  in  which 
the  land  is  actually  being  thrown  out  of 
cultivation.  It  is  not  a  proposal  which 
affects  the  larger  landowners,  but  it 
affects  in  a  special  degree  the  yeomen 
farmers,  the  men  who  own  their  land. 

(9.53.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS:  I  confess  I 
have  great  misgivings  as  to  the  wisdom 
of  this  clause  at  all.  I  regret  that 
the  Government  have  thought  it  neces- 
saVy  to  insert  it  in  the  Bill,  because,  in 
the  first  place,  it  distinctly  interferes 
with  the  right  of  property  as  it  exists  in 
the  tithe  rent-charge.  Indeed,  if  the 
Committee  look  at  the  Paper  they  will 
find  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire goes  even  further  than  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  for  interfering 
with  the  tithe,  and  proposes  that  the  rent 
in  those  cases  shall  also  be  reduced. 
Both  the  tithe  owners  and  landowners 
are  thas  being  attacked;  and  I  think  it 
is  a  matter  of  regret  that  this  un- 
fortunate   precedent  should  hnvq   come 
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from  the  Conservative  side.  I  have  a 
great  deal  of  sympathy  with  the  poor 
titliepayers ;  but  I  wish  that  the  Govern-  ' 
ment  could  have  found  a  plan  of  reliev- 
ing them  in  some  other  and  better  way,  as, 
for  instance,  by  a  different  manner  of 
calculating  the  corn  avei*ages.  It  seems 
to  mo  that  the  last  speaker  did  not  make 
a  sufficient  difference  between  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Grovernment  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon.  It  is  said  that 
Schedule  B  is  Schedule  A  plus  the  tithe, 
and  the  proposition  of  the  Government  is 
that  when  the  tithe  exceeds  two-thirds 
of  that  sum  then  remission  is  to  be 
given;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon 
says  that  whenever  the  tithe  equals  or 
exceeds  Schedule  A  then  the  remission  is 
to  be  given.  So  I  understand  the  pro- 
position. It  is  perfectly  clear  there  is 
a  great  difference  between  the  two  pro- 
posals, and,  as  the  lesser  of  the  two  evils, 
I  shall  support  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment. There  are,  I  am  sure,  few  cases 
where  the  remission  will  be  necessary, 
and  their  number  may  be  easily  ascer- 
tained. There  is  not  sufficient  ground 
shown  for  the  interference  with  the 
rights  of  property,  and  I  regret  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  introduced  the 
proposal. 
♦(10.0.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON:  In 
my  opinion,  we  Badical  Members  are 
bound  to  vote  against  this  Amend- 
ment, and  we  shall  stultify  ourselves 
if  we  do  not.  We  have  been  con- 
tending throughout  these  discussions 
that  tithe  is  the  property  of  the 
nation,  and  that,  with  due  regard  for 
existing  interests,  it  ought  to  be  applied 
to  public  purposes.  A  proposal  has  been 
made  by  the  Government  for  alleviating 
the  pressure  of  tithe  in  certain  hard 
cases,  and  we  did  not  object ;  but  now 
there  is  a  further  proposal  which  means, 
if  it  means  anything,  an  unnecessary 
whittling  down  of  the  public  property. 
The  landowner  is  in  a  fortunate  position 
in  respect  of  tithe.  If  tithe  were  an 
ordinary  rent-charge,  and  it  were  not 
paid,  the  land  would  be  sold  to  provide 
for  it.  In  regard  to  tithe  the  land 
cannot  be  sold,  and  distress  can  only  be 
levied  on  the  produce  of  the  land.  Now, 
when  the  landowner  is  in  difficulties  he 
comes  and  asks  for  abatement  and  con- 
sideration. There  is  a  disposition  to 
grant  an  abatement  to  a  certain  extent, 
and  he  ought  not  to  look  a  gift-horse  in 
Mr.  Jeffreys 


the  mouth.  After  all,  the  proposed 
remission  is  nothing  more  or  less  than  a 
concession.  We  are  providing  machinery 
by  which  the  rent-charge  shall  be 
recovered  from  the  landlord,  and  to  pro- 
pose to  reduce  the  charge  further  than 
is  suggested  out  of  generosity  by  the 
Government  is  to  take  unjustifiable 
advantage  of  the  desire  to  treat  the 
landlords  leniently.  We  have  got  to 
face  in  the  future  the  large  question 
of  tithe  redemption — the  sale  of  the 
tithe  to  the  landlords — and  we  musi^ 
bear  that  in  mind  when  we  are  asked  to 
make  concessions.  It  has  been  well  said 
by  previous  speakers  that  no  such  cases 
of  absolute  hcudship  have  been  made  out 
as  to  justify  any  concession  beyond  that 
proposed  by  the  Government ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  should  display  an 
amount  of  generosity  that  would  be 
unjust  to  the  public  at  large  if  we 
acceded  to  the  Amendment.  I  differ 
from  gentlemen  opposite  who  say  that 
the  tithe  is  the  sacred  property  of  the 
Church,  and  ought  not  to  be  touched.  It 
is  public  property,  and  has  been  declared 
over  and  over  again  to  be  public  pro- 
perty. If  you  go  back  to  distant  times 
you  will  find  that  tithe  was  largely 
applied  to  other  than  Church  purposes. 
The  poor  had  a  large  interest  in  it,  and 
it  was  devoted  to  other  secular  purposes. 
I  shall  support  the  Government  on  this 
point,  and  I  trust  that  my  Radical  friends 
on  this  side  will  not  allow  any  desire 
they  may  have  to  punish  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  forthcoming  Division  to 
induce  them  to  desert  the  principles  they 
have  so  frequently  expressed. 

*(10.6.)  Mb.  BBADEL  (Essex,  Chelms- 
ford) :  I  am  not  disposed  to  admit  that 
tithe  differs  from  any  other  kind  of  pro- 
perty. I  should  be  very  much  indis- 
posed to  take  land  or  Consols  or 
any  other  property  from  individuals 
on  the  assumption  that  they  were  national 
and  we  have  no  more  right,  in  my 
opinion,  to  attack  tithe  than  we 
have  to  attack  any  other  description  of 
property.  I  was  much  struck  by  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton).  Certainly, 
as  far  as  I  can  form  an  opinion,  the 
hon.  Member  never  used  a  spade,  even 
in  his  younger  days  at  play  on 
the  seashore,  and  never  possessed  an  acre 
of  land  in  his  life,  or  he  would  not  have 
made  some  of  the  obseryations  he  did. 
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Those  who  are  acquainted  with  agricultu- 
ral land  know  what  sufEerings  landowners 
have  undergone,  and  what  efforts  they 
have  made  to  keep  tenantson  their  estates. 
I  admit  they  have  done  so  from  a  selfish 
point  of  view,  knowing  that  if  they  let 
the  land  go  out  of  cultivation  they  lose 
more  than  their  rents  ;  but  the  effect  of 
their  action  has  been  that  the  largest 
amount  of  labour  has  been  employed  on 
the  land,  and  the  greatest  amount  of 
good  has  been  done  to  the  community  at 
large.  I  know  Members  opposite  glory 
in  thinking  that  the  landed  interest  has 
been  reduced  to  such  a  low  ebb.  [Opposi- 
tion cries  o/" "  No !  "]  I  have  heard  many 
of  them  say  they  rejoiced  to  see  it,  and 
that  rent  ought  to  be  the  very  last  con- 
sideration. I  have  heard  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  s^  that  rent  was  simply  the 
surplus.  ["Hear,  hear !  ''/rom  tJie  Oppo- 
sition,'] Hon.  Members  cheer  that.  Then 
they  agree  with  him  that  the  landlord 
is  not  worth  any  consideration,  and  that 
the  great  object  should  be  to  take  that 
which  he  had  hitherto  possessed  and 
give  it  to  someone  else.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  approve  of  such  a  view. 
If  I  may  do  so,  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon  (Mr. 
Gray)  not  to  press  his  Amendment 
to  a  Division.  I  feel  as  strongly  as  any- 
body the  diflBculties  in  which  the  small 
farmers  are  placed  with  regard  to  tithe. 
I  know  that  the  result  of  the  free 
importation  of  corn  in  Essex  and  other 
counties  has,  in  many  instances,  been 
to  put  wheat-lands  out  of  cultivation  alto- 
gether. I  could  quote  a*^  case  of  a  farm 
which  used  to  let  at  £300  a  year,  and 
now  cannot  be  let  at  all.  Such  instances 
could  be  multiplied  over  and  over 
again.  I  do  not  approve  of  the  Tithe 
Bill,  and  wish  the  Government  had 
never  brought  it  ,in ;  but,  still,  I  think 
it  my  duty  as  a  loyal  supporter  of  the 
Government  to  vote  against  this  Amend- 
ment, because  I  believe  they  must  sooner 
or  later  be  convinced  that  it  is  of  no  use 
to  trifle  with  this  question  of  the  land, 
and  that  they  must  bring  forward  some 
measure  with  the  object  of  putting  the 
farmer  in  a  better  position.  Before  I 
sit  down  I  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  (Mr.  H. 
Gurdner)  on  this  question.  Nobody 
knows  better  than  he  does  the  position 
of  many  of   the  tenant  farmers  in  his 


Division,  and  I  think  he  will  shake  in 
his  shoes  when  he  comes  to  meet  them 
face  to  face. 

*(10.12.)  Mb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
I  think  it  is  high  time,  after  the  speech 
we  hskve  just  heard,  that  some  one  should 
make  clear  the  attitude  of  the  Welsh 
Members  on  this  question.  The  form, 
Sir,  in  which  you  will  put  the  Question 
will  be  "  That  two-thirds  stand  part  of 
the  Clause."  On  that  Question  we 
intend  to  vote  "No*'  with  the  hon. 
Membet  for  Maldon.  Judging  from  the 
aspect  of  the  House,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  we  shall  be  successful.  If 
we  are  it  will  then  be  open  to 
us,  holding  as  we  do  with  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Bolton) 
that  tithes  are  a  national  asset,  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Carnarvon  Burghs,  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr,  against  the  whole 
clause.  Before  I  sit  down,  I  would  ex- 
press a  hope  that  we  may  get  some 
words  of  light  and  leading  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  on  this  question.  It 
looks  to  me  very  much  as  though  there 
is  a  conspiracy  of  silence  in  that  quarter 
of  the  House. 

(lO.U.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  An 
appeal  was  made  to  mo  just  now  by  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Beadel),  who 
said  I  should  shake  in  my  shoes  when  I 
met  the  farmers  of  my  Division.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  I  stand  firm  on 
my  feet  with  regard  to  these  farmers^ 
and  that  I  shall  stand  still  firmer  when 
I  have  voted  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon.  Every  im- 
partial  person  who  has  listened  to  the 
Debate,  when  he  considers  the  technical 
nature  of  the  subject,  and  the  diverse 
opinions  which  have  been  uttered,  though 
he  will  be  somewhat  confused,  will  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  Government  is  universally  con- 
demned. The  Amendment  especially 
interests  hon.  Members  who  come  from 
agricultural  parts  of  the  country — and  I 
particularly  notice  that  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  who  have  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment do  not  represent  any  county  con» 
stituency ;  if  they  did,  I  fancy  they 
would  take  a  wider  view  of  the  subjecL 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  talks 
about  tithe  being  national  property* 
Well,  I  do  not  yield  to  anyone  in  my 
advocacy  of  that  principle,  and  in  con* 
tending  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
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nation  to  allocate  it  to  any  other  purpose 
when  it  chooses.  I  shall,  therefore,  on 
this,  as  on  all  other  occasions,  do  my 
utmost  to  prevent  the  tithe  from  falling 
away  from  the  nation  altogether.  But  I 
would  point  out  that  there  is  such  a  thing 
as  agricultural  distress.  I  am  aware  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Dar- 
wen  Division  has  re-assured  the  House  as 
to  the  condition  of  agriculture — that  is 
to  say,  he  re-assured  himself ;  but  I  doubt 
if  he  re-assured  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Maldon  Division,  or  the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture.  I  should  like  to  hear 
something  on  the  subject  from  a  higher 
authority  than  the  noble  Lord.  We 
assented  with  pleasure  to  the  creation  of 
a  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  I  do  think 
that  on  a  subject  like  this,  which  so 
nearly  touches  the  interests  of  the  agri- 
cultural constituencies,  we  ought  to  hear 
what  is  the  opinion  of  the  President  of 
that  Board.  Hon.  Members  who  look 
forward  to  the  creation  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary in  this  country  should  not  over- 
look the  possible  effect  of  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  cultivators  upon  the  con- 
tinuance of  tithes  and  the  probability  of 
their  boing  abolished  altogether,  as  they 
have  been  in  other  countries.  For  my 
part,  I  agree  with  a  good  many  hon. 
Members  who  have  spoken  this  evening 
in  condemning  the  clause  of  the  Govern- 
ment altogether,  and  I  do  so  for  the 
reason  that  it  stereotypes  tithe,  and 
pledges  us,  as  it  were,  to  the  admission 
that  two- thirds  of  the  annual  value  is 
legitimate  tithe.  I  speak  for  the  far- 
mers of  Essex,  when  I  say  we  do  not 
admit  that  two-thirds  of  the  annual 
value  is  fair  tithe.  It  has  been  said, 
over  and  over  again,  that  titlie  should 
not  be  one-fifth  the  annual  value.  The 
Government,  however,  ask  that  we,  as  a 
Legislative  Body,  should  agree  with  them, 
and  put  it  on  record  that  we  who  represent 
agricultural  interests  consider  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  annual  value  is  legitimate 
tithe.  With  that  proposition  I  entirely  take 
issue.  The  cases  which  will  be  affected 
by  the  proposal  are  few  in  number. 
An  hon.  Member  mentioneci  100  as 
being  the  probable  number  that  v^uld  be 
affected,  and  1  agree  with  that  estimate. 
I  believe  that  if  you  adopt  two-thirds  of 
the  annual  value  as  your  criterion,  \ou 
are  leaving  out  a  large  number  of  c; 
of  hardship  which  should  be  attends 
Mr.  H,  Gardner 


to.  And  I  do  not  agree  with  your 
taking  the  Income  Tax  assessment  as  a 
standard  at  all.  I  should  think  it  a 
much  wiser  course  to  have  some  Court 
of  Appeal,  as  the  Attorney  General  sug- 
gested in  1888,  when  he  proposed  that 
the  County  Court  should  have  the  power 
to  consider  what  charge  land  would  bear 
without  being  put  out  of  cultivation. 
To  adopt  the  Income  Tax  assessment 
would  be  to  prejudicially  affect  many 
thousands  of  yeomen  farmers  who  have 
made  no  profit  during  last  year.  In  Kent 
alone,  the  number  of  small  cultivators 
cultivating  their  own  property  is  very 
great,  and  these  persons,  I  am  sure,  are 
a  class  which  wo  all  wish  to  maintain  in 
its  present  position.  In  the  case  of  these 
persons,  when  they  can  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners that  they  have  made  no  profit 
from  cultivating  their  farms  during  the 
year  their  Income  Tax  is  remitted,  but 
you  still  take  that  assessment  in  carry- 
ing out  this  clause  and  estimating  what 
tithe  should  be  paid.  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment what  they  propose  to  do  to  re- 
medy what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  flaw 
in  their  proposal  for  dealing  with  the 
small  yeomen  who  cultivate  their  own 
land  ;  and  I  trust  that  before  the  Debate 
closes  we  may  have  some  statement  on 
the  point  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.  I  said  I  was  op- 
posed to  the  clause  altogether,  and  I  see 
that  I  am  in  good  company  in  that 
matter,  for  I  find  that  gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  condemn 
it  in  every  way.  A  colleague  of 
mine  opposite  referred  to  a  meeting 
which  had  taken  place  in  EJssex — a 
county  in  which,  as  everyone  knows, 
this  tithe  question  is  of  pressing  im- 
portance. It  is  in  that  county  where 
there  is  so  much  derelict  land — and  if 
anyone  who  doubts  the  fact  of  land 
being  over-burdened  with  tithe  will  do 
me  the  honour  of  giving  me  an  hour  or 
two  in  conversation,  I  will  give  him 
an}'  number  of  instances  to  prove  the 
truth  of  my  case.  Well,  the  Chamber 
of  Agriculture  of  that  county  have 
passed  a  resolution  absolutely  con- 
demning the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment. That  was  on  the  side  of  the 
tithepayer,  but  how  about  the  tithe 
owner  ?  I  find  that  the  clergy  have  held 
a  stormy    meeting,    in  which  this    3rd 
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clauae  of  the  Bill  was  strongly  con- 
demned, one  reverend  gentleman  de- 
scribing it  as  iniquitfius,  and  declaring 
that,  **  It  would  fan  fche  fire  of  tithe 
agitation  in  Walea,  and  hel|i  to  kindle  it 
in  England,"  I  have  not  the  alightest 
doubt  that  that  gentleman  was  a  strong 
supporter  of  Her  Majesty^s  Government, 
I  think  we  may  take  it,  therefore,  that 
thitt  clause  of  the  Gtjvernment  has  been 
condemned  on  all  sides  alike,  whether 
by  tithepayer  or  tithe  owner.  Under  these 
circnmataooes,  I  shall  certainly  vote  with 
the  hun.  Gentleman  opposite,  though  I 
will  not  for  a  moment  admit  that  the  road 
he  takes  is  absolutely  the  ti'ue  one.  He 
may  be  right  in  some  cases,  but  he  is 
wrong  in  others ;  and,  altogether,  this 
shows  the  slipshod  method  in  which  the 
Government  have  dealt  with  a  very 
difficult  question,  and  how  much  wiser 
it  would  have  been  to  have  adopted  the 
course  suggested  by  their  own  Attorney 
General  in  1888. 

*(10.2a)  SibM,  hicks  BEACH:  In 
therema^rks  in  which  the  hou^Memberfor 
Maldcm  introduced  this  proposal  he  made 
considerable  reference  to  the  position  of 
the  yeoman  freehokier,  and  appealed  to 
the  Govern  me  nt  in  his  interest.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  been  appealed  to 
on  behalf  of  the  poor  clergyman  and  the 
tithe  owner,  and,  for  my  part,  wishing  to 
decide  the  matter  without  regard  to  sen- 
timent, I  believe  that  the  clause  strikes  a 
middle  course,  and  dt»eR  justice,  ^*8  for  as 
possible,  between  tithe  owner  and  tithe- 
payer*  I  have  listened  carefully  to  the 
Debate,  and  have  considered  many  com- 
munications that  have  rejichod  me  from 
all  quarters  of  the  country,  and  I  believe 
that  the  Government  propose  to  do  what 
is  just  ELS  between  both  parties.  One 
evidence  of  that  is  that  the  extreme 
advocates  on  either  aide  do  not  agree 
with  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt),  in  the  very  amusing  ob- 
servations he  made  at  an  earlier  part  of 
the  evening,  said  that  this  was  no  Party 
question,  and  I  think  he  was  quite 
right*  He  went  on  to  -how^  that,  being 
no  Party  question,  it  was  one  on 
which  he  was  able  to  give  an  un- 
biased judgment  In  giving  that  judg- 
ment, he  first  declared  that  both  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  and  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Essex  were  robbery 
of  the   Church  ;   but   later  on   he   an-  ' 
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nounoed  himself  as  a  greater  robber  of 
the  Church  than  we  were,  and  justified 
himself  on  the  ground,  which  appears  to 
be  a  perfectly  adequate  ground  for  the 
|jr<jpofial  in  the  clause,  that  he  is  in 
favour  of  preserving  the  corptts  of  thoi 
tithe,  while  making  the  necessary  revi- 
aion  in  case  of  hardship.  Tbat  is  a  very 
sound  opinion  ;  but  what  then  becomes 
of  the  argument  of  the  right  hon ►  Gen- 
tleman as  to  robbery  of  the  Church? 
The  Government  have  endeavoured  to 
carry  out  what  appeared  to  be  the  general 
desire  of  the  House  of  Commons,  namely, 
that  the  tithe  rent-charge  should  not 
exceed  the  net  profits  derived  from 
titheable  lands  by  the  landowner. 
Adopting  that  principle,  we  have  had 
very  considerable  difficulty  in  making 
such  projxjsals  to  the  House  as  would 
carry  it  into  effect.  In  the  present*| 
Bill  we  propose  that  the  gross  asses 
meut  under  Schedule  B  of  the  In- 
come Tax  shall  be  the  basis  of  the  caU 
culation  of  what  the  net  profits  of  tithe- 
able  land  are.  Some  hon.  Members 
object  to  such  a  pn^poeal  as  giving  too 
much  to  the  landowner.  But  it  must  - 
bo  remembered  that  the  assessment  1 
under  Schedule  B  is  a  gross  assessmenty'l 
and  if  we  are  considering  the  net  profits 
of  the  landowner  it  would  be  obviously 
unfair  to  take  the  gross  assessment  as 
the  criterion  of  that  matter.  Therefore, 
the  Government  propose  to  deduct  33 
per  cent,  from  the  gross  assessment  as  a  j 
rough  estimate  jf  the  cost  of  repairs 
and  management  of  the  estate.  It  is 
obviously  to  the  interest  of  the  tithe 
owner  himself,  as  well  as  of  the  landlord, 
that  the  tithe  should  not  exceed  this 
point,  because  if  the  landlord  be  not  able 
to  keep  his  land  and  the  buildings  on  it 
in  such  a  condition  as  to  hold  the  land  in 
cultivation,  the  tithe  owner  would  be  in 
a  very  awkward  position.  He  might 
lose  very  much  more  in  such  cases  than 
he  would  do  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  ;  in  some  cases  he  might  lose  even 
the  whole  of  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
Several  hon.  Members  have  argued 
that  the  deduction  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  is  not  enough  ;  but 
I  have  heard  nothing  to  convince  me 
that  the  proposal  does  not  do  enough 
for  the  end  which  the  Government  have 
in  view.  If  hon.  Members  wish  to  take 
the  gross  rent  of  the  land,  and  make  a 
division  of  it  between  the    tithe   i»wtier 
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and  the  landowner,  then  there  would  be 
reason  for  the  more  far-reaohing  proposal 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  But  that  would 
be  an  extremely  dangerous  principle 
for  my  hon.  Friend  to  adopt.  It  would 
certainly  lead  to  such  a  proposal  as 
that  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  for  a  division 
of  the  rent  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant.  I  do  not  desire,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  to  give  the  slightest  justification  in 
anything  we  may  propose  to  the  House 
for  a  measure  of  that  kind.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kent,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Essex,  said  that  he  did  so  with  some 
idea  of  compensating  the  tithe  owners 
to  some  extent  from  public  funds  for 
the  tithe  rent-charge  which  they  would 
l<»se.  I  hope  no  hon.  Member  who  votijs 
for  the  Amendment  will  endeavour  to 
salve  his  conscience  with  that  idea.  It 
would  be  utterly  impossible  to  make 
Buccesslully  a  proposal  to  the  House  of 
Commons  which  would  involve  charging 
the  taxpiyers  with  payment  for  the 
losses  of  the  tithe  owners.  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  adhere  to  the  proposal 
made  b^  the  Grovernment.  I  would 
venture  also  to  point  out  to  hon. 
Members  behind  me  that  if  they  are 
successful  in  defe.kting  the  Govern- 
ment's proposal  they  will  do  so  with 
the  aid  of  votes  which  will  be  turned 
against  them  in  the  next  Division. 
I  would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maldon  that  half  a  loaf  is 
better  than  no  bread. 

(10.37.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think 
that  the  last  sentences  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  are  an  admirable  commentary 
on  his  statement  that  the  question  is  not 
a  Party  question.  A  more  distinct  Party 
appeal  to  settle  a  question,  which  he  said 
was  not  a  Party  one,  I  think  I  never 
heard  in  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  forward  a  singular 
claim  for  the  merits  of  his  proposal.  It 
is  that,  inasmuch  as  everybody  has  dis- 
approved of  the  proposal,  it  must  be  a 
good  one. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  said  the 
extreme  advocates  on  either  side. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  In  that  case 
every  hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  this 
evening  from  either  side  of  the  House  is 
an  extreme  advocate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  accused  me  of  having  for- 
merly taken  a  different  view  as  to  the 
Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach 


diminution  of  the  tithe.  But  in  the 
proposal  of  1889,  which  I  supported,  the 
net  profits  from  the  land  were  to  be 
assessed  by  the  County  Court  Judge. 
Does  anybody  pretend  that  that  pro- 
posal would  not  have  done  much 
more  good  than  the  present  one  \ 
How  many  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  people  would  have  gone  before  the 
County  Court  Judges  to  prove  that  there 
were  no  net  profits  whatever  on  their 
farms,  and  the  tithes  would  then  have 
gone  by  the  board  ?  I  very  much  regi^t 
that  we  have  not  had  the  views  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 
He  represents  that  great  interest  in 
every  sense  of  the  word,  yet  upon 
this  proposal  he  has  not  had  a  word  to 
say.  Why,  he  might  have  risen  and  with 
his  eloquence  tamed  the  rebellious  spirit 
of  his  supporters.  He  might  have 
enchanted  them,  like  Orpheus  with  his 
lyre.  I  appealed  to  him,  for  he  was 
here  until  very  lately ;  but  now  that  the 
time  has  come  to  defend  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  exit  the  Minister.  I 
am  very  often  convinced  by  the  speeches 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
but  I  am  not  upon  this  point.  He  tells  us 
that  this  figure  of  two-thirds  which  he 
has  hit  upon  is  exactly  so  much  of  an 
allowance  as  will  enable  the  landlords 
of  England  to  keep  the  land  in  cultiva- 
tion, and  from  that  |)oint  of  view  it  will 
be  of  benefit  to  the  tithe  owner.  That 
is  the  only  justification  which  has 
been  ofEered  for  this  proposal.  Will 
it  do  what  is  expected  %  Everybody 
knows  it  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South- 
wark,  in  his  very  cleair  statement, 
has  given  us  some  figures  which  show 
that  in  the  cases  of  hardship  he  has 
adduced  in  regard  to  certain  ^rms 
which  he  has  taken  ^as  models  of  injustice 
the  tithe  greatly  exceeds  the  rent,  and 
that  in  those  cases  the  proposals  of  t)ie 
Government  make  no  reduction  in  t6« 
tithes  at  all.  Everybody  knows  thatv^^ 
this  must  be  so  in  a  great  number  of  > 
cases.  What,  then,  becomes  of  the 
"  live  and  let  live  "  principle  on  which 
the  Government  propose  to  come  be- 
tween the  tithe  owners  and  the  tithe- 
payers  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
excuse  me  if,  in  selecting  between  the 
two  robbers — or,  perhaps,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman behind  me  who  supports  the 
proposal  would  rather  I  should  *say  the 
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twg  contiBcators — 1  prefer  the  conlisctL- 
tor  wbo  does  some  g-ood  to  the  one  who 
does  none  ;  and  if  the  principle    main- 
tained    hy     the     right      hon.     Gent  leg- 
man    the    President    of    the     Board  of 
Tmde    be  a  good    principle — that  is  to 
say,  if  it  be   a  principle  that  will  allow 
the   land   to    be   kept   in  oultivtition,   I 
think  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maldon  is  a  better  one   than  thut  of 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman,    because  it 
will   at  least  do  something  towards  con- 
tributing  to   the    end    which   the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  says  he  has  in   view. 
I  do  not  wish   to  delay  the  Committpe 
longer.      So   far   we   have    hud   a  very 
interesting  Debater  and  we  have   now  to 
vott^  on  the  question  whether  we  approve 
the  proposal  of  the  Government.     When 
we  have  expressed  onr  disjij iproval  nf  tluit 
proposal    we  have  a  large  choic-e  of  the 
courses  we  onght  to  take.  In  faet,  I  nnver 
knuw   8<>   large  a  choice  offered  to  the 
House.    We  have  every  kind  of  proposal 
before  us.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
does  not  propose   to  cnt  down  t\w  tithe 
at  all,  and   he    would  vott^   sjgnjTist   the 
Governinpnt,  and     [irobably     will     vote 
against  the   hon.   Membtsr   for  Maldon 
In  this  way    we  have  all   kinds   of  per 
nintations  and  combitui^tions  to    elioose 
from.     This  is  the  result  of  the  Govern- 
ment breaking  down   a  principle.     The 
Government  have  the  landowners  bebiiid 
them,  and   when  they  do  get  the  land- 
owners in   that  position  they  feel    that 
they  are  bound  to  give  ** »  st>p  to  Cer- 
berus" of  some  kind  or  other.     Bat  the 
sop  they  have  thrown  has  not  \mi  Cer- 
berns  to  sleep,  and  that  is  the  only  ob- 
ject of  the  sop.  ThiP  is  n  great  question — 
in  fact,  I  may  almost  say    there  is  no 
larger  question  than   the  tithe  question. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  endea 
voured  year  after  year  to  deal  with  it^ 
and  they  have  done  so  by  wxetc)ied  ex- 
pedienta^  propountUd  one  after  the  other, 
and  all  inconsistent  with  each  other;  and 
BOW,  having  broken  dt»wii  the  principle 
of  the  Act  of  183t»,  and   determined  to 
take   a   little  slice  off  the  tithe   for  the 
benefit    of  the  gentlemen     with    whom 
they  act,  they  propose  tfi>  inVe  off  n  slice 
wliich,  as  far  as  we  can   see.  is  nnt  bier 
enough.     But  we  are  not  responsible  for 
this,  and  I  will  conclude  by  saying  that 
in  the  Division    which    is   about  to  tnke 
place   I,  for   my   ptwt,  shall  vote  against 
the  pi*opf»8al  of  the  Government, 


(10,49  ^  Mk.  LA'^OUGHEKiil  (North- 
amptou)  :  My  hon*  Kriend  has  asked  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  is  not  here,  and  why  he  has 
not  mwde  a  speech  on  this  subject.   Well, 
8ir,  I   can  ex f  lain  why  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  is  not  here.     He  is  one  of 
the  extreme  men   who  were  denounced 
just  now   by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the    President   of    the   Board    of  Trade. 
Probably   the  Minister  for    Agriculture 
goes  even  further  than  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maldon,  and  wvtuld  have    a    larger 
slice  of   the  cake   if  p  ssible  ;  therefore, 
he  does  not  like  to  s|  eak  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mrddon,  and  I  shall  look  with 
the  greatest  interest  to  see  whether  he 
gives   a   silent    vote  against  him,     L^st 
year  I   put  an  Amendment  to  the  Esti- 
mates on  the  Paper  to  rt  duce  the  salary 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentlem-'O  ;  hitt  I  did 
not  happen  to  be  in  the  H«fusp  when  the 
Vote  for   the    salary    of   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman   came  on,  and   so  he  got  his 
salary.     But  certainly   if   when  a  ques 
tion  like  this  is  lieing  discussed  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    does    not   favour  t!ie 
House   with   his  tijnnion,  nor  give  it  his 
ndvice,    I  coiisider    that   we  ought    not 
to  pay    him    £"J,000    a   year    in  order 
that  he  may    l>e  at  liberty  to  slink  out 
of    the    Hc^use    whtn    hia   assistance    ih 
needed,  or  in  ^  ve  a  silent  vote.     Really, 
Mr.     Courtney,    T     thank    my  Maker — 
[Lauf/hter~\ — well,    I    have    a  Maker— I 
say  T  do  thank  my   Maker  we  have  at 
least  a  Sept^tmifil   Act,  and,    therefore, 
that  this  Parliament  will  come  to  an  end 
at  some  tim(\     But  I  l^lieve,  when  I  con- 
sider the  divers  hhindering  projxjsals  that 
are  here  submitted,  that  if   this  Parlia- 
ment   were    to    go    on    to   the    extent 
of  the   Long  Parliament  w*e  should  not 
have  a  shirt  on    our  Itficks,  because  we 
should  give   everything   to  the  countiy 
gentlemen  and   those  who  support  Her 
Majesty  'k  G overn m ent»     I  conf e ss  I  have 
not  got  u|>  i!^  defence   of  the  Church  of 
England  ;  indet  d.   I  should   like  mys*  If 
to  take  away  \'\vr\  farthing  at    present 
ow  ned  by  the  Church,  because  I  regaixi 
it   as    nationrd    jn^erty;  bnt  T   cannot 
help  smiling  when  I  observe  the  friends 
of    the  Chnrch  and    the   friends  of  the 
landlords  falling   ont  about  the  plnnder. 
They  plunder  tl>e  public  ns  long  as  they 
can.  but  now  th»  y  find  thnt  an  eleetiim 
is   not  fiir  off,  and  that  it  is  danger«»U8 
til   attempt    to  plunder  the  public  any 


1371 


Tithe  Hent'Charife 


{COMMONS} 


Rec^^itl^ma^ 


1372' 


longer,  they  try  to  plunder  each  other.  We 
are  told  when  any  raid  is  committed  in 
Africa  it  is  to  pnt  an  end  to  slavery,  and 
when  any  proposal  is  made  to  benefit  tlie 
landowners   the   yeomanry  of    England 
are  trotted  ont.     We  are,  therefore,  told 
that  this  is  to  benefit  the  yeomanry  ;  but, 
if    so,    why   dcies    not    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  B<:»ard 
of  Trade   tell   as  he  will  limit  his  pro- 
posal to  the  oocnpying  owner t     If  he  did 
that  there  would  be  some  point  in  it;  but 
that  is  not  the  object  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    What  they  want  to  do  is  to 
benefit  the  landlords  of  the  country ;  it 
is  as  clear  as  possible.     He  tells  us  that 
the  land  will  be  thrown  out  of  cnltivar 
tioii,    and    that    it    ie    thrown    out    of 
cultivation  on  account  of  the  titfie,  and 
that  when   the   rent  does  not  amount  to 
one-third  of  the  amount  of  the  tithe  tht- 
tithe    is   to    be    taken — ont    of    whose 
pocket  ?     The  tenants*  t    Not  a  bit  of  it. 
It     is     taken     to     fill     the     landlord's 
pocket.      Take    the     case     of    a     £50 
fiirm^  let  to  myself,  and  say  the   tithe 
comes   to  £40,     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  tlmt  a  portion  of  the  tithe  shall 
be  taken  from  the  tithe  owner  ;  but  when 
he  finds  that  his  ancestors  bought   this 
estate,    he  finds  also  that  they  bought  it 
in  order  to  have  a  second  charge  on  the 
land,  and  not  the  first  charge.     The  first 
charge  must  be  the  tithe,  and  belongs  to 
the   country,     A   great  deal    Itaa    been 
taken     away    from    that    first     charge 
already.     It  was   much   higher  at  one 
time,  but  has  been  reduced  by  landlords' 
Parliaments,     To  tell  me  that  because  a 
middleman    who    stands    between    the 
owner  of  the  estate  and  the  tenant  of  the 
land    has    not   enough    they    ought    to 
reduce  the  first  charge  is  merely  to  say 
that  they  ought  to  reduce  the  interest 
on  the  mortgages  on  their  property  when- 
ever they  have  not  sufficient  margin   to 
keep  themselves  after  paying  the  mort- 
pagi  •     Now,  why  do  I  oppose   this  pro- 
posal i     It   is  not,  as  I  have  said,  in  the 
interest  of    the   Church  quoad  Church, 
but  because  this  proj>erty  belongs  to  ub. 
We   look  forward  to  the  time  when  we 
shall  have  a  majority  in  this  House,  and 
shall  be  able  to  lay  hold  of  the   whole  of 
these    tithes.       We  consider  they  belong 
to  the  public,  and  we  object  to  any    piirt 
of  our  property  being  reduced,  because  it 
goes   into    bad    hands    at    the    present 
moment.     For  my  jiart,  I  intend  to  vote 
Mr.  Lahouch^ere 


foi  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maldon.  What  is  that  proposal? 
It  is  that  the  words  *'  two- thirds  "  be 
left  out.  When  that  vote  is  carried,  if 
it  he  carried,  and  someone  proposes  other  I 
words  be  put  in,  I  am  not  sure  that  I  shall 
vote  for  them.  In  fact,  I  shrmld  prefer 
to  leave  the  sentence  as  it  then  would  be,  | 
namely,  nonsense.  To  the  end  I  shall 
vote  against  the  clause  entirely.  That 
is  the  view  which  I  think  ought  to  be 
taken  by  every  intelligent  Radical  who 
is  utterly  opposed  to  the  Bill,  utterly 
opposed  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  utterly  opposed  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon. 

(10.57.)  Sib  G,  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, «fec.):  I  mean  to  support  Her 
Majesty 's  Government  on  this  question. 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  took  a  very  practical  view 
of  the  matter.  I  believe  that  if 
we  defeat  the  Government  the  result 
will  be  to  set  up  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon,  and 
it  is  because  1  strongly  object  to 
that  that  I  aupjxirt  the  Government, 
whose  proposal  is  not  in  itself  an 
unreasonable  one.  The  bargain  of  183fi 
was  a  very  favourable  one  for  the  land- 
lords, as  under  it  they  obtained  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  whereby  the  tithe 
has  not  only  decreased,  but  decreased  in 
the  sense  they  desired  in  1836.  There 
are  certain  exceptional  cases  in  which 
the  tithe  falls  extremely  heavily  j  and  I 
think  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  put  forward  a  reasonable 
propoeition  when  he  says  it  has  rcfwjhed 
a  point  which  renders  it  impossible  to 
cultivate  the  land.  I  r^urd  the  proposal 
of  two-thirds  as  a  reasonable  one,  and  on 
that  ground  intend  to  support  the 
Government. 

♦(10.59.)  Mb.  C.  W.  GRAY:  I  con- 
gratulate myself  on  the  course  taken 
by  this  Debate,  because  although  it 
has  been  upon  one  of  those  questdona 
which  are  very  likely  to  cause  some 
warmth  of  feeling,  I  think  everyone 
will  a^ree  that  it  has  been  discussed 
without  a  shadow  of  ill-feeling.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the 
Bill,  in  his  eoncludin«,^  remarks,  asked  me 
to  accept  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment rather  than  the  moans  aimed  at  in 
my  own  Amendment,  and  he  suggested 
that  if  1  succeeded  in  carrying  the 
Amendment  the  votes  which   helped  me 
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than  might  be  turned  af^ainat  me  in  the 
next  Division.  I  am  not  to  be  frightened 
by  a  bug-bear  of  that  sort,  I  choose  tc* 
answer  that  request  in  the  words  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  used 
the  other  nights — words  that  bid  fair  to 
become  famonB.  Pari iaraentjiri I j speaking 
— ^"  1  mean  bnainess."  1  intend  going  to 
a  Division  npon  this  Amendment, 
At  an  early  stage  this  I>ebat© 
waa  thrown  into  confusion  by  the 
varying  meanings  attached  by  dif- 
ferent  speakers  to  the  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  declared  it  to  be  an  endeavour 
to  depFive  the  tithe  owner  of  one-half  of 
his  property,  while  the  Government 
propose  to  deprive  him  of  two-thirds.  I 
hope  that  no  one,  be  ho  champion  of  the 
tithe  owner  or  of  national  property,  like 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leices- 
ter, will  for  one  moment  think  I  am  pro- 
posing to  take  away  one- half  of  the  tithe 
owner's  property.  1  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  any  lengthy  ex- 
planation of  the  Amendment,  because  I 
thought  it  waagenerfdly  understood  that 
what  I  meant  was  that  the  tithe  owner's 
income  out  of  the  land  should  not  exceed 
that  of  the  landlord.  The  Government 
projxjsal  allows  it  to  be  double — a  pro- 
portion which,  1  think,  is  very  excessive. 
Take  the  case  of  a  farm  the  tithe  on 
which  is  5s.  per  acre,  and  the  beneficial 
rent  to  the  landlord  28.  6d.,  any  one 
would  ask,  will  that  be  affected  by  the 
Government  proposal  or  by  my  Amend- 
ment ?  I  answer  emphatically  "  No  ;*' 
neither  proposition  would  touch  that. 
Although  the  rent  of  a  farm  may  have 
been  30s.,  and  has  sunk  down  to  'is.  6d., 
whik^  the  tithe  remains  at  58.,  it  is  not 
proposed  to  give  any  relief  in  that  ctise. 
My  proposal  is  simply  this  :  In  a  case 
where  the  rent  is  below  ^s.  Gd.  and  the 
tithe  is  5b.  I  propose  that  the  two  Bums 
shall  be  put  tf>gether  and  divided, 
80  that  the  tithe  owner  shall  not  take  a 
larger  share  than  the  landlord.  I  am  not 
proposing  to  touch  the  corpus  of  the 
tithe,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  will  bt;ar  that  in  mind.  We 
only  touch  the  question  in  these  extreme 
cases,  and  for  the  year  only,  as  directly 
the  annual  value  of  the  farm  rises  the 
original  arrangement  is  reverted  to.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Btiard  of  Trade  alluded  to 
what    he     thought   was    in    my    mind 


when  I  put  my  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  But  he  did  not  ac- 
curately describe  what  was  in  my 
mind,  because  1  do  not  desire  it  to  be 
bc^lieved  for  one  moment  that  I  thought 
this  was  a  good  way  of  meeting  the 
extreme  cases.  I  am  not  at  all  fond  of 
Clause  3 ;  I  hardly  know  whether  it  is 
possible  to  |X)int  tc)  an  hon.  Member  who 
is  in  favour  of  it.  But  from  the  very 
first  time  this  vexed  question  was  talked 
abr)ut  I  wafi  led  on  to  hope  that  there 
would  be  in  the  Bill  some  point  at  which 
I  could  argue  in  favour  of  relief  in  these 
extreme  cjises.  I  hold  that  the  principle 
of  relief  should  have  been  very  much 
wider.  If  my  Amendment  is  passed 
there  will  be  thousands  of  cases  of 
excessive  hardship  left,  and  these  will 
not  be  nearly  touched  by  it.  But  I,  as 
it  were,  inade  a  bargain  with  the 
Government  that  if  they  put  in  a 
clause  of  this  sort  I  would  not  oppose 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  This 
promise  I  made  in  the  course  of  the 
Second  Reading  Debate.  I  do  not  like 
the  way  in  which  the  relief  is  proposed 
to  be  given,  but  1  must  put  n  p  with  it. 
The  hon.  Mem  lie  r  for  Leicester  opposite 
has  approached  this  question  from  a 
national  point  of  view.  He  declares  thiit 
tithes  are  national  property.  1  do  not 
dispute  that  a  great  deal  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  was  years  ago  given  by  generous 
donors  to  the  Church ;  but  I  would  call 
attention  (jo  one  fact^that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  I  ind  in  England  to  which 
this  Amendment  will  apply— land  which 
has  been  reclaimed,  and  which  has  only 
been  subjected  to  tithe  by  legislation. 
I  am  told  by  good  authority  that  in 
Fen  districts  of  Lincolnshire,  Cambria 
shire,  and  Norfolk,  there  is  something 
like  1,000,000  acres  of  land  which  have 
been  brought  into  cultivation  in  this 
way,  and  on  which  tithe  \ms  been  im- 
posed by  Parliament.  My  Amendment 
would  apply  to  cases  like  these,  and 
certainly  it  cannot  be  said  that 
in  such  cases  we  are  disturbing 
any  gifts  made  by  original  donors, 
I  regret  veiy  much  indeed  that  I  cannot 
accept  the  request  marie  by  my  hon. 
Colleague  the  Meml>er  for  Mid  Essex, 
that  I  should  withdiuw  my  Amendment, 
I  know  perfectly  well,  were  I  to  do  so, 
that  I  should  be  falling  back  from 
the  position  I  have  taken  up  in  the 
County  uf  Esjsex  on  this  question  over 
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and  over  again,  I  may  be  right,  or  I 
may  be  wrong ;  but  I  am  deterauned,  so 
long  as  1  have  the  honoui'  of  representing 
an  agricultural  division,  to  try  and  re- 
present  honestly  the  interests  of  a  large 
class  of  farmers  in  the  Easteni  Conntiea, 
who  are  afEected  by  this  question.  II 
I  lose  the  Amendment  throngh  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Leicester 
and  Northampt<in,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  I  should  advise  those  hon.  Members 
when  the  General  Electioo  come*  round 
not  to  devote  their  talents  to  try  to  per- 
suade the  voters  in  the  Eastern  Counties 
that  they  liave  adopted  the  right  pobcy. 

•(11.13).  Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE 
The  Committee  have  heard  a  good 
deal  as  to  in  whom  the  property  of 
the  tithe  is  vested.  Some  hon.  Members 
say  it  is  Church  property  •  others  claim 
that  it  is  national  property.  But  to 
whomsoever  it  belongs  no  reason  exists 
why  there  should  be  an  unfair  or  unjust 
application  of  the  money.  Remember 
that  the  landed  proprietor  does  not  want 
this  Bill  at  all,  and  I  am  sare  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
does  not  desire  any  dishonest  application 
of  the  tithe.  The  titlie  owner  will 
bene^t  because  he  will  get  his  tithe  col- 
lected free  instead  of  having  to  pay,  as 
he  has  done  in  the  pist,  5  or  6  per  cent.; 
but  the  landlord  will  have  the  burden 
transferred  to  his  shoulders,  and  he  will 
have  to  pay  this  percentage  for  col- 
lection from  his  tenants  where  they 
lire  under  agreement  to  pay  the  tithe. 
Now,  my  opinion  is  that  originally  one- 
third  of  the  tithe  was  devoted  to  edu- 
cational purposes,  one-third  to  the 
support  of  the  poor,  and  the  remaining 
thiiil  to  the  Church  ;  but  during  the  last 
6i  years  all  had  gone  to  the  Chnrch, 

The  CHAJRMAN:  Order,  order!  I 
do  not  observe  that  the  hon.  Member  ha« 
ap|u*oached  the  Amendment. 

^m  J.  SWINBURNE  :  lam  happy  tci 
be  able  to  support  the  Amendment.  I 
think  it  roost  undesirable  that  land  in 
Essex  cr  anywhere  else  should  be 
thrown  out  of  cultivation.  We  have 
seen  the  evils  of  derelict  farms  in 
Ireland,  I  hope  that  before  the  Division 
is  taken  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  send  for  his  Colleague  the 
Minister  for  Agriculture,  as  the  Com- 
mittee  is  entitled  to  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  him. 
Mr,  a  W:  Onjyy 


(11.19.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Aye6 178 ; Noes  124.-=(Div,  List,  No.  23.) 

♦(11.32  )     Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS  :     I  beg 

to  move  to  leave  out  from  "  and  '*  in  line 
9,  to  "  mentioned,"  in  line  11,  ^-nd  insert 
**  an  Assessment  Committee  appointed 
by  the  County  Council  of  the  county  io 
which  the  lands  are  situate."  The  Com- 
missioners of  Inland  Revenue,  who  are 
the  tribunal  to  whom  the  Government 
have  entrusted  assessment  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  first  sub-section,  belong  to 
one  class,  I  find,  from  a  book  which  ia 
an  authority  on  the  Income  Tax  Acts, 
that  the  Commissioners  are  taken  from 
the  Laud  Tax  Commissioners,  and  that 
such  Commissioners  are  persona  who  act 
as  Justices  of  the  Peace.  So  far  as  the 
Principality  of  Wales  is  concerned  the 
County  Justices  are  not  a  satisfactory 
tribunal  for  assessing  the  value  of  land 
where  the  landlord  class,  to  which 
they  belong,  have  a  direct  interest.  The 
object  of  the  Government  is  to  nmke  an 
abatement  in  favour  of  the  landlords, 
and  we  think  an  authority  like  the 
County  Council  would  be  better  able  to 
decide  the  points  in  dispute,  and  the 
County  Councils  in  the  Principality  will 
probably  in  a  short  time  be  the  ov^merB 
of  the  tithes.  Notwithstanding  the  im- 
portance of  the  Amendment,  I  will  not 
further  detain  the  Committee  at  this  late 
hour. 

Amendment  projosed,  in  page  3,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  ascer- 
tained," to  the  word  **  the,'*  in  line  1 1, 
and  insert  the  woids^ 

*'  By  an  ABseBSHient  Committee  Hppoinled  by 
the  County  Council  of  the  county  in  which 
the  lands  are  eiiUftte,'*^ — (i/r.  S,  T,  Kvana.) 

Question  propcBed,  *'  That  the  words 
'  and  entered  in  the  assessment  for  the 
purpoBO  of  Schedule*  stand  part  of  the 
ClauBe/' 

•(1L340  Stb  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
It  is  well  we  should  bear  in  mind  that 
the  County  Council,  or  the  County  Biite 
Committee  a«  it  at  present  exist**,  never 
haa  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  with 
Buch  matters  as  are  contemplated  in  the 
sub-section.  It  is  vciy  probable,  too, 
that  the  Members  of  such  a  Committee 
as  the  hon.  Member  snggests  would  not 
have  suffieient  local  knowledge  of  the 
value  of  the  partieulai"  land  which  is 
required  to  enable  them  to  make  a  fair 
assessment.        There    is    another    fact 
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wtuoh.  should  not  be  foi^oUen,  and 
that  is  that  the  Commissioners  of  In- 
come Tax  are  largely  (guided  in  their 
decisions  by  the  Surveyor  of  Tuxoa,  who 
certainly  is  entirely  independent  of  any 
influence  of  the  County  Justices.  I 
trust  that,  under  the  ob-cumstances,  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment. 

(1L35.)  Mr,  BO WKN  ROWLANDS  : 
I  cannot  give  a  silent  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment.  I  feel  that  any  tri- 
bnmil  that  is  to  determine  jinyt hi ng  in 
connection  with  this  exceptional  legis- 
lation should  command  the  confidence  of 
the  country.  I  thorougbly  endorse  the 
observations  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mi\ 
S,  T.  Evans),  that  however  estimable  the 
County  Justices  may  be,  personally  they 
will  not  command  the  confidence  of 
people  in  making  any  assessment  in 
matters  in  whieli  they  are  themselves 
directly  interested.  Whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  the  spirit  of  the  times  has 
been  nit  her  to  take  away  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  County  Justices,  therefora 
I  extremely  regret  that  the  Government 
should  think  it  right  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  Justices  so  important  a  duty 
as  determining  the  valuation  of  the  land. 
The  difficulties  which  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Tnide  sees  are  only  diffi- 
culties in  detail.  I  venture  to  think  the 
collective  wisdom  of  tlie  House  won  Id 
be  equal  to  the  task  of  so  arranging  the 
details  necessary  to  carry  out  the  bon. 
Member's  Amendment. 

(11.370  Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  : 
I  hope  the  Government  will  seriously 
consider  the  suggestion  of  my  bon. 
Friend-  You  are  about  to  place  the 
landowner  and  the  tithe  owner  in  a  very 
awkward  position,  for  in  every  county 
you  are  going  to  give  a  Committee  of 
landowners  the  absolute  discretion  to 
consider  and  decide,  without  appeal, 
whether  they  will  or  will  not  whittle 
away  the  tithe.  I  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  relations  between 
the  clergy  and  the  squii-e  will  become 
extremely  awkward  unless  you  set  up 
some  better  tribunal  for  the  considera- 
tion of  this  very  delicate  and  important 
question  of  the  assessment  of  the 
land. 

♦(11.38,)  Mk.  J,  BRYN  ROBERTS  :  I 
demur  to  the  suggestion  that  the  Assess- 
ment Committee   proposed  by  my  right 


1  hon.  Friend  have  not  the  local  know- 
'  ledge  which  is  possessed  by  the  Justices 
of  the  Peace.  I  believe  an  Asseasmenk  i 
Committee  apfwinted  by  the  Ccmnty 
Council  would  have  a  great  dtsal  more 
knowledge  than  the  County  Justices.  I 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  C<junty  Justices  are  largely  led 
by  the  surveyors.  They  are  so  led 
because  they  have  not  the  local  know- 
ledge which  the  surveyors  have.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  County  Councillors 
come  f  rtjm  all  parts  of  the  county,  and  are 
elected  by  men  who  know  the  value  of 
the  land  of  the  county. 

♦(11.39.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  On  the 
question  of  local  knowledge  allow  me  taJ 
[KJint  out  that  in  their  Bill  of  last  ye^r 
the  Government  saggested  that  the 
County  Court  Judge,  who  btw  no  local 
knowledge  of  any  kind  should  fix  the 
value  of  the  land. 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  ThetribunalJ 
fixed    by   the    Bill  of  last  year  was  the 
Assessment  Committee  of  the  Union. 

•Mr.  S.  T,  EVANS:  Then  it  was  the 
Bill  of  the  previous  year.  There  have  been 
80  mauy  Bills  that  I  really  forget  in  which 
the  County  Court  Judg-  was  constituted 
the  tribunal.  I  maintfiin  there  will  be 
found  no  difficulty  in  the  appointment  of 
an  Assessment  Committee  as  suggested 
in  the  Amendment.  The  County  Councils 
now  aisiiess  the  counties  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Counry  Rate.  If  they  are  competent 
to  fnime  assessments  for  rating  purposes, 
surely  they  are  competent  to  appoint  a 
small  Committee  of  their  number  with 
local  knowledge,  in  whom  the  people 
who  have  elected  them  will  have  confi- 
dence,  and  who  will  form  a  very  much 
better  tribunal  than  the  Government 
are  setting  up. 

{WAX)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  r  What 
is  the  practical  eSect  of  the  propiBal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ^  He  proposes  that 
these  Assessment  Commissioners  should 
consist  of  gentlemen  holding  good  posi- 
tions in  the  county,  men  who  are 
ap  I  jointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  by 
the  Executive,  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  omy  consistent  in  one  thing,  and  that 
is  their  hatred  of  every  species  of  repre- 
sentative Government.  My  hon.  Friend 
proposes  that  the  County  Council  should 
appoint  this  Assessment  Committee. 
The  County  Council  stands  between  the 
squire  and  parson.    It  is  independent.  It 
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is  elected  by  the  people  ol  the  csonnty. 
Of  course  a  Conmiittee  appointed 
by  the  Council  commands  the 
respect  of  the  county.  But  would  n 
Coramittee  consisting  of  Magistrates 
oommand  respect?  I  know  there  are 
many  like  me,  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  respect  for  any  Magistrate  in 
the  country.  [Cries  of  **  Oh,  oh ! '']  I 
mean  the  Great  Unpaid  of  the  conntry. 
I  have  no  respect  for  them.  I  have  no 
rospeot  for  their  decisions,  and  I  think  it 
a  monatrons  thing  that  they  should  sit 
on  the  Bench  aa  Magistrates.  That  view 
is  shared  by  the  majority  of  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  country,  and  yet  the  Go- 
vernment actually  come  forward  and 
propi^e  that  this  Committee  should  con- 
sist of  tlieae  Magistrates  ]}ius  a  numljer 
of  persons  appcnnted  by  themselves. 
This  is  the  Government  who  passed  a 
County  Government  Bill  They  talked 
about  giving  Local  Government  to  the 
ftmntry,iiud  they  go  awaggeringabout  and 
saying  how  honoured  the  country  ought 
to  be  by  having  such  a  great  Ministry. 
[^Laughter.]  Oh,  they  have  said  so,  and 
you  have  said  so.  People  can  say  any- 
thing— the  question  is»  who  believes 
them  ?  Self  praise  is  no  recommend  a 
tion.  We  see  what  this  best  and  noblest 
of  Governments  do  in  regard  to  repre- 
sentative government.  They  absolutely 
refuse  to  make  use  of  the  very  Connty 
Councils  they  brought  into  being.  They 
prefer  to  use  the  County  Magistrates 
and  nominees  of  themselves  in  a  mattrr 
which  essentially  concerns  the  county. 
There  is  only  one  reason  why  I  hesifctite 
for  a  moment  to  vote  with  my  hon.  Friend 
and  that  is  that  I  shall  have  to  vote 
against  the  Government,  The  tribuLnal 
under  the  Bill  is  to  consist  of  country 
gentlemen,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  their 
decisions  will  sow  discord  between  the 
squire  and  the  parson  in  qvgvj  parish, 
I  should  like  to  sow  discord  between  tlie 
aquireand  the  p?ir8on.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  '*]  Yes, 
and  then  I  think  the  pcK>r  labourers  and 
others  would  get  their  rights.  The 
reason  why  I  nm  not  influenced  by  these 
considerations  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Gbvemment  and  figainst  my  hon.  Friend, 
18  that  I  want,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  preserve 
intact  the  rights  of  the  people  in  these 
particular  tithes,  I  believe  there  would 
be  the  grossest  jobbery  on  the  part  of 
tbese  country  gentlemen.  Everyone 
Mr,  LaboucJiere 


looks  after  hia  own  interests  in  the 
world,  and  I  do  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  go  to  a  Division  in  order  that  we 
may  discover  who  are  for  and  who  are 
against  representative  Government. 

(11.52.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  162;  Noes  94.— (Div.  List 
No.  24.) 

It  being  after  midnight,  the  Chairman 
left  the  Chair  t4>  make  a  Re[>ort  k»  the_ 
House. 


Committee     report 
again  to-morrow. 


Progress :    to    aft 


HOADS     AND    STREETS    IN    POLICI 
BURGHS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL.   (No,  12.)  | 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committed.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee    report    Progress ;    to  ail 
again  upon  Wednesday,  3rd  June. 

MOTIONS. 


WOMEN  S  DlSMtlLrriEa  REMOVAL  BILL. 

Uu  Motion  ol  Mr.  Haldane,  Bill  to  remov 
ibtf   Disabilities   of    Womeu»    ordered    to    b#l 
hroiiglit  in  by  Mr.  Haldane,  Sir  Edward  Grey, 
it  rid  Mr-  Howarth. 

Bill  prceentod,  aod  readfirtt  time.  [Bill  175.] 

rARM  SERVANTS*  WAGES    SOOTLANB)  nUAu 
Uti  ^JDtiou  ot  Mr.  Huldtmc,   Bill  lo  Hmtsaij 
Uiti  law  reUtiug^  to  the  payment  of  the  Wa 
of  Farm  8«rvanta  in  Hcotland,   ordered  to 
bruughi  in  by  Mr.  Haldanu,  Mr.  MarjoribAnkSi^ 
Kod  Sir.  Munro  Fer^jou. 

Bill  presented,  aud  read  first  time*  [Bill  I7<i.  I  * 


BRITISH  AND  FOHEIGN  SFlRll^. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  conaider  whether,  on  groiiudB 
public  healtbf  it  is  desirable  that  certj 
claesee  of  SpiritSt  British  and  Foreij^n,  ahou 
he  kept  in  bond  for  a  definite  period  hefo; 
they  are  allowed  to  paaa  into  conBnmption,  anJ 
to  ioquire  into  the  system  of  blendini;  Bntiah 
and  Foreign  Spirits  in  or  out  of  hond,  and  iuto 
the  propriety  of  applying  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Acts  and  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  to 
the  case  of  Britiah  and  Foreign  Spirits^  liod 
also  into  the  Sale  of  Kther  a«  an  Intoxicant. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated^ 
of, — Sir    Lyon   Pi  ay  fair,   Mr»    Somervell,  Sij 
Henry  Koscoe,  Mr.  T*  M,  Healy*  Mr.  Boor 
Sir  Edwtird  Harland,  Mr.  Flynn,  Colonel  Hill, 
Mr.  HoEier,  Mr.  M'Ewan,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  I 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,    That  Five  be  the  qnoinm. — (Sii 
lifon  Playfair.) 
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^m       LIGHT  KAILWAY8  (IEELA3S)D) 

^m  Acr,  18S9. 

^^  He  turn  ordered— 

I  *'  Of  Copies  of  Urderoin  Council,  and  Agree- 

ments m«de  under  'The  Light  Railwiiyi  (Ire- 
laod)  Act,  1889.'  '*—{Mr.  Jtnekion.) 


{Janx)aby29,  1891} 


^ 


RCHDl'lACONEY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL 

[LORDS], 
Bill  read  the  first  time ;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Monday  next,  and  to 
be  printed*     [No.  177,] 


ilt£  House,  13S2 

hope  that  it  may 


^H  BUblNE^S  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

^H  On  the  Motion  for  Adjonrnment, 
^  DR/rANNER(CorkCo.,Mid):  When 
the  Irish  Bills  were  postponed  just  now  I 
endeavoured  to  elicit  the  information 
whether  it  was  really  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  them  on  the  day  for  which 
they  were  set  down,  Monday.  1  put  the 
question,  I  hope,  in  a  oourteona  way,  and 
it  is  for  the  convenience  of  I  rish  Members' 
that  they  should  know. 

•(1111.)  The  SKCRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackso.n,  Leeds,  N,)  : 
J  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  not  think 
I  wiis  guilty  of  any  discunrtesy  to  him 
or  to  the  House,  but  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  Bay  if  the  Bills  will  he  taken  on 
Monday  or  not. 

Dr.  tanner  :  It  would  he  of  great 
convenience,   and  save  some  expense  to 
Irish  Members,  if  they  bad  due  notice  of ' 
when  Irish  business  will  he  tiiken. 

i         (12.120     Hr.     STLTART     REN  del 
"      (Montgomeryshire) :   I  am  sorry  to   find 
that  both  the   Ministers  who  have  the 
Tithes  Bill  iu  charge  are  absent,  but  per- 
haps the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  can 
I      answer  my  question.       The  Committee 
stage  of  the  Tithes   Bill   w^as  sot  down 
just  now  for  resumption  to-day  [Friday], 
but  I  hope  that  was  merely  formal  ?  The 
Bill  interests  Welsh  Mumbers  in  a  high 
degree,  and  tbey  have   paid  close  atten^ 
tions  to  the  discussious.     I  trust   they 
^^will   not  be   kept  in  uncertainty  aa    to 
^^■^hether  the  Bill  will  be  proceeded  with, 
^^and  that  the  Government  vvill  take  the 
'       usual  course,  pastponing  the  Bill  to   the 
next  Government  night. 

♦(12.12.)  Mr.  JACKSON:  Friday  is  a 
Government   night,    and   the    Bill    has 
YOL.  CCCXLIX.      [third  series.] 


been  set  down  in  the 
be  reached. 

(12.12,)  Mr,  LABOUCHERE  (North, 
ampton) :  It  will  be  for  the  interest  of 
the  Governtnent  and  the  convenience  of 
the  House  Uy  frankly  say  the  Bill  will 
not  be  taken  to-day.  It  is  true  that 
Friday  is  nominally  a  Government  night, 
though  it  is  not  so  in  reality,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  perfectly 
well  it  is  not  recognised  as  a  Government 
night.  Notice  is  down  of  a  very  inter- 
esting subject  for  discussion  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  the  only  effect  of  this 
vagueness  aa  to  whether  the  Bill  will 
be  brought  on  will  be  that  a  good  many 
gentlemen  will  be  induced  to  enlarge 
the  horizon  of  the  ol^servations  thtymay 
wisli  to  make  ou  that  subject. 

(12.13.)  Mr.  T.   M.    he  ALT  (Long- 
ford,   N.)  1    If    the    Government    really 
intend  to  make  prggreas   wifch  business, 
the    true    course  would    he    for    them 
to     set     down     effective      Supply     for 
to-tiight.       I    have    not     the    slightest 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member     for     Bradford     (Mr.      Shaw- 
Lefevre)  will  be  in  his  place  to  move 
the  Motion  of  which  he  has  given  notice, 
but  even  if  he  should  be  unable  to  do  so, 
it  is  well-known  that  any  Member  of  the 
House  can  speak   to   the  subject  matter 
of    that    Motion,    or     on    the     general 
question  of  grievances,  on  the  Order  for 
the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair.     It  is 
rather   hai'd   upon    our   Welsh   friends, 
several    of    whom    desire    to    get   away 
until  Monday  to  visit  their  constituents, 
to    find    that    the   Government    have   a 
design  to  seize  Friday  to  make  progress 
with  the  Bill  in  which  those  Members 
are  greatly    interested,  when  we   know 
perfectly  well  the  true  coarse  for  the  Go- 
vernment to   pursue,  if  they   anticipate 
that  the    preliminary    Motion    will    not 
occupy  the  whole  Sitting,  is  to  put  down 
effective  Supply.     Very  often   we  hear 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session  that  the 
Government    are    pressed    for  time  for 
Supply,  and  here  is  a  possible  opportunity 
lor   taking   Supply    in    the    month    of 
January,  and  yet  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  is  not   ready  with  it,  but  inti- 
mates an  intention  of  taking  the  nnnsnal 
course  of   going  on   with   this   Bill.     I 
have     never     known      a     Government 
attempting  this  on  a  Friday  night  unless 
3  H 
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they  have  liad  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  at  their  disposal.  I  do  not 
imaf^ne  for  a  moment  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  have  the  slightest  chance  of 
making  progress  with  their  Bill  if  they 
pat  it  down,  bat  it  is  nnfair  to  the 
Welsh  Members  that  they  should  be 
kept  in  uncertainty,  when,  in  the  usual 
course,  they  would  be  enabled  to  relax 
their  attention  and  have  a  day  off. 

•(12.16.)  Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  Another 
reason  why  the  Bill  should  not  be  taken 
arises  out  of  what  took  place  in  Committee 
this  evening.  The  Government  accepted 
a  proposal  that  a  Schedule  should  be 
added,  and  this  they  did  after  consider- 
able argument  against  the  proposal. 
When  the  Government  yielded,  it  was 
agreed  that  time  would  be  required  to 
frame  the  Schedule,  and  clauses  would 
have  to  bo  reconsidered.  I  am  not  strictly 
in  order,  I  am  afraid,  in  referring  to  this, 
but  I  only  want  to  show  that  the 
Committee  stage  cannot  profitably  be 
taken  to-night,  and  even  if  it  is  put  down, 
the  Committee  stage  canuot  be  finished, 
but  must  still  be  carried  over  to  Monday. 
Would  it  not  be  better  then  at  once  to 
set  down  the  Bill  for  Monday,  when  I 
apprehend  there  will  be  no  difficulty,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  in  disposing  of  the 
Committee  Stage  ? 

\12.18.)  Mb.  JACKSON:  Only  by  the 
consent  of  the  House  can  I  speak  again. 
In  reply  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Longford  I  have 
to  say  that  the  course  he  has  indicated 
would  be  the  right  one  if  we  had  effective 
Supply  ready.  But  bear  in  mind  the 
House  has  only  been  sitting  a  week. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :   Oh,   no ;    since 
November. 

•Mb.  JACKSON:  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  knows  perfectly  well  it 
is  impossible  to  prepare  the  Estimates  in 
November.  An  endeavour  has  been 
made  to  get  the  Estimates  ready  at  least 
a  fortnight  earlier  than  the  usual  time, 
and  I  had  hoped  until  this  morning  that 
it  would  have  been  possible  to  have 
circulated  at  any  rata  one  of  the  classes 
for  to-day.  Clearly  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  provide  Government  busi- 
ness on  a  Government  night,  and  having 
no  effective  Supply  we  put  down  a 
Government  Bill.  I  cannot  carry  the 
matter  further.  Perhaps  the  hon.  and 
Mr.T^M.HeaXy 


learned  Gentleman  will  put  a  question 
to  the  leader  of  the  House  to-morrow  at 
question  time — or  as  I  observe  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  now  entered  the  House  he 
can  give  an  answer. 

(12.20.)  Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea)  : 
I  venture  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  will  listen  to  the 
appeal  of  the  Welsh  Members  and  for 
convenience,  and  to  allow  time  for  the 
preparation  of  the  Schedule  will  let  the 
Bill  stand  over  to  Monday. 
•(12.22.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.) :  The  only  reason  for 
putting  the  Bill  down  for  Friday  was 
that  1  was  informed  that  pos^^ibly 
the  Motion,  of  which  notice  has 
been  given,  would  not  be  brought  on, 
and  so  an  opportunity  offered  for  con- 
tinuing the  discussion  on  the  Tithes 
Bill,  but  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
Members  I  shall  be  quite  willing  to 
^postpone  th&  further  proceedings  in 
Committee  on  the  Tithes  Bill  until 
Monday,  on  the  under.- tanding  that  they 
will  be  completed  on  that  day.  I  under- 
stand that  an  undertaking  of  that  kind 
has  been  given. 

•(12.23.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE 
(Staffordshire,  Lichfield) :  We  cannut 
come  to  any  arrangement  of  that  kind. 
•(12.23.)  Mb.  S.T.  EVANS:  With  your 
leave.  Sir,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that 
so  far  as  Welsh  Members  are  concerned 
there  is  no  desire  to  protract  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill  beyond  Monday. 
1  said  I  saw  no  diflBculty  in  finishing  on 
that  day,  and  I  have  since  consulted 
with  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  and  can 
confirm  what  I  said,  though  of  course  I 
am  unable  to  speak  for  the  English 
Members. 
•(12.24.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
Very  well,  Sir,  that  is  quite  enough  for 
me.  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lichfield  will  not  go  against  the 
general  feeling. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  But,  Sir,  may 

I  be  allowed  to  say 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !     The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  already  spoken. 

House  adjourned  at  tweoty-fi^e  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  30th  January,  1891. 


TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND) (ATHENRY  AND  TUAM  RAIL- 
WAY) BILL.-(No.  19.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  tl^  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  op  LIMERICK  :  My  Lords, 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  confirm  an 
Order  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
in  Council  relating  to  the  Athenry  and 
Tuam  and  Clare  Morris  Railway.  It 
provides  for  the  extension  of  a  line  to 
Clare  Morris.  It  has  passed  without 
opposition  through  the^  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  has  come  up  to  your 
Lordships,  and  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  give  it  a  Second  Reading. 

Bill  read  2'  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjoamed  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  to   Monday 

next,    a    quarter    before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF     COMMONS, 
Friday,  30th  January,  1891, 


STANDING  ORDERS. 
(3.10.)  Sir  R.  FOWLER  (London),  in 
the  absence  of  Sir  J.  Mowbray  (Oxford 
University),  moved — 

''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  do  consist  of  Thirteen  Members : — Mr. 
Barclay,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  William 
Lowther,  Sir  John  Mowbray,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread." 

On  the  name  of  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde 
being  put  from  the  Chair, 

(3.12.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.)  :  I  have  no  objection  to  the  appoint- 
ment on  this  Committee  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Dublin 
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(Sir  T.  Esmonde).  I  am  sure  that  he 
will  be  a  very  valuable  member,  but  I 
wish  to  call  attention  ♦o  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
has  been  nominated.  There  were  two 
Committees  down  for  nomination  yester- 
day— the  Committee  of  Selection  and 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  and 
they  are  usually  bracketed  together. 
They  are  always  presided  over  by  the 
same  Chairman,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Univorsity  of 
Oxford  (Sir  J.  Mowbray),  and  they 
generally  run  together  in  double  har- 
ness. The  two  Committees,  although 
divided,  are  practically  one.  Yesterday 
there  were  three  Irish  Members  on  the 
two  Committees — the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  J.  McCarthy)  on  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Kildare  (Mr.  Carew), 
together  with  myself,  on  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee.  I  think  T  may 
safely  say  that,  although  both  Com- 
mittees are  considered  to  be  important 
Committees,  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion is  the  more  important  of  the 
two,  having  veiy  great  and  important 
duties  to  discharge.  It  is  an  unfortunate 
fact — already  well-known  through  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information — that 
there  is  at  present  a  temporary  schism 
among  the  Irish  Members,  and  as 
one  result  it  has  been  arranged  to 
strike  off  from  the  Committee  of 
Selection  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Kildare,  and  to  substitute  that 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Dublin.  The  effect  is  that  one  of 
the  two  Irish  Parties,  not  satisfied  with- 
having  one-half  of  the  representation  of 
the  Irish  Members  upon  the  two  Com- 
mittees, will  obtain  two-thirds  of  it. 
That  is  a  proceeding  which  I  strongly 
deprecate,  and  it  manifests  a  certain 
amount  of  greediness.  The  matter  is  one,, 
however,  which  must  be  settled  by  the 
English  Members,  because  the  number 
of  Irish  Members  in  attendance  at  this 
moment  is  very  small.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  will  make  a  very 
efficient  member  of  the  Committee  ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kildare 
is  not  in  his  place,  not  having  recovered 
from  his  recent  severe  attack  of  illness, 
it  would  only  be  a  graceful  act  for  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  offer  to  retire  when  my 
hon.  Friend  is  in  a  condition  to  appear 
here  again. 
3  I 


IWr        India— Threatened  {COMMONS}  Famine  in  Madrms.        1SS8 


(3.15.)  Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tippe- 
rary,  S.)  :  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  matter.  I  entirely  agree  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  the  hou. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Dublin 
would  make  a  very  eflficient  member  of 
the  Committee  ;  but  I  regret  that  the 
addition  of  the  name  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
should  be  effected  at  the  cost  of  expung- 
ing that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kildare,  because  I  think  that  it  is  likely 
to  lead  to  a  misunderstanding,  or,  at  all 
e7ents,  to  a  misconstruction  of  the 
motives  which  have  led  to  it.  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  has  alluded  to  the 
schism  which  prevails  in  our  ranks.  It 
is  one  which  I  hope  will  cease  to  exist 
after  a  short  time  ;  but  I  desire  to  point 
out  that  up  to  this  moment  we  have 
kept  out  of  this  House  any  mention  of 
that  schism,  or  any  act  that  would 
emphasise  the  misunderstanding  which 
at  present  unfortunately  exists.  That, 
unfortunately,  can  no  longer  be  said, 
if  there  is  to  be  taken  off  the  roll  of 
the  Committee  the  name  of  a  Member 
who  has  be,en  most  attentive  to  his 
duties,  who  is  one  of  the  Whips  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  who  is  most  popular 
«mong  Members  generally.  Except 
that  he  has  taken  a  particular  side  in 
this  unfortunate  controversy  there  is  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  name  of  the 
hou.  Member  for  North  Kildare  should 
be  expunged.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  to  a 
Division  on  the  matter ;  but  I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  suppoit  the  protest  which  has 
been  made  against  the  unnecessary  and 
invidious  conduct  of  certain  hon. 
Members  of  the  House. 

Question,  "That  the  name  of  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde  be  there  added,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

On  the  name  of  Colonel  Nolan  being 
put  from  the  Chair, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  suggest 
that  it  would  ba  a  graceful  act  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  re  tire 
in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kildare.  We  all  know  the  great  services- 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kildare, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  may 
now  sacrifice  himself  on  the  altar  of  his 
country.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man may  confess  his  own  unworthiness 
for  this  great  position,  and  open  the  way 
for  the  nomination  of  the  hon.  Member 


for  North  Kildare,  so  that  the  House  and 
the  Committee  may  have  the  advantage 
of  his  invaluable  services. 

The  other  names  were  then  agreed  to. 
QUEST  IONS. 

INDIA- THREATENED  FAMINE 
IN  MADRAS. 
Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  he  has  any  information 
that  the  districts  of  Chingleput,  Nellore, 
Cuddapah,  North  Arcot,  South  Arcot, 
Tinnevelly,  and  Malabar,  in  Madras, 
with  a  population  of  about  12,000,000, 
are  threatened  with  famine  ;  and,  if  so, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Malabar,  all  these  districts 
were  famine-stricken  in  1876  and  1877, 
some  most  severely,  whether  he  will 
state  what  steps  have  been  taken  in  the 
meantime  to  protect  them  from  famine, 
and  what  results,  if  any,  have  followed 
from  the  taking  of  such  steps ;  whether 
the  primary  cause  of  the  threatening 
distress  is  the  failure  of  the  November 
rains ;  whether  irrigated  as  well  as  un- 
irrigated  lauds  are  threatened  with  crop 
failures;  whether  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment have  taken  any,  and  if  so  what, 
steps  to  carry  out  the  declared  intentions 
of  the  Government  of  India — 

*'  That  human  life  shall  be  saved  at  any  cost 
and  at  any  effort;  soman,  woman,  or  child 
shall  die  of  starvation ;  *' 

and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
all  the  particulars  received  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  respecting  the  impending 
distress,  and  also  details  as  to  the  crop 
out-turns  in  the  districts  named  in  the 
years  1888,  1889,  1890? 

*The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham)  :  The  latest  Reports  that  have 
reached  the  Secretary  of  State  are  dated 
Madras,  6th  January.  A  failure  of  the 
late  crops  was  then  feared  in  parts  of 
the  seven  districts  named.  No  fear  of 
famine  was  expressed,  and  the  prices  of 
grains  consumed  by  the  poor  were  said 
to  be  well  below  scarcity  level.  Plans 
for  opening  relief  works,  and  for  dis- 
pensing other  relief,  arc  ready,  if  neces- 
sity arises.  In  reply  to  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  question,  I  may  say  that  the 
partial  failure  of  the  harvests  has  been 
due  to  the  scantiness  of  the  later  rains 
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or  north-east  monsoon.  Irrigated  crops 
have  also  suffered  in  parts,  though  not  so 
seriously  as  the  dry  crops.  In  reply  to 
the  fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs  of  the 
question,  my  answer  is  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  asked  for  fortnightly  tele- 
grams from  Madras,  stating  the  condition 
of  affairs  and  the  steps  taken  to  relieve 
distress  if  it  arises.  These  telegrams 
will  be  published.  The  Government 
have  also  been  asked  to  furnish  a  state- 
ment of  the  general  out-turn  of  crops 
in  the  threatened  districts  for  the  years 
named. 

H.M.S  rOLYFHEMUS. 
Me.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Iteport  of  the  experiments  lately  con- 
ducted at  Portsmouth  in  the  ex-boiler  of 
the  PolyphemuSy  with  forced  and  induced 
draughts  ;  whether  the  system  of  forced 
draught  has  failed  and  proved  injurious 
to  boiler  tubes,  and  whether  ships  have 
been  in  consequence  taken  over  from 
contractors  with  nataral  draught  only, 
and  not  fulfilling  their  contract  power 
and  speed;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  are 
proposed  to  be  taken  to  secure  the 
power  and  spaed  contracted  for ;  and 
whether  it  is  intended  in  the  future  to 
adopt  the  use  of  forced  draught  for  ships 
in  Her  Majesty's  Navy  ? 
*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing)  :  It  is  not  considered 
desirable  to  publish  at  present  the 
results  of  the  experiments.  Details 
have  been  furnished  to  the  firm 
immediately  concerned.  Forced  draught 
under  proper  precautions  is  not  injurious 
to  boiler  tubes,  but  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  its  extreme  application  have 
arisen  with  one  or  two  special  types  of 
boilers,  which  types  will  not  be  re- 
peated. The  Admiralty  has  decided  not 
to  make  forced  draught  trials  in  certain 
cases,  and  to  accept  the  machinery  after 
satisfactory  natural  draught  trials.  In 
such  cases  the  contractors  have  con- 
structed the  machinery  in  accordance 
with  the  specifications. 

TIED    HOUSES. 
Mr.    JOHN     KELLY    (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  whether  he 


is  aware  of  the  observations  which  Mr, 
Justice  Grantham  is  reported  in  the 
Times  newspaper  of  the  28th  instant  to 
have  made  at  the  hearing  of  the  action 
of  "  Keen  v.  Usher  and  Others  (Limited)" 
on  Tuesday  last,  with  reference  to  the 
evidence  of  the  manager  of  the  defen- 
dants as  to  the  existence  of  a  practice, 
which  he  declared  to  be  universal,  and 
by  which  Brewery  Companies  employ 
persons  to  manage  their  licensed  houses, 
who  are  in  fact  the  mere  servants  of 
such  companies,  dismissable  at  a  week's 
notice,  but  are  made  to  sign  agreements 
with  the  Brewery  Companies  for  yearly 
tenancies  in  order  that  such  agreement 
may  be  produced  before  the  Licensing 
Justices ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
practice  of  the  kind,  though  not  univer- 
sal, is  very  common  ;  whether  he  would 
propose  to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
steps  to  put  an  end  to  it ;  and  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  an  assurance  that, 
at  any  rate,  the  notice  of  Licensing 
Justices  generally  will  be  at  once  called 
to  the  character  of  the  frauds  so  prac- 
tised upon  them  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir. 
I  have  seen  the  newspaper  report  of 
the  observations  referred  to.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  frequency  of  the  practice 
described.  I  am  advised  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Licensing  Acts  to  require 
the  licensee  to  hold  the  premises  for  a 
term  of  any  particular  length;  and,  more- 
over, inasmuch  as  under  certain  circum- 
stances, the  licence  may  become  forfeited, 
and  the  premises  disqualified,  it  is  not 
unreasonable  or  contrary  to  the  public 
interests  that  the  owner  should  reserve 
to  himself  an  active  control  over  the 
management  of  the  house  and  the  power 
of  getting  rid  of  an  objectionable  licensee 
at  very  short  notice.  With  the  view 
of  ascertaining  whether  this  control  is 
secured  in  such  a  manner  as  to  constitute 
in  any  sense  a  fraud  on  the  Justices,  I 
have  asked  the  learned  Judge  to  be  so 
good  as  to  favour  me  with  his  observa- 
tions as  to  the  facts  before  him,  as  to 
which  I  have  insufficient  information. 

MINING  ACCIDENTS. 

Mb.    DAVID     THOMAS     (Merthyr 

Tydvil)  :  I   beg   to   ask    the    Secretary 

of  State   for  the  Home  Department   if 

he  will  instruct  his  Inspectors  of  Mines 
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to  state  in  their  Reports  covering  the 
year  1890,  in  the  case  of  every  person 
who  met  his  death  by  accident,  the  honr 
of  employment  in  which  the  accident 
oocnrred ;  and  if  he  will  give,  approxi- 
mately, the  nnmber  of  hours  occupied 
underground  by  each  individual  Inspector 
during  the  past  year,  wherever  a  record 
Vas  been  kept  ? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Instructions  have 
been  given  in  accordance  with  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question.  In  future 
Ke turns  the  particulars  will  be  given. 
The  Annual  Returns  of  the  Inspectors 
state  generally  the  number  and  character 
of  the  visits  made,  but  no  record  has 
been  kept  of  the  number  of  hours  oc- 
cupied underground. 

INSPECTIOX  OF  COAL  MINES— 
EMPLOYMENT    OF    WORKMEN    AS 

INSPECTORS. 
Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  in  pursuance  of  the 
promise  made  in  August  last,  he  has 
further  considered  the  suggestion  that 
practical  workmen  should  be  appointed 
as  Sub-assistant  Inspectors  of  coal  mines ; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  been  con- 
sidering  this  question,  and  I  have  ob- 
tained the  assent  of  the  Treasury  to  an 
increase  in  the  Vote  for  mine  inspection  ; 
but  I  cannot  pledge  myself  to  say  that 
the  suggestion  will  prove  either  practical 
or  useful. 

BANK  NOTES. 
Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.),  who  had  on  the 
Paper  a  notice  of  his  intention  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
or  not  he  has  power,  without  fresh  legis- 
lation, to  permit  the  issue  of  notes 
representing  four  or  eight  half-crowns, 
instead  of  issuing  the  silver  coins  them- 
selves, postponed  the  question  until 
Monday. 

THE  NAVAL  PRISON  AT  LEWES. 
Mb.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.  Pancras, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy 
of  the  Correspondence  between  the  Visit- 
ing Justices  of  the  Naval  Prison  at 
Lewes  and  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty, 
with  reference  to  the  rules  of  discipline 
J/r.  Davi/l  Thomas 


in  force  at  that  establishment,  and  to 
the  question  whether  the  prison  as  a 
building  fulfils  all  the  requirements 
necessary,  and  whether  the  Admiralty- 
have  had  any  Report  furnished  to  them 
as  to  the  adaptability  of  the  building, 
and  of  the  sanitary  state  of  the  same  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  a  Copy  of 
such  Beport  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  corres- 
pondence is  not  yet  complete.  The 
building  is  an  old  one,  constructed  on  an 
obsolete  model.  Its  sanitary  condition, 
has  for  a  long  series  of  years  been  favour- 
ably reported  on,  and  the  health  statistics 
show  it  to  be  excellent.  The  attention 
of  the  Admiralty  has  been  drawn  to 
the  small  size  of  the  cells,  which  is  below 
the  dimensions  of  modern  cells,  and  steps 
have  been  taken  to  provide  a  remedy^ 
and  plans  for  this  purpose  are  now  under 
consideration. 

CASE  OF  THOMAS  LOCKET. 

Mr.  NEWNES  (Cambridge,  E.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Thomas 
Locket,  who  was  sentenced  at  Worship 
Street  Police  Court,  on  the  21st  instant^ 
to  two  months'  hard  labour  for  moving 
a  postman's  bag  a  distance  of  five  yards, 
and  whether  he  intends  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  learned 
Magistrate  who  heard  the  case  informs 
me  that  this  man  was  convicted  not  of 
moving  the  bag,  but  of  stealing  it. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  justi- 
fied the  Magistrate  in  passing  the  sen- 
tence he  did. 

Mr.  NEWNES:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  prosecutor 
admitted  that  the  defendent  had  no  in- 
tention of  stealinc^  the  bag  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation to  that  effect.  The  man  was 
convicted  of  stealing  the  bag. 

Mr.  NEWNES :  He  admitted  that  it 
was  a  mere  freak. 

REVOLUTION  IN  CHILI. 
Mr.  DUNCAN  (Barrow-in-Furness)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  in  telegraphic 
communication  with  the.British  Minister 
at  Santiago,  and  the  Commander  of  the 
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British  Squadron  on  the  coast  of  Chili ; 
whether  he  will  state  what  the  latest 
information  is  which  has  been  received 
hy  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
course  of  the  Revolution  in  Chili ;  and 
whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  report 
recently  published  that  the  British  and 
other  Foreign  Ministers  at  Santiago  have 
threatened  to  withdraw  from  the  country; 
and,  if  that  report  be  true,  and  the  threat 
be  carried  into  execution,  what  protection 
would  be  available  to  British  subjects  in 
Chili  in  the  absence  of  the  British 
Minister  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
<3USS0>f,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  latest 
telegram  from  the  Admiral  in  command 
of  the  Squadron  was  received  from 
Callao  vid  Lima  on  the  23rd  inst.  He 
was  about  to  start  for  Coquimbo.  He 
reported  that  telegraphic  communication 
from  thence  with  Chili  wm  interrupted, 
but  he  would,  of  course,  have  means  of 
sending  back  messages  to  Callao,  where 
he  has  left  a  .vessel  to  bring  messages 
from  home  if  necessary.  H.M.S.  Cham- 
2non  had  brought  news  that  Valparaiso 
and  Iquique  were  blockaded,  and  that 
there  had  been  firing  between  the  ships 
and  the  shore  on  the  18th.  The  latest 
telegrams  from  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Santiago  were  received  on  the  18th 
and  19th.  At  that  time  he  did  not 
apprehend  bombardments  nor  serious 
injury  to  general  commerce.  No  report 
whatever  has  been  received  of  any  threat 
on  his  part  or  that  of  the  other  foreign 
Representatives  to  withdraw.  Inquiries 
will  be  made  of  Her  Majesty's  Minister. 
We  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  either 
the  Government  or  the  insurrectionists 
have  any  hastility  to  Englishmen  or 
other  foreigners. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  it  is  intended  to  take  such  steps 
in  respect  to  the  clerks  attached  to  the 
Savings  Bank  Department  of  the  General 
Post  OflBce  as  will  prevent  systematic 
overtime  in  that  Department ;  and 
whether  the  Order  in  Council  of  21st 
March '1890,  which  states  that  *'The 
salaries  of  clerks  in  the  Second  Division 
for  a  daily  attendance  of  seven  hours 
shall  be,  &c.,"  has  been  modified  by  any 
subsequent      Order    in     Gounoil,    and 


whether    it    can    be    altered    by    any 
Departmental  Order? 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University):  In 
reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  I  have  to  state  that  I 
have  already  limited  the  amount  of 
extra  duty  in  the  Savings  Bank  De- 
partment to  three  hours  daily,  although 
I  have  received  within  the  last  week 
numerous  applications  from  clerks  to  be 
allowed  to  perform  more  than  that 
amount  of  extra  duty.  I  am  most 
anxious  to  prevent  systematic  overtime 
in  any  branch  of  my  Department ;  but 
there  are  practical  difficulties  in  adjusting 
the  numbers  of  a  force  to  duties  which 
become  specially  onerous  only  at  parti- 
cular seasons  of  the  year.  These  demands 
have,  until  the  present  year,  been 
readily  met  by  the  cordial  co-operation  of 
the  ordinary  stafE,  who  have  only  very 
recently  expressed  their  willingness  to 
perform  extra  duty  to  a  greater  extent 
than  I  have  required  from  them.  With 
reference  to  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  alteration  having  been  made  in  the 
Order  in  Council  to  which  he  refers.  I 
understand  the  words  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  to  indicate  a  normal  or 
minimum  attendance  of  seven  hours  per 
day,  all  time  beyond  that  being  paid  for 
extra. 

CLEANERS  OF  THE  HOUSES  OF 

PARLIAMENT. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  invitation  for  contracts  in 
respect  to  the  cleaners  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament;  whether  he  will  see  that 
the  hours  of  work  of  the  cleaners  are 
not  more  and  the  weekly  wage  is  not  less 
than  those  of  the  furniture  dusters  and 
the  carpet  layers,  and  that  generally 
their  hours  of  work  and  their  wage  for 
the  year  are  the  same  as  for  the  former; 
and  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  foreman 
and  a  book  keeper  in  regard  to  these 
men  are  paid  for  by  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  that  their  solo  connection  with  the 
contractor  is  being  engaged  and  paid  for 
by  him ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state 
why  they  should  not  be  engaged  and 
paid  by  the  Office  of  Works,  and  the 
profit  of  the  contractor  (whatever  it  may 
be)  be  thus  saved? 
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•The  SECRETAUT  to  the  THEA- 
SUHT  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  My 
right  hen.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
yesterday  answered  this  question  so  far 
as  it  relates  to  distress.  I  have  not 
had  time  to  receive  any  Report  from 
the  Board  of  Works  as  to  the  merits  of 
the  proposed  causeway;  but  I  may  say 
at  once  that  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
funds  from  which  assistance  could  be 
given  to  the  work. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  any,  and,  if  so  what,  steps 
are  being  taken  to  relieve  the  gieat 
existing  distress  on  the  Islands  of  Clare 
and  Achill? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Works  are 
in  progress  in  these  islands,  and  railway 
works  are  now  being  constructed  which 
will  give  employment  and  relieve  the 
existing  distress. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  of  what  nature  are  the  relief 
works  proposed  to  be  carried  out  in  the 
Bally  von  rney,  Clondrohid,  and  Inchigeela 
districts,  and  what  amount  it  is  intended 
to  spend  in  each  district,  and  whether 
all  labour  employed  will  be  local  or  im- 
ported 1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  unable 
to  say  at  this  moment  what  the  nature  of 
the  relief  works  is. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  has  received  a  Memorial  from  the 
Clare  Castle  Harbour  Trustees,  through 
their  Chairman,  Lord  Inchiquin,  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  improvement  of 
the  navigation  of  the  River  Fergus ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
scheme  suggested  in  the  Memorial  offers 
great  advantages  in  the  way  of  relief 
work  by  giving  employment  almost 
exclusively  to  unskilled  labour,  largely 
available  in  the  locality,  and  in  view  of 
the  admittedly  great  distress  existing  in 
the  district,  he  can  hold  out  any  hop3 
that  the  request  of  the  Memorialists  will 
be  acceded  to  ? 

•Mr.  JACKSON:  The  Memorial  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
forwarded  to  the  Treasury  by  the  Irish 
Government,  and  a  reply  has  been  sent 
to  Lord  Inchiquin,  that  the  Treasury  has 
no  funds  at  its  disposal  from  which 
assistance  could  be   given   for  the  im- 


provement of    the    navigation    of    the 
River  Fergus. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  he  will  lay  upou 
the  Table  Copies  of  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  ordered  by  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works,  which  met  at  Clifden  and 
Gralway  in  January,  1890,  to  invite 
promoters  to  submit  surveys  and  esti 
mates  for  the  Connemara  Light  Railway, 
of  the  tenders  submitted,  and  of  the 
contract  and  conditions  entered  into 
with  the  Midland  Great  Western  Rail- 
way Company  for  the  construction  of  the 
lines  from  Galway  to  Clifden,  from 
Westport  to  Mulraney,  and  from  Ballina 
to  Killala,  whether  public  competition 
was  invited  for  the  construction  of  these 
lines  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ;  and  whether 
the  Midland  Railway  Company,  since 
they  entered  into  the  contract,  have  sub- 
let the  Galway  and  Clifden  line,  by  an 
arrangement  under  which  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  free  grant  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  shareholders  of  the  Midland 
Company,  as  stated  by  the  Chairman  on 
13th  August? 

*Mr.  JACKSON:  I  believe  that 
copies  of  the  evidence  taken  by 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry  in  Janu- 
ary of  last  year  were  placed  during  last 
Session  in  the  Library  of  the  House,  and 
contain  all  information  as  to  the  various 
schemes  then  brought  forward  ;  there 
were  no  tenders  in  the  proper  sense  of 
the  word,  as  there  could  be  no  line  to 
construct  until  an  agreement  had  been 
made  by  the  Treasury  with  the  pro- 
moters. In  order  to  give  the  House  all 
information  possible  I  yesterday  moved 
for  a  Return  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  Ac., 
which  contain  the  agreements  made 
under  the  Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Act, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
in  that  Return  the  particulars  he  asks 
for  with  regard  to  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Railway.  As  regards  the 
second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  may  say  that  the  lines  for  the 
construction  of  which  agreements  have 
been  made  with  that  company  have  been 
started  under  preliminary  contracts,  with 
the  object  of  employing  labour  at  the 
earliest  moment  on  the  works,  and  I 
understand  that  the  company  is  about 
to  invite  tenders  from  a  considerable 
number  of  selected  firms  for  the  final 
contract.     I  have  no  knowledge  of  any 
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such  arrangement  as  is  alluded  to  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question,  nor  can  I 
find  any  reference  to  it  in  such  reports 
of  the  Midland  Great  Western  Railway 
Company's  half-yearly  meeting  as  I  have 
been  able  to  consult. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  from 
Mr.  J.  MORLBY, 

*Mr.  JACKSON  said  :  I  do  not  think 
I  can  say  that  any  other  promoters  had 
the  opportunity  of  submitting  terms, 
because  the  first  proposal  was  a  pro- 
posal as  to  a  narrow  gauge  line.  It 
was  considered  desirable  to  make  agree- 
ments with  the  existing  companies  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  a  satisfactory 
working  of  the  lines  when  constructed, 
and  the  agreements  made  relieved  the 
barony  from  any  future  charge.  The 
Midland  Railway  Company  will  construct 
and  work  the  line  for  all  time. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  want 
to  raise  a  controversy  at  this  moment, 
but  I  desire  to  point  out  that  a  large  sum 
of  public  money  has  been  handed  over 
to  a  Railway  Company  without  giving 
other  persons  a  chance  of  competition, 
and  therefore  the  Railway  Company 
appears  to  have  been  left  to  dictate  its 
own  terms. 

MR.  WALSH  OF  THE  CASHED 
SENTINEL. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  if  he  haa examined  (as  promised) 
into  the  case  of  Mr.  Walsh,  of  the 
Casliel  Sentinelf  now  undergoing  four 
months*  imprisonment  in  Tullamore  on 
a  charge  of  conspiracy ;  whether,  before 
being  convicted  in  Tipperary  on  this 
charge,  Mr.  Walsh  had  been  sentenced 
to  three  months*  hard  labour  for  pub- 
lishing in  his  newspaper  a  speech  of 
another  person  commenting  on  a  de- 
claration of  the  right  hon.  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  ;  did  the  police  hold 
over  the  first  warrant  until  they  ascer- 
tained that  Mr.  Walsh  would  not  appeal 
against  the  second  sentence,  and  have 
they  since  abstained  from  executing  it, 
so  that  the  prisoner,  by  the  act  of  the 
Executive,  is  now  endaring  a  punish- 
ment later  in  point  of  time  thin  the 
one  first  inflicted  on  him ;  where  is  the 
authority  for  this  procedure,  and  what 
is  the  name  of  the  officer  responsible ; 
whether,  inasmuch  as  Sec.   23   of    the 


Petty  Sessions  Act  prescribes  when  a 
warrant  is  issued,  "for  its  execution 
forthwith,"  it  is  intended  to  enforce  the 
first  warrant  four  and  a  quarter  months 
after  sentence,  when  Mr.  Walsh's  second 
term  has  been  completed  ;  and  how  long 
may  a  policeman  keep  unexecuted  in  his 
possession  a  warrant  which  he  has  the 
power  immediately  to  act  on,  and  which 
the  statute  provides  shall  be  executed 
"forthwith,"  and  where  is  his  discretion 
to  suspend  the  Law  derived  from  ? 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  examined  into  the  case 
of  Mr.  Walsh,  of  the  Cashel  Sentinel. 
The  warrant  in  the  conspiracy  case, 
under  which  the  prisoner  is  now  under- 
going punishment,  was  the  earlier  in 
point  of  date.  The  warrant  in  the  appeal 
case  referred  to  in  the  question  as  the  first 
warrant  was  not,  in  point  of  fact,  issued 
until  after  the  warrant  in  the  conspiracy 
case,  and  therefore  could  not  have  been 
executed  before  it.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  the  police  held  over  the  first 
warrant,  or  that  the  prisoner,  by  the  act 
of  the  Executive,  is  undergoing  a  punish- 
ment later  in  point  of  time  than  the  one 
first  inflicted  on  him.  When  the 
warrant  in  the  appeal  case  was  issued 
the  prisoner  was  in  custody  under 
the  warrant  in  the  conspiracy  case. 
Where  there  are  two  sentences 
which  are  not  concurrent  the  ordinary 
course  is  to  execute  the  second  warrant 
on  the  expiration  of  the  time  of  im- 
prisonment under  that  which  was  earlier 
in  date.  This  practice  appears  to  be 
according  to  law,  and  there  was  nothing 
exceptional  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  For  the  fourth 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  care- 
fully abstained  from  answering  the 
question  whether  the  police  have  not 
failed  to  follow  the  statute  which  pre- 
scribes that  they  shall  execute  a  warrant 
forthwith. 

•Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  on  this  and 
on  other  occasions  fully  answered  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  questions. 
If  the  provisions  of  the  Statute  have 
been  violated,  the  prisoner  will  have  his 
remedy. 

THE  POTATO  CROP  If^  IRELAND. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of    Ireland  if  he  can   state 
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(roughly)  by  how  much  the  potato  crop 
in  North,  East,  and  South  Galway  fell 
short  of  an  average  crop ;  if  the  crop  was 
not  only  bad  but  uneven,  and  if  many 
small  holders  of  land  have  now  nearly 
exhausted  their  potato  pits ;  and  if  it  is 
his  intention  to,  at  present,  confine  all 
public  works  to  the  mountainous  portion 
of  the  county  known  as  Connemara  ;  and, 
if  so,  do  not  the  Reports  he  has  received 
show  that  a  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation east  of  Lough  Carrib  are  now 
without  any  potatoes  beyond  that  re- 
quired for  seed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALPOUB,:  Roughly 
speaking,  the  potato  crop  in  the  districts 
mentioned  fell  short  of  an  avei^e  one 
by  from  two-thirds  to  one -half. 

IRISH  CENSUS  RETURNS. 
Me.  DALTON  (Donegal,  W.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  call  in 
the  services  of  the  Irish  National  School 
teachers  to  fill  Census  Returns,  as  in 
former  years ;  and  whether,  in  that  case, 
the  work  being  in  addition  to  their 
ordinary  legitimate  labonr,  for  which 
they  are  admittedly  underpaid,  they  will 
be  given  the  remuneration  allowed  to 
the  Government  Census  clerks  for 
similar  work  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Irish 
National  School  teachers  who  are  in 
charge  of  schools  will  be  required,  under 
the  authority  of  the  Census  Act  (in 
common  with  the  heads  of  all  other 
educational  establishments),  to  furnish 
Returns  similar  to  those  obtained  in 
1861,  1871,  and  1881.  No  remunera- 
tion is  provided  by  the  statute  for  these 
duties,  and  none  has  ever  been  given. 
No  similar  work  is  done  by  Government 
Census  clerks. 


viBions  for  such  supply,  ordered  to  be  brooglit 
in  by  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Mr.  Baumaim, 
Mr.  Fisher,  and  Mr.  Whitmore. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  178.] 

vestrymen's  QUALinCATION  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  the  liatal  Qaalifications  for 
members  of  Vestries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  and 
Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  179.] 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAY. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Sir  Frederick  George  Milner,  baronet, 
for  the  County  of  Nottingham  (Bassetlaw 
Division). 

MOTIONS. 


METROPOLIS  WATER   SUPPLY. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Bill 

to  place  tbe  Water  Supply  of  the  Metropolis, 

and  the  adjoining  districts,  under  the  control 

of  A  public  authority,  and  to  make  further  pro- 

Colonel  Nolan 


SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAND  TENURE,  IRELAND 
(ARBITRATION). 
•(4.17.)  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE 
(Bradford,  Central)  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the'  remaining  disputes  between 
large  bodies  of  tenants  in  Ireland  and 
their  landlords,  which  arose  in  the  years 
1885-7 ;   and  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  use  its 
influence  for  the  settlement  hy  arbitration  of 
tbe  remaining  disputes  between  large  bodies  of 
tenants  in  Ireland  and  their  landlords,  which 
arose  in  the  years  1885-7,  and,  if  necessary,  to 
propose  legislation  to  Parliament  for  effecting 
this  purpose." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said :  I  had 
desired  to  raise  the  question  which  forms 
the  substance  of  my  Motion  by  way  of 
Instruction  to  the  Land  Purchase  Bill. 
It  seemed  to  me  that  when  we  are  invited 
to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  a  great 
agrarian  measure  for  Ireland,  by  which 
it  is  proposed  ultimately  to  abolish  dual 
ownership,  and  incidentellyto  reduce  very 
greatly  the  annual  payment  of  those 
tenants  whose  landlords  agree  to  sell,  it 
would  be  wise  statesmanship  to  sweep 
away  the  dregs  of  a  past  agrarian  move- 
ment and  to  conciliate  Irish  opinion 
towards  the  new  measure  by  getting  rid 
of  the  remaining  disputes  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  and  by  restoring  to 
their  holdings  the  2,000  to  3,000  evicted 
tenants,  who,  in  the  almost  universal 
opinion  of  Irishmen,  have  been  un- 
justly evicted.  If,  again,  any  estates  of 
Irish  landlords  are  to  be  bought  by 
English  money,  it  would  seem  to  be  wise 
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to  buy  up  those  whose  owners  have  been 
the  cause  of  the  unfortunate  disputes 
rather  than  those  of  the  better  landlords, 
who,  under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  have 
been  clearing  out  of  the  country.  When  I 
found  that  I  could  not  raise  this  question 
on  the  Land  Bill,  I  delivered  in 
this  Motion.  My  personal  justification 
is  that  I  have  visited,  myself,  many 
of  the  estates  which  are  the  subject 
of  my  Motion  ;  that  I  have  always  come 
away  from  them  deeply  impressed  with 
the  importance  of  bringing  these  miser- 
able disputes  to  an  end,  believing  that  it 
can  only  be  effected  by  arbitration.  I 
have  never  lost  an  opportunity  of  urging 
this  course  on  both  landlords  and  tenants, 
and  whenever  I  have  spoken  on  the 
subject  in  this  House  I  have  always 
urged  the  Government  to  use  their  in- 
fluence in  this  direction,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, to  propose  legislation  on  the 
subject.  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  there  are  not  more  than  15  or  20 
estates,  at  the  outside,  where  these  dis- 
putes exist.  From  these  estates  2,000 
to  3,000  tenants  have  been  evicted.  They 
are  all  living  in  temporary  huts  close  by 
their  former  holdings,  sustained  by  the 
contributions  of  Irishmen  in  every  part 
of  the  world,  and  living  in  confident 
belief  that  they  will  be  reinstated  in 
their  holdings.  Except  in  the  case  of 
two  estates,  no  advance  whatever  has 
been  made  towards  re-letting  the  lands 
from  which  these  peot)le  have  been 
evicted.  Although  great  efforts  have 
been  made  to  bribe  Protestant  tenants 
from  the  North  at  very  low  rents,  by  a 
free  gift  of  the  evicted  tenants'  interest, 
to  take  these  farms,  no  one  has  been 
found  to  run  counter  to  the  over- 
whelming weight  of  public  opinion  of 
the  district  by  taking  the  farms.  They 
lie  derelict  and  uncultivated;  no  one 
who  has  not  seen  them  can  have  an  idea  of 
the  desolation.  The  houses  have  often  been 
burnt  or  razed  to  the  ground.  The  land 
is  covered  breast-high  with  thistles ;  the 
remaining  tenants  in  possession  on  these 
estates  are  living  in  constant  expectation 
of  being  evicted ;  they  are  unable 
to  farm;  their  cattle  are  constantly 
distrained  and  carried  away.  These 
disputes  are  the  remnants  of  a  very 
much  larger  number  of  cases  where  dis- 
putes arose  in  1886.  I  believe  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  there  were  a  hundred 
of  such  qases.  J.  have  no  desire  to  embark 


in  a  historical  discourse,  bat  it  is  neces- 
sary  to  remind  the  House  that  these  dis- 
putes arose  in  consequence  of  the  great 
fall  of  prices  of  agricultural  produce,  and 
the  failure  of  Parliament  to  legislate  on 
the  subject  in  1886.  It  is  incontestible 
that  if  the  Act  of  the  following  year  had 
been  passed  a  year  sooner,  these  disputes 
would  never  have  occurred;  or  if  the  Act  of 
1887  had  been  made  retrospective,  inth© 
sense  of  dealing  with  the  arrears  which 
had  grown  up  in  the  interval  extend- 
ing the  period  of  redemption,  the  disputes, 
would  have  been  settled.  In  the  interval 
the  tenants  finding  their  appeal  to 
Parliament  for  remedial  legislation^ 
disregarded,  turned  their  attention  to 
agitation  and  to  combination,  and 
adopted  what  may  be  called  extra  legal 
methods.  The  better  landlords  of  Ireland 
made  large  abatements  of  rent  cases,  of 
judicial  rents  varying  from  20  to  40  per 
cent'.;  a  minority  of  landlords,  as  is  always 
the  case  in  Ireland,  stood  on  the  legal 
rights,  and  refused  to  make  any  abate- 
ment. The  tenants  then  combined 
together,  and  adopted  the  form  of 
combination  known  as  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  I  am  not  going  to  defend 
that,  or  many  of  the  things  which  took 
place.  I  will  only  say  that  in  no  pre- 
vious agrarian  movement  in  Ireland  has> 
there  been  so  small  an  amount  of  crimo 
in  the  true  sense  of  the  term.  There 
are  many  who  suffer  from  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  on  the  brain  who  think  that 
those  who  engaged  in  these  combinations 
were  actuated  only  by  fraud.  Lord 
Salisbury  has  recently  said  that  all  those 
engaged  in  these  disputes  were  engaged 
in  swindling  and  stealing  their  landlords^ 
property.  This,  in  my  view,  is  an  utterly 
wrong  view  of  the  case.  The  tenants 
are  not  tenants  in  the  English  sense  of 
the  term — they  are  joint-owners;  they 
claimed  that  when  a  great  agrarian  crisis 
occurred,  it  was  not  right  or  fair  that  the 
whole  of  the  loss  should  fall  on  one  of  the 
joint  owners  and  none  on  the  others  ; 
their  claim  was  admitted  by  all  the  good 
landlords,  and  was  conceded  by  the 
Legislature  the  next  year.  The  sequel 
has  shown  that  in  the  vast  majority  of 
cases  the  tenants  were  justified  in  their 
demands.  I  desire  to  point  out  that  oni 
of  the  100  cases  of  combination,  80  haVe 
been  practically  settled.  The  cause  in 
all  was  the  same,  the  landlords  refusing 
to  make  any  abatement;    the    tenantii 
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landlords.  They  ask  that  all  shall  be 
treated  alike  ;  they  hold  that  as  men  of 
honour  they  are  bound  to  stand  by  one 
another,  and  they  will  not  desert 
those  who  have  fought  the  hattle  for 
them.  I  believe  that  is  the  main 
difficulty  in  all  the  existing  disputes. 
Now  I  wish  to  illustrate  the  position  by 
two  or  three  cases.  First  as  to  the 
well-known  case  of  Lord  Clanricarde. 
In  1885,  when  the  agrarian  difficulty 
first  began,  his  tenants  sent  a  petition 
asking  for  an  ahatement  of  25  per  cent. 
The  Petition  was  signed  by  Dr.  Healy, 
the  Coadjutor  Bishop  of  the  Diocese — a 
prelate  whose  sympathies  are  well  known 
to  be  in  favour  of  the  landlords.  It  was 
also  signed  by  the  Protestant  Rector. 
The  agent,  in  forwarding  the  Petition, 
evidently  indicated  an  opinion  that 
the  demand  ought  to  be  complied  with ; 
he  stated  that  the  year  was  a 
very  bad  one,  and  that  neighbour- 
ing landlords  were  giving  reduc- 
tions of  rent,  and  he  hoped  his  Lord- 
ship would  see  his  way  to  giving  an 
abatement  to  the  tenants  who  had  not 
gone  into  Court.  Lord  Clanricarde 
reprimanded  his  agent  for  forwarding 
the  Petition,  and  never  gave  any  reply  to 
it.  His  tenants  then  entered  into  a 
combination.  This  took  place  a  year 
before  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
devised.  Lord  Clanricarde  thereupon 
instructed  his  agent  to  proceed  against 
them  with  drastic  measures.  I  may 
mention  that  never  during  the  19  years 
he  has  been  in  possession  of  the 
property,  has  he  once  been  in  Ire- 
land to  see  it.  Evictions  being  resorted 
to,  were  resisted  with  great  force  by 
the  tenant.  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  the  correspondence  that  took 
place  later  between  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  Lord  Clanricarde  on  the 
subject,  in  the  course  of  which  the 
former  refused  any  longer  to  allow  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  be  used  for  the 
purposes  of  these  evictions,  unless  he 
made  a  reduction  of  rent  equivalent  to 
that  granted  by  neighbouring  landlords. 
Lord  Clanricarde  then  made  a  feeble 
and  imaginary  reduction,  which  cer- 
tainly did  not  satisfy  the  necessities  of 
the  case,  and  later  on,  when  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  came  into  power,  the 
evictions  were  resumed,  the  aid  of  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  being  no  longer 


then      combined      to     demand     abate- 
ments;     the     landlords     then      began 
■to     evict,    and    the    Government    sup- 
ported   the     landlords     with     all    the 
powers  of  the  Coercion  Act.     It  will  not, 
it  cannot  be,  denied  that  the  main,  if  not 
the   sole,  use  of  the   Coercion  Act  has 
been  to  break  down  these  combinations 
to    enable    the    landlords    to    evict,   to 
flupport  them  in  securing  arrears  of  full 
and  excessive  rent.     Nineteen  out  of  20 
-cases  under  the  Coercion  Act  have  been 
•directly   or    indirectly   connected    with 
these  disputes.     I  have  no  desire  to  raise 
-a,  Debate  on  the  Coercion  Act,  otherwise 
I   should   be   temptecl   to   dilate  on   its 
utter  failure.     What  I  desire  to   point 
is  this.     In   no   single   case  that   I   am 
3ware  of  has  a  combination  been  broken 
down.       A    large    number    have    been 
settled ;   80  out  of  the   100  have  been 
brought   to   an  end.     So  far  as  I  have 
been    able    to    obtain    information,  the 
settlements  have  been  effected  in  all  of 
these  cases   upon   the  basis   of  a  large 
abatement  of  rent,  as  large  in  most  cases 
-as  the  tenants  originally  asked  for,  and 
such  as,  if  offered  in  the  first  instance, 
would   have    avoided    all    dispute.     In 
every  single  case  the  evicted  tenants  have 
been  replaced  in  their  holdings.   In  some 
<5ases  settlements  have  been  arrived  at 
by  arbitration  with  the  happiest  results ; 
but  in  all  the  cases  the  arbitrators  have 
awarded  abatements  as  large,  or  closely 
approaching  the  amounts  originally  de- 
manded.    In  no  case  can  it  be  said  that 
the  combination  has  been  actually  put 
down.     Now,  Sir,  there  remain  about  15 
or  20  cases  of  combination,  and  in  those 
cases  there  is  strong  evidence  to  show 
that  the  tenants  on  the  whole  were  justi- 
•fied  in  their  demands.     There  is  hardly 
any  case  in  which  the  landlords  have  not 
made  offers  to  their  tenants,  which,  if 
made  in  the  first  instance,  would  have 
avoided  all  the  trouble.      The  main  diffi- 
culty in  these  cases  is,  that  as  a  rule  the 
landlords  will  not  concede  to  the  evicted 
tenants  the  same  terms  they  are  prepared 
to  give  to  those  still  in  possession  ;  many 
will  not  allow  the  ro-instatement  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  while  others  refused  to 
reinstate  the  leaders  only,  or  else  offer 
terms  which  it  is  not  possible  to  accept. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  tenants  are  on 
their    part    unwilling   to    abandon   the 
evicted    tenants,    and     in    consequence 
refuse  to  come  to  terms  singly  with  their 
Mr.  Shaw  Le/evre 
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refused.  After  three  years'  fighting,  and 
after  100  tenants  had  been  evicted.  Lord 
Clanricarde  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  make  some  abate- 
ment, and  for  the  first  time  he  offered 
a  20  per  cent,  reduction.  If  that  offer 
had  been  made  at  the  commencement  of 
the  dispute  it  would  have  avoided  all 
diflBculty.  His  agent,  before  Lord 
Cowper's  Commission,  stated  in  his 
evidence  that  if  he  had  been  permitted 
to  make  that  abatement,  there  would,  in 
all  probability,  have  been  no  combination 
on  the  part  of  the  tenants.  When  the 
offer  was  made  the  tenants  would  only 
accept  it  on  condition  that  the  evicted 
tenants  were  reinstated.  Lord  Clanri- 
carde declined  positively  to  reinstate  any 
of  them,  and  accordingly  this  raiser- 
able  dispute  went  on,  and  something  like 
150  more  tenants  were  evicted.  A  remark- 
able document  appeared  in  the  Times  to- 
day. It  is  a  letter  from  Bishop  Healy,  who 
has  been  negotiating  with  Mr.  Tener, 
Lord  Clanricarde's  agent,  on  behalf  of 
some  of  the  evicted  tenants,  desiring  to 
know  on  what  terms  they  could  be 
reinstated  in  their  holdings.  From  the 
agent's  answer,  published  in  the  Times, 
it  appears  that  the  terms  on  which 
Lord  Clanricarde  is  willing  to  reinstate 
evicted  tenants  are  so  monstrous  that  no 
tenant  can  possibly  agree  to  them.  In 
the  first  place,  he  will  only  reinstate 
those  tenants  he  may  think  it  desirable 
to  reinstate  in  the  interests  of  the 
estate.  In  the  second  place,  he  insists 
they  shall  pay  rent  for  the  two  or  three 
years  during  which  they  have  been  out. 
It  really  seems  absurd  to  suppose  that 
anybody  could  have  put  forward  such 
proposals ;  but  there  they  are,  showing 
the  spirit  in  which  Lord  Clanricarde 
deals  with  these  cases.  I  believe  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  there  are  800  other 
tenants  still  in  possession,  but  expect  to 
be  evicted  in  the  same  manner.  Many 
of  them  are  already  under  notice.  It 
may  be  said  that  this  is  an  exceptional 
case,  but  that  is  not  so.  The  case  of 
Lord  Massereene  has  a  remarkable 
resemblance  to  it.  Lord  Massereene's 
agent,  Mr.  Wynne,  one  of  the  best- 
known  men  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and 
one  of  the  ablest  agents,  in  1886  advised 
his  employer  to  make  the  same  abate- 
ment that  neighbouring  landlords  had 
made,  but  he  refused,  and  his  agent  was 
either  dismissed  or  gave  notice,  and  his 


affairs  were  put  into  the  hands  of  a  firm 
of  Dublin  solicitors,  gentlemen  who- 
have  obtained  a  certain  notoriety  for  the 
manner  ii  which  they  deal  with  these 
disputes. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  :  Land 
sharks. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  tenants 
next  met  together  and  sent  a  deputation 
to  Lord  Massereene,  who  refused  to  see 
them.  Thenceforward  the  ienants  com- 
bined,  evictions  took  place,  and  the  usual 
serious  consequences  followed.  After 
the  dispute  had  gone  on  several 
months  Lord  Massereene  offered  terms 
which  the  tenants  would  have  been 
prepared  to  accept,  subject  to  the  con- 
dition that  the  evicted  tenants  were 
reinstated;  but,  unfortunately,  though 
Lord  Massereene  was  willing  to  reinstate 
the  tenants  generally,  he  made  an 
exception  in  the  case  of  three  of  the 
leaders,  whom  he  would  under  no 
circumstances  consent  to  replace.  But 
the  majority  of  the  tenants  preferred 
eviction  to  the  abandonment  of  their 
leaders,  and  this  led  to  the  breakdown  of 
the  negotiations,  as  the  tenants  would 
not  desert  these  three  men.  The  case  of 
the  Ponsonby  estate  differs  from  that  of 
the  Clanricarde  and  Massereene  estates. 
Mr.  Ponsonby  was  not  unwilling  te 
make  an  abatement  of  15  per  cent. 
The  tenants  asked  30  per  cent.,  and, 
being  refused,  joined  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Mr.  Ponsonby  thereupon 
began  to  evict.  After  many  evictions^ 
and  after  months  had  gone  by,  negotia- 
tions were  opened  with  a  view  to  the 
purchase  of  their  holdings  by  the 
tenants  under  the  Ashbourne  Act ;  and, 
according  to  the  statement  of  the 
tenants,  terms  were  very  nearly  agreed 
to.  At  that  stage  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon  stepped  in,  and,  on  behalf  of 
a  syndicate  of  landlords,  bought  the 
estate  with  a  view  of  carrying  on  the 
dispute.  The  hon.  Member  in  a  speech 
to  his  constituents  has  since  explained 
that  his  object  in  so  doing  was  to  defeat 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  give  such  a 
lesson  to  the  tenants  who  had  taken 
part  in  it  as  would  deter  others  from 
embarking  on  a  similar  course.  The 
hon.  Member  having  bought  the  estate, 
made  a  not  unreasonable  offer  to  the 
tenants.  Such  an  offer,  in  fact,  if  it 
had  been  made  at  the  outset,  would  have 
avoided  all  the  difficulty.      In  the  first 
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place,  however,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
reinstate  the  evicted  tenants.  Later  on 
he  gave  way  to  some  extent  and  agreed 
to  admit  them,  but  insisted  npon  their 
paying  the  rent  for  the  period  dnring 
which  they  had  been  evicted — in  some 
cases  as  much  as  two  or  three  years. 
Of  course,  this  was  impossible,  and 
so  all  negotiations  ceased,  and  the 
unfortunate  dispute  has  gone  on. 
During  the  last  few  months  250  tenants 
have  been  evicted.  The  tenants  were 
anxious  and  willing  to  refer  the  dispute 
to  arbitration.  But  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon,  on  behalf  of  his  syndicate, 
refuses  arbitration  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  be  a  victory  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  The  last  case  I  shall  mention 
is  that  of  Mr.  Olphert.  In  this,  as  in 
the  others,  the  tenants  originally  de- 
manded an  abatement,  and,  the  landlord 
ofEering  wholly  inadequate  terms,  the 
tenants  joined  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  tho  evictions  proceeded.  Efforts 
were  made  from  time  to  time  to  bring 
this  case  to  a  settlement,  and  I  took  con- 
siderable part  in  endeavouring  to  induce 
Mr.  Olphert  to  a^ree  to  refer  the  matter 
to  arbitration.  I  saw  his  son  in  London, 
and  I  also  communicated  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  on  the  subject. 
At  one  time  I  had  great  hopes  Mr. 
Olphert  might  be  induced  to  adopt  this 
course,  but  it  appears  from  a  statement 
he  made  publicly  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
that  he  could  not  do  so,  as  he  had  re- 
ceived assistance  from  other  landlords  of 
the  district  upon  the  understanding  that 
he  would  not  give  way.  Over  200 
tenants  have  during  the  last  few  weeks 
been  evicted.  Undoubtedly  Mr.  Olphert 
before  the  last  batch  of  evictions  made 
offers  of  a  much  more  generous  character 
than  he  had  ever  made  before,  but  no 
agreement  could  be  arrived  at  owing  to 
Mr.  Olphert  being  unwilling  to  rein- 
state the  evicted  tenants  on  the  same 
terms.  These  are  the  principal  cases, 
but  I  could  multiply  the  number  if 
necesssary.  Still  they  fairly  illustrate 
the  nature  of  the  existing  disputes.  As 
I  have  already  said  the  diflficulty  is  the 
reinstatement  of  the  evicted  tenants. 
But  I  want  the  House  to  consider  is  it 
reasonable  to  expect  that  men  who  have 
combined  together  and  promised  to  stand 
by  one  another  in  order  to  get  an  abate- 
ment of  rent  should  desert  those  who 
have  suffered  for  the  general  good,  and 
Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre 


should  abandon  their  evicted  friends! 
To  do  so  would  be  playing  a  dishonour- 
able part.  Whatever  may  have  been 
the  condition  of  the  original  combi- 
nation— be  it  legal  or  be  it  criminal 
— ^I  hold  that  when  the  main  grounds 
for  which  the  combination  was  started 
have  been  conceded  by  the  landlords, 
when  the  combiners  have  been  granted 
an  abatement  of  rent,  and  when  the 
only  question  remaining  is  the  reinstate- 
ment of  the  evicted  tenants,  then  the 
combination  can  no  longer  be  called 
illegal  or  criminal.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  jury  could  be  found  in  the  whole 
of  Christendom  to  convict  tenants  of 
criminal  conspiracy  under  such  condi- 
tions as  these.  The  Chief  Secretary 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
have  stated  that  if  I  publicly  uttered  in 
Ireland  anything  illegal  I  should  be 
treated  the  same  as  certain  Irish  Mem- 
bers have  been.  Well,  1  have  three 
times  publicly  stated  this  opinion  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  presume  that,  as  my  words 
must  have  been  criticised  and  scrutinised, 
they  have  not  been  found  to  be  illegal. 
I  have  frequently  said  the  same  thing  in 
this  House,  and  am  prepared  to  justify 
it  either  in  Ireland  or  here.  Is  it  not 
possible  to  bring  these  unhappy  disputes 
to  an  end  ?  Is  it  not  a  scandal  that  the 
peace  of  the  country  should  be  disturbed 
because  men  like  Lord  Clanricarde  and 
Lord  Massereene  act  in  this  unreason- 
able and  unjust  manner  ?  Arbitration  had 
settled  the  trouble  on  the  Vandeleur  estate 
as  well  as  on  other  estates.  The  dispute 
on  the  Vandeleur  estate  was  one  of  the 
most  difficult  I  came  across  in  Ireland, 
because  the  matter  was  by  no  means 
clear.  The  landlord  offered  an  abate- 
ment, but  the  tenants  demanded  a  larger 
abatement,  which  was  refused,  so  that  a 
combination  was  entered  into,  and  evic- 
tions took  place  with  the  usual  miserable 
consequences.  I  was  invited  over  by  the 
tenants,  with  a  view  to  endeavouring  to 
bring  about  an  arrangement,  and  when 
there  I  found  the  greatest  possible  diffi- 
culty in  coming  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the 
real  merits  of  the  case.  I  urged  the 
landlord's  agent  to  agree  to  arbitration, 
but  without  success  ;  but  fortunately  the 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  was  more 
successful.  Colonel  Vandeleur  agreed  to 
the  suggestion,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  undertook  the  task, 
his  award  bringing  the  dispute  to  a  con- 
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elusion.     The  tenants  received  an  abate- 
ment  equal    to    that    which   tliey   had 
origin&lly  demanded,  the  evicted  tenants 
were   replaced    in   their   holdings,   and 
peace  has  been  restored  to  the  district. 
Tho  tenants,  I  am  told,  are  most  desirous 
of  abiding  by  the  award,  and  the  priests 
are  doing  their  mtmoafc  to  promote  that 
result.     Now,  I  will  %^enture  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  to  ask 
him  whether  this  course  might  not  be 
pui-sued  in  other  cases,  and  wjiether  it 
does  not  o5er  a  solution  of  these  disputes. 
How  is  it  to  be  brought  about  ?     I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  best  plan  of  bringing 
it  about  would  be  for  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  bring  the  influence  of  the  Government 
to   bear  upon  the   remaining   landlords 
who  are    parties   to  these   disputes.     I 
have  not  the  smallest  doubt  myself  that 
ii  the  Chief  Secretar}^  were  to  summon 
these    landlords   or  their  agents  to  the 
Castle   in    Dubhn,   tell   them   that    thd 
peace  of  the  country  required  that  these 
disputes  should  be  brought  to  an  end,  and 
ask  them  to  accept  arbitration^  his  inHu- 
ence  would  prevail,  more  especially  if  he 
were  to  hint  that,  in  the  event  of  their  re- 
fuaal,  be  would  not  use  the  Coercion  Act 
OP  pack  juries  to  support  them.  These  dis- 
putes go  on  mainly  because  the  landlords 
are  supported  by  the  Coercion  Acts  and 
because  they  know  that  if  any  case  is 
tried  the  jury  will  be  packed  for  them. 
If  they  knew  that  they  would  not   bo 
supported  by  the  Coercion  Act,  and  that 
they  would  not  have  juries  packed  for 
them,  my   belief  is    that  these  disputes 
would   speedily  be    st^ttled.      I    would 
therefore  recommend  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  suggest  arbitration  to  the   landlords, 
and  to  couple  the  suggestion  with  a  hint 
in  tho  direction  I  have  referred  t^D,     In- 
deed, I  believe   that  if   the   right   lion. 
Gentleman  were  to  rise  in  his  place  to- 
night and  say  be  is  in  favour  of  arbitra- 
tion, and  thinks  these  disputes  ought  to 
be  brought  to  an  end  in  the  way  I   sug- 
gest, his  voice    would    be  so    influential 
that  within  a  few  day,s  we  sljould  liear 
of  the  settlement  of  all  these  casen.     So 
far  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  never 
lifted  his  voice  in  favour  of  such  a  settle- 
ment.    I  hope  I  am  not  doing  him  an 
injustice  in  this  matter ;  but  if  he  can 
pick  out  from  his  speeches  in  this  House 
any  expresaion  favourable  to  a  settlement, 
or  tending  towards  p^ace  and  conciliation, 
I   will   gladly  withdraw  my  statement. 


It  appears  to  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  action  has  so  far  been  in  the 
opposite  direction,  and  has  tended  to 
nrge  the  landlords  to  maintain  their  old 
attitude.  If  legislation  were  necessary  ^ 
to  carry  out  the  policy  I  advocate,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  difficult  to  frame  »i 
compulsory  measure  on  the  subject,  I 
would  suggest  that  the  disputes  should 
be  scheduled  in  the  Bill,  and  that  the 
Baard  of  Arbitrators  should  Ixj  appointed 
for  deciding  what  abatements  should  be 
made  in  rents,  I  do  not,  however,  feel 
it  necessary  to  enter  into  tlie  details  of 
such  a  scheme.  All  I  desire  to  do  is  to 
lay  down  the  general  principle  that  these 
cases  would  be  dealt  with  by  arbitration. 
I  do  not  deny  that  the  landlords  are 
within  their  legal  rights;  they  can  claim 
their  pound  of  flesh.  But  it  is  not  always 
wise  in  these  days  to  insist  upon  the  asser-^ 
tion  of  legal  rights,  I  suppose  the  Irish  • 
landlords  in  the  time  of  the  Irish  famine 
were  within  their  rights  in  the  action  they 
took.  Let  me  remind  the  House  what  a 
great  statesman  of  our  time  said  on  this 
point — I  mean  Lord  John  Russell.  In 
>Ir,  Spencer  Wal pole's  Life  of  Lord  John 
Eitsselly  recent! J  published,  will  be  found 
a  letter  written  by  that  statesman  iu 
1848,  when  he  was  Prime  Minister  of 
this  country.  Writing  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  the  middle  of  the  famine, 
Lord  J,  Russell  said — 

**  1  am  not  ready  to  brinj^  in  any  restrictive 
Inw  without  at  tho  eame  time  restraining^  thd] 
power  of  the  landlords.  It  i:*  quite  t'^ue  that 
the  laodlorda'of  England  would  not  like  to  be 
shot  at,  but  neither  does  any  Uadlord  of  Eng- 
land turn  out  iSOfamiliea  at  once  and  burn  their 
houses  down." 

I  say  that,  howrever  bad  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  boycotting  may  be»  thej 
are  not  as  had  as  wholesale  evictions 
and  the  burning  down  of  houses  by  men 
like  Lord  Clanricardo.  I  have  puri>o8ely 
restricted  my  Motion  to  the  disputes 
which  arose  between  the  years  1885  and 
1887,  so  that  it  does  not  inclurle  the 
Ti[)pcrary  case,  which  comes  within  a 
totally  different  catej2jory,  as  it  was  a 
political  dispute  which  arose  in  conse- 
quence of  the  indignation  of  the  people 
in  respect  of  the  Ponsnnby  dispute.  My 
confident  belief  is  that  if  the  Pon- 
sonby  dispute  were  settkd  by  arbitra- 
tion or  otherwise,  the  Tipperary  dispute 
would  como  to  an  end.  In  conclusion, 
I  can  only  say  that  every  consideration, 
whether  of  justice  to  the  tenants,  or  of 
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the  interests  of  peace  in  Ireland,  or  of 
wise  statesmanship,  points  to  the  same 
suggestion,  namely,  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  use  its  influence  in 
obtaining  a  settlement  of  these  cases  by 
arbitration,  and  if  they  fail  to  do  so, 
ought  to  apply  to  this  House  for  legisla- 
tion. I  confidently  appeal  to  the  House 
in  favour  of  a  policy  of  peace  and  con- 
ciliation. 1  beg  to  move  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  use  its  influence 
for  the  settlement  hy  arhitration  of  the  remain- 
ing disputes  between  large  bodies  of  tenants  in 
Ireland  and  their  landlords,  wnich  arose  in  the 
years  1885-7,  and,  if  necessary,  to  propose 
legislation  to  Parliament  for  effecting  this  pur- 
pose,"—  {ifr.  Shaw  Lefevre^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
Question." 

*(5.9.)  M».  T.  W.  RUSS ELL  (Tyrone, 
S.) :  In  rising  to  oppose  the  Motion 
I  may  say  there  are  two  things  I  have 
no  desire  to  do.  I  have  no  desire  to 
enter  into  any  thick  and  thin  defence  of 
Irish  landlords,  and  certainly  it  is  no 
part  of  my  business,  here  or  anywhere 
else,  to  attempt  any  defence  of  Lord 
Clanricarde.  Nor  have  I  any  intention  of 
condemning  in  any  general  way  the 
principle  of  arbitration.  If  ai^  landlord, 
having  a  dispute  with  his  tenantry, 
chooses  to  submit  that  dispute  to  arbi- 
tration I  am  perfectly  satisfied,  and  I 
think  he  will  probably  act  wisely.  But 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  comes 
forward  with  arbitration  as  a  kind  of 
specific  for  this  disease — a  kind  of  lymph 
that  has  simply  to  be  injected  into  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  to  efEect  a  complete 
cure  of  the  disease — I  take  leave  to 
differ  with  him.  And  it  is  on  that 
ground  that  I  oppose  the  Motion.  I 
can  very  well  understand  the  anxiety  of 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
to  have  the  Plan  of  Campaign  out  of 
the  way  and  settled.  There  are  many 
reasons  why  they  should  wish  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  out  of  the  way  at  the 
present  time.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  a  very  costly  business,  and  the 
folly  of.  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  and  the  hon.  Member 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 


for  East  Mayo  in  launching  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  been  about  the  most 
costly  folly  that  Irish  •  Members  have 
ever  committed.  Speaking  at  Chicago 
on  November  29  last,  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  said — 

**  During  the  last  two  years  I  myself  hare 
been  obliged  to  pay  out  on  the  average  25,000 
dollars  per  month  for  food,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  means  for  famishing  people.'' 

That  is  to  say,  after  having  advised 
people  to  give  up  the  means  of  livelihood 
that  they  possessed,  and  after  }iaving 
used  means  which  amounted,  in  my 
opinion,  to  absolute  coercion  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  Plan,  the  hon.  Member 
goes  to  America  and  informs  the  Ameri- 
can people  that  this  costly  folly  tots  up 
to  an  expenditure  of  something  like 
£5,000  or  £6,000  a  month.  You  can 
well  understand,  therefore,  why  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  wish 
to  get  rid  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
But  there  are  other  reasons.  There  are 
also  contingent  liabilities.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford has  encouraged  the  evicted  tenants 
by  promising  that  they  shall  be  rein- 
stated in  their  holdings  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  return 
to  political  power.  Now,  that  is  a  very 
dangerous  promise  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  make  to  any  such  body  of 
people.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  a  promise 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may 
never  have  an  opportunity  of  carrying 
out ;  and  even  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attains  to  power  he  may  find  it 
exceedingly  diflficult  to  carry  it  out.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  has  given  an  intimation  that  he 
sees  difficulties  in  the  way.  At  any  rate, 
I  am  certain  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  does  so,  for 
what  did  he  say  at  Cork  on  the  17th 
of  December,  18901  He  said— I 
am  quoting  from  the  Cork  Daily 
Herald : — 

*<What  has  Mr.  Pamell  done  in  the  case 
of  the  evicted  tenants — the  men  who  have 
sacrificed  all  for  principle,  the  adopted  ch'l- 
dren  of  the  nation?  He  has  said  in  that 
manifesto  that  the  Liberal  Party  could  do 
nothing  for  them  by  means  of  direct  action. 
That  was  a  misUading  declaration.  If  by 
direct  action  is  meant  lepslation,  of  course  wc 
are  all  aware  that  the  Liberal  Party  could  not 
command  the  assent  of  the  House  of  Lords,  but 
the  Liberal  Party,  when  it  comes  into  power, 
wiU  have  the  control  of  the   House  of  Com- 
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TOonu,  and  eoutrol  of  the  Hooae  ol  Commons 
means  control  of  lh«-'  purse,  and  I  um  not  aware 
of  any  rejison  why  tlie  Lib«?ral  Parly,  (Mintrol- 
liog  tbo  E^t:he«|u«r  of  the  r.ountry,  might  nut 
be  enublicid  to  make  a  g'rHntiaaidof  tbe  uvicted 
tenam^,  who  bad  suffered  by  the  unjust  extsrciae 
of  the  law/' 

Ocinsidering  the  cost  of  the  Plan  of  Catn- 
paigLi  and  the  bills  dmwn  on  the  future, 
hon,  Membere  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  every  reason  to  press  for  a  settle- 
ment to  get  rid,  first  of  the  cost,  and  then 
of  the  contingent  liabilities.  The  Member 
for  Bradford  seemed  to  me — I  hope  I  did 
not  misunderstand  lum,  and  I  certainly 
do  not  Avish  to  misrepresent  him— to 
tirgue  that  if  the  Act  of  1887  had  b?en 
passed  in  time,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
never  would  have  come  into  operation, 
and  these  evicted  tenants  never  would 
hnvG  suffered. 

Mk.  W,  K  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian)  :  Hear,  bear  ! 

♦Mr.  T,  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  have  the 
tifisent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  that  statt- 
ment.  I  ask  the  House  to  look  that 
tstatement  fairly  in  the  face,  and  contrast 
it  with  the  actual  facts.  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  brought 
intt>  operation  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
the  tenants  at  all.  I  wilt  tell  the  House 
why  1  say  &D.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr,  Dillon),  speaking  on 
October  4th,  1888,  in  Dnndalk,  while 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  at  its  height 
on  the  Massereene  estate^  plainly  stated 
what  the  struggle  meant.     He  said — 

"The  struggle  on  the  land  question  is  only 
part  and  parcel  of  the  great  struggle  for  Irish 
independence,  which  waa  fought  for  in'^Bi  in 
'48,  and  in  '67/' 

That  was  why  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  brought  into  operation,  It  was 
founded  on  a  doctrine  preached  by  Mr. 
John  Mitchell  at  a  much  earlier  date, 
when  he  said — 

**  I  am  convinced,  and  have  long  been,  that 
the  maee  of  the  Iriah  people  cannot  be  roused 
In  any  quarrel  leea  than  socihI  revolution, 
destruction  of  landlordism »  and  denial  of  every 
tenure  and  title  derived  from  English  sove- 
reigus/* 

That  is  the  basis  of  the  Plan  of  Cam* 
paign,  and  not  any  desire  to  shield  the 
tenantry.  To  come  now  to  the  question 
ol  the  Act  of  1887,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
asserts  that  if  the  Act  had  been  passed 
in  time  all  the  struggle  might  have  been 
■avoided.  Now,  what  did  that  Act  do? 
VOL.  CCGXLIX.      [third  series.] 
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It  provided  for  the  revising  of  the 
judicial  rents  for  a  limited  period ;  but 
will  any  lion.  Member  say  that  the 
reductions  in  the  judicial  rents  granted 
uiidtr  that  Act  ever  equalled  the  redac- 
tions o^ered  by  the  landlords,  with  the 
single  exception  of  Lord  Clanricarde, 
before  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  brought 
into  operation  on  their  estates?  Much 
Larger  reductions  were  offered  in  every 
case,  always  excepting  that  of  Lord 
Clanricarde,  before  this  warfare  com- 
menced, and  were  declined.  That  can 
be  proved.  Therefore  it  is  not  fair  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  deli- 
berately that  if  the  Act  of  1887  had 
been  passed  in  time  the  trouble  would 
have  been  avoided.  I  say  that  the 
landlords  were  in  the  main  better  than 
that  Act,  and  this,  therefore,  bars  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  argument  as  to 
the  Act  of  1887.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
wa.%  only  founded  as  a  political  machine, 
and  it  has  been  used  as  a  political 
machine.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  has 
gone  over  S3veml  estates,  and  argued 
strongly  in  favour  of  applying  arbitra- 
tion, compulsory  if  necessary,  to  the  dis- 
putes. Now,  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  tlie  House  to  at  least  three  cases 
where  this  principle  of  arbitration  has 
been  brought  into  operation  in  Ireland. 
First  is  the  case  of  Captain  Hill,  of 
Gweedore,  and  that  case  was  the  origin 
of  the  whole  trouble  in  Gweedore.  I  am 
not  very  sure  that  the  Chief  Secretary  op 
his  agents  have  not  some  responsibility 
to  bear  for  the  trouble  that  followed 
Captain  Hill's  settlement.  Captain  Hill 
is  the  owner  of  a  small  property  in 
Gweedore,  where  the  holdings  are  small 
and  the  people  are  poor.  Trouble  arose 
in  1887,  and  evictions  were  on  the  point 
of  taking  place.  The  whole  dispute  was 
practically  left  in  the  hands  of  Father 
M*Fadden  as  arbitrator,  and  what  took 
place  ?  The  forces  of  the  law  were  on 
the  estate,  and  evictions  were  imminent. 
The  tenants  owed  £1,914  on  the  decrees. 
They  offered  £1,456,  and,  by  the  way, 
this  was  the  famous  case  where  Colonel 
Dopping  was  agent*  This  was  a  reduc- 
tion of  5s.  6d.  in  the  JCI  on  the  non- 
judicial rents,  and  a  reduction  of  20  per 
cent,  on  the  judicial  rents/  The  landlord 
asked  for  £1>16,  but  Father  M^Fadden'fl 
arbitration  was  accepted,  and  Colonel 
3  K 
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Popping  agreed  to  receive  the  £1,456. 
All  the  expenses  were  to  be  paid  by  the 
landlord ;  all  the  tenants  were  to  sign 
agreements  to  become  judicial  tenants  at 
25  per  cent,  reduction,  and  all  tlie  old 
tenants  were  to  be  reinstated.  In  fiict, 
every  condition  suggested  by  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  in  this  cfisc  carried  out.  The 
terms  of  the  tenants  were  absolutely 
conceded ;  but  liave  the  rents  been  paid  ? 
I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  that  the 
agents  sat  for  two  days  in  the  rent  office 
last  month  without  a  single  tenant 
crossing  the  door.  I  want  to  put  this 
to  the  House:  It  is  one  thing  to 
talk  about  arbitration,  but  it  is  quite 
another  thing  to  get  the  award  carried 
out.  What  is  the  Land  Court,  estab- 
Ushed  under  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
but  a  Court  of  Arbitration  appointed  by 
the  House  of  Commons  itself  ?  And 
yet  the  judicial  rents  fixed  by  this  Court 
of  Arbitration  under  the  authority  of 
this  Hou^e  are  no  more  sacred  than  the 
rents  which  have  not  been  revised  ;  and 
the  awards  of  the  Court  can  only  be  en- 
forced by  eviction.  What  is  the  use  of 
piling  award  upon  award?  What  iflthe 
use  of  setting  up  another  Court  of  Arbi- 
tration to  revise  the  Court  already  set 
up  by  the  House  itself  ?  The  awards 
oan  only  be  enforced  by  eviction 
even  in  that  case  ;  the  eviction  will 
be  resisted,  whatever  the  Court  be  ; 
and  all  the  same  unpopularity  will 
attach  to  it,  simply  becausethe  Plan 
of  Oamijaign  is  not  a  movement 
to  relieve  tenants^  hut  a  political  engine. 
Another  case  of  absolute  arbitration  is 
to  be  found  in  the  Glensharrold  estate. 
There  the  landlord  has  disappeared 
altogether,  having  been  ruined  long  ago. 
Glensharrold  is  a  miserable  place,  where 
it  is  quite  impossible  for  the  people  on 
the  wretched  land  to  make  the  rent,  or  a 
living.  They  make  their  rent  out  of  the 
bog  and  tlie  siile  of  the  turf.  The  dig- 
pute  was  between  the  tenants  and  the 
land  Court,  with  Mr,  Justice  Monroe 
at  its  head.  The  Court  offered  an  abate- 
ment of  30  poi  cent.,  on  rents  that  had 
been  jndicaily  tiled  in  the  main*  That 
offer  was  rejected,  and  the  Plan  of  Cftm- 
paign  was  adopted*  How  would  the 
Act  of  1887  have  prevented  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  Glensharrold,  seeing  that 
its  highest  reduction  was  16J  per  cent.  ? 
The  people  wore  poor,  and,  therefore, 
Jfr,  T,  W.  miasell 


extraordinary  exertions  were  made  by 
nnmber  of   philanthropic  gentlemen 
get    the    dispute    settled.      Mr*  Justi 
Monroe    was   practically    the    arbitral 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenanti 
he  had  no    interest  lu  the  hind.     As 
what  the  facts  were,  I  will  quote  from 
letter  written  by  the  Bishop  of  Limeri 
the    Bishop   of    the   diocese,    who     u 
doubtedly  knew  the  circumstances  of  tl 
cnse,  and  who  felt  for  the  poor   peopl 
,  Thei-o  were  arrears  due  to  March,  18^ 
amounting  to  £2,611  14s.  9d.     The  pji; 
ment  to  be  accepted  for  this  sum  und< 
the  arbitration  of  the  Court  was  X384  1 1 
The  arrears  to  be  forgive n»  therefore,  wei 
X2,2"27  3s.  9d.     No  Court  of  arbitmii. 
could  have  been  much  more  liberal  th 
that.     These  were  the  terms  offered 
Mr.    Justice  Monroe,    so  far  as  arrea 
were  concerned,  and  I    will  prove  that 
they  were  superior  to  those  offered  by  aj 
least  onehon.  Member  who  will  sup] 
the   Motion   before   the    House,     Wii 
regard  to  the  actual  rent,  the  old  re 
paid    by    these     people     amounted 
£738    15s.    4d. ;  the   judicial   rent  wi 
£542    68. ;    and    Mr.     Justice    Monn 
offered    to    take    and    fix    the   future 
rent    at   £384    lis.     This  was  an 
nnal   reduction   in    the   actual   rent 
£354    48.    4d.     Here  was    a   Conrt   of 
Arbitration  making  reductions  as  favour- 
able to  the  tenant  as  could  be  conceived, 
and   what   was   the   result?    The   pro- 
posals of  Mr.  Justice  Monroe  and  Bishop 
O'Dwyer  wore  absolutely  scanted  ;  hui 
were    put    up,    and   the    tenants   we 
evicted.     Now  they  are   living  in   co 
and    8tanra.tion,    and     the    right     hoi 
Gentleman    the  Member    for    Bradfo 
says   that   if   the   Act  of    1887,    whii 
could  give  no  such  terms  as  those  I  ha 
mentioned,   had   been  passed  earlier,  al 
would  have  been  well.     **  You  have  only 
to  arbitrate,  and,  presto  !  the  whole  ditfii 
culty   vanishes,"    says   the    right,    hoi 
Gentleman,     Then  I  come  to  the  case 
the   Vandeleur    estate,     I    know 
estate  very  well.      I  have  been   th 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
the  Vandeleur  estate  provided  a  sample 
of    arbitration    for    Irish    landlords.     I 
myself  have  no  land  in  Ireland  or  el 
where,  and  I  am  thankful    for  it — m 
as   much   as  would  sod  a  lark.     But  my 
desire  in  the   whole  of  this  land  dispute 
is  to  see  that  the  tenants  get  justice,  and 
that  those  who  wish  to  rob  the 
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landlorda  do  not  have  the  chaiice  to  do 
so.  Now,  I  come  to  the  Arbitration 
Court  which  the  rig-ht  hon.  Gentleman 
holds  up  as  a  pattern  for  those  who  hold 
land  in  Ireland.  Who  was  the  arbttmtor  I 
Was  he  an  impirtial  persfin  l  Because 
in  any  Court  of  Arbitration  the  first  duty 
ought  to  be  to  find  an  impartial  person. 
But,  instead  of  this,  there  was  chosen 
from  the  very  thick  of  the  fray  a  gentle^ 
man  whose  opinions  are  very  clearly 
defined.  That  doubt  leas  was  Captain 
Vandeleur's  business  and  not  mine  ;  but 
when  such  a  pracess  as  this  is  held  up  as 
a  model  for  other  landlords  to  follow,  I 
think  it  our  business  to  see  what  is  really 
the  case.  The  gentleman  appolnttd  as 
arbitrator  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell), 
-with  the  hon,  Gentlemun  the  Member 
for  Canterbury  (Mr,  Henniker  Heaton) 
looking  on,  Tliese  persons  arrive  at  the 
estate,  and  decide  not  only  what  is  the 
amount  due  and  to  bo  paid,  but  they 
actually  fix  the  rents  for  the  future. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gtm- 
tie  man  proposes  to  take  any  such 
power  in  regard  to  Courts  of  Ai'bltra- 
tion  to  be  established  in  the  future. 
At  any  rate,  that  was  the  power  set 
up  by  them.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tell  me  that  the  award  thus 
made  on  the  Vandeleur  estate  has  been 
carried  out?  Will  he  say  how  many 
tenants  have  felt  themselves  bound  by 
^that  award,  and  paid  the  instalments 
ordered?  Will  anyone  tell  me  that? 
Will  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  rise 
and  give  the  informatioQ  ?  Probably  ho 
could  tell  more  than  any  other  Member  of 
tliia  House,  But  I  say  that  both  publicly 
in  the  newspapers  and  privately  from 
those  who  know,  or  profess  to  know,  I 
have  been  informed  that  while  a  certain 
number  of  tenants  really  stuck  by  the 
award,  and  paid  their  instalments,  a  con- 
siderable number  have  done  nothing  of 
the  kind,  but  have  refused  to  pay  any- 
thing at  all.  We  had  better  have 
the  trutii  aa  to  this  question.  If 
these  tenants  have  paid,  those  who 
know  the  fact  ought  to  say  so,  and 
contradict  the  rumours  that  have  been 
abroad,  I  know  nothing  of  my  own 
[lersonal  knowledge  on  the  subject.  I  only 
say  what  I  have  seen  in  the  news- 
papers, where  it  has  not  been  contra- 
dicted, and  what  I  have  been  informed 
by  persons  in  the  neighbourhood  that  the 


foicts  are  ns  I  have  stated.  Looking  at 
the  fact  that  the  awards  mnde,  which 
have  been  highly  favourable  to  the 
tenants,  have  been  set  aside  in  the  ease 
of  Captain  Hill  and  iu  other  cases — I 
have  quoted  the  Glensharrold  case 
already — 1  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  cannot  come 
here  and  prove  that  arbitration  is  a 
specific  for  these  disputes.  A  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  Lord  ClHuricarde, 
and  I  am  not  about  to  take  on  myself  the 
task  of  defending  him.  1  have  been  over 
his  estate,  and  will  say  this,  that  whilst 
he  has  neglected  every  duty  that  can  be 
said  to  belong  to  the  ownership  of  pro- 
perty, whilo  he  has  behaved  in  an  utterly 
callous  manner,  and  has  cared  nothing 
for  putting  the  Government  or  any  one 
else  into  diftieulties — it  may  bo  said  for 
those  who  liave  thrown  this  quarrel  on 
his  tenants,  that  their  responsibility  also 
counts  for  something.  They  knew  their 
man,  and  before  subjecting  these  people 
to  the  hardships  they  now  suffer,  having 
had  to  live  through  the  winter  which 
has  just  passed  in  their  wretched  wooden 
shanties,  experiencing  the  bitter  cold  ; 
being  without  the  doles  they  were 
premised,  some  of  them  afliicted  with 
typhoid  fever  and  dying  from  day  to  day ; 
those  hon.  Members  who  are  responsible 
for  all  this  ought  first  to  have  counted 
the  cost.  They  have  not  suffered  them* 
selves.  Wlmtever  happened  to  the 
evicted  tenants,  the  ParHamenlary  Fund 
has  been  ali  right.  They  knew  that  Lord 
Clanricarde  was  the  last  man  in  Ireland 
whom  they  ought  to  fight.  They  knew 
he  had  a  large  reserve  outside  Ire- 
land, and  that  he  could  sit  in  the 
Albany  not  caring  what  happened  in 
Galway,  They  knew  that  years  hence 
he  would  issue  his  orders  to  h»s  advent, 
who  would  be  certain  to  carry  them 
out,  that  Galway  might  be  depopu- 
lated for  all  the  noble  Marquess  cared  ; 
and  I  repeat  that  the  men  who  promoted 
this  quarrel  between  Lord  Clanricarde 
and  his  tenants  carry  on  their  shoulders 
an  immense  responsibility.  What  has 
been  said  of  Lord  Clanricarde  ?  I  spent 
a  week  on  hiB  estate,  doing  my  best  to 
get  at  the  facts,  and  I  obtained  them.  I 
am  wholly  against  his  refusal  in  1885 
to  give  a  moderate  reduction  auch  as 
other  landlords  gave.  He  was  utterly 
in  the  wrong,  and  is  about  the  only  land- 
lord who  has  been  subjeeted  to  the  Plan 
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of  Campaign  who  made  such  a  refusal. 
But  I  found  that  in  the  district  of  Wood- 
ford the  unrevised  rents  of  Lord  Clanri- 
carde — the  rents  not  subject  to  judicial 
process — were  absolutely  lower  than  the 
rents  of  Lord  Duusandle  and  other  land- 
lords in  the  same  neighbourhood,  which 
had  been  through  the  Court,  and  subject 
to  judicial  control.  GentlemenSvhose  word 
would  be  believed  anywhere,  say  that  on 
the  part  of  his  estate  where  the  war  was 
hottest  the  rents  were  reasonable,  and 
that  the  men  who  were  at  the  head  of 
the  war  were  not  Lord  Clanricarde's 
tenants  at  all.  But  I  say  that  the  case  of 
the  Irish  landlord  has  no  more  right  to 
be  judged  by  that  of  Lord  Clanricarde, 
than  the  case  of  the  Irish  tenants  in 
general  has  to  be  judged  by  that  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  tenants.  Lord  Clanri- 
carde has  brought  nameless  calamities  on 
his  country,  and  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
tenants  have  done  more  to  injure  their 
question  than  all  the  Irish  landlords  have 
done  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  Lord 
Clanricarde  is  blamed,  but  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  report  from  an  Irish  newspaper, 
dated  the  27th  of  this  month.  A  landlord 
in  County  Wexford  had  evicted  a  tenant, 
and  in  my  opinion  had  evicted  him  pro- 
perly. That  tenant  owed  five  or  six 
years'  rent,  and  the  amount  due  was 
is 4  5s.  I  have  the  report  from  a  local 
newspaper.  The  landlord  had  given  an 
abatement  in  1885  and  had  done  right  in 
so  doing.  The  abatement  he  gave  was  a 
large  one — 30  per  cent. — but  no  rent  had 
been  paid  duringthefiveorsix  years  which 
followed.  The  County  of  Wexford  is 
one  of  the  best  counties  in  Ireland.  The 
landlord  was  not  only  within  his  right, 
but  morally  he  was  bound  to  take 
proceedings  against  such  a  man.  In 
the  report  the  landlord  was  asked 
what  abatement  he  was  willing  to  give 
on  the  arrears.  The  landlord  refused  to 
abate  a  farthing,  but  insisted  on  having 
his  pound  of  flesh.  Who  do  you  think  the 
landlord  was  ?  It  was  not  Lord  Clanri- 
carde. It  was  not  Mr.  Smith-Barry.  It  was 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Dublin.  I  hope  he  will  not  think  I  am 
challenging  his  right,  or  holding  that  he 
was  doing  wrong,  but  it  is  rather  hard 
to  find  gentlemen  acting  in  this  way 
to  protect  their  own  property,  ooming 
to  this  House  to  vote  for  Resolutions 
interfering  with  other  people's  property, 
and  applying  to  that  property  principles 
Jir,  T.  W.  Ru88ell 


they  will  not  apply  to  their  own.  I  will 
now  say  a  few  words  to  those  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  I  suppose  they  will 
vote  fwthis  Motion.  I  am  sorry  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Stirling  burghs  is  not  in  his  place. 
He  is  greatly  respected  in  his  native 
country,  although  of  late  he  has  been 
developing  into  something  like  a  Glad- 
stonian  Rob  Roy.  In  my  native  county, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recently  deli- 
vered an  address  to  his  constituents,  in 
which  arguing,  not  against  the  Plan  ol 
Campaign,  but  against  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Bill,  he  said  : — 

'<  On  the  whole  it  seemed  to  him,  that  as  the 
mass  of  the  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland  had 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  a  rent  fixed  by  a  judicial 
tribunal,  which  could  be  readjusted  every  16 
yeai  s,  he  really  did  not  see  that  they  had  Very 
much  necessity  to  go  farther  in  their  favour." 

That  is  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  relation  to  Irish  land.  If 
that  is  a  good  argument  in  favour  of 
protecting  the  British  taxpayer,  it  is  one 
also  for  protecting  the  Irish  landlord  in 
his  legal  rights.  I  am  inclined  to  regard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  as  a  higher  authority  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  At  any  rate,  he  has  been 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  he  does 
not  speak  at  random.  In  regard  to  this 
Motion,  my  objection,  as  I  have  said,  is 
not  to  the  principle  of  arbitration,  if  the 
two  parties  wish  to  appeal  to  that  principle* 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  Olphert  estate.  That  is  an  estate  I 
know  a  good  deal  about.  I  have  been 
over  it  frequently.  I  know  many  of  the 
tenants,  and  I  have  heard  from  them 
what  they  think  of  what  is  going  on. 
What  is  their  story  1  Mr.  Olphert, 
five  years  ago,  had  450  tenants.  I 
think  that  now  he  has  120. 
Where  are  the  rest?  They  have  been 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  four  or  five 
years'  rent — just  the  number  of  years 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Dublin 
evicted  h.is  tenant  for.  It  is  complained 
that  Mr.  Olphert  gave  no  abatement. 
Neither  will  the  hon.  Gentleman.  But 
Mr.  Olphert  did  offer  an  abatement.  He 
made  it  before  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  it  w&s  refused  by  both  judicial  and 
non- judicial  tenants.  From  that  day  to 
this  Mr,  Olphert  has  never  ceased  in  his 
efforts  to  conciliate  his  tenants.  He  has 
offered  to    the   poorest  of    his   tenants 
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an  abatement  amounting  to  80  per  cent. 
That  offer  was  made  and  refused  in 
my  presence.  To  the  rest  of  the 
tenants,  who  are  fairly  well  to  do,  he 
has  offered  not  80  per  cent.,  but  favour- 
able terms.  I  deny  that  Mr.  Olphert  has 
ever  refused  a  general  settlement,  or 
refused  to  reinstate  evicted  tenants.  I 
deny  in  Mr.  Olphert's  name  that  he  has 
ever  done  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  charged  him  with.  Judged  by  the 
facts,  no  man  has  acted  more  generously, 
with  small  means,  than  Mr.  Olphert  has 
done.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  there  are  twenty  estates 
under  the  Plan  ;  that  only  on  two  have 
even  efforts  been  made  to  plant  them 
with  tenants,  and  that  where  efforts  have 
been  made,  they  have  not  been  real,  but 
sham.  I  beg  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  is  not  a  vacant  holding 
on  the  Coolgreany  estate  now.  Not  only 
are  the  rents  paid  for  the  current  year, 
but  the  interest  on  the  borrowed  money 
has  also  been  paid.  I  tell  liim  that  the 
tenants  on  the  Massareene  estates  are 
bond  fide  tenants,  from  the  counties  of 
Fermanagh,  Tyrone,  and  Londonderry. 
Two  estates  only  !  Has  he  not  heard  of 
Luggacurran,  the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe's  estate  1  And  what  has  happened 
on  the  O'Grady  estate?  The  O'Grady  haa 
turned  his  estate  into  grazing  land,  and 
he  is  doing  infinitely  better  with  his 
cattle  than  he  did  with  his  tenants. 
Then  they  talk  of  the  victory  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Apart  from  grounds 
of  humanity.  The  O'Grady  has  no  reason 
to  care  if  never  another  tenant  sets  foot 
upon  his  estate.  Take  the  Ponsonby 
estate.  There  every  tenant  has  been 
evicted,  andJjSOO  head  of  cattle,  and  700 
or  800  sheep  are  grazed.  I  daresay  the 
owner  will  be  better  off  with  the  cattle 
than  he  was  with  the  tenants.  ["  No  !  "] 
Yes,  it  is  a  matter  of  figures.  In  a 
monetary  sense,  cattle  pay  better  than 
when  the  estates  are  tenanted.  Go  to 
any  of  these  estates,  and  you  will  find 
that  they  have  been  re-tenanted  by 
bond  fide  tenants,  or  they  are  being 
grazed  by  the  landlord  or  some  syndi- 
cate. That  is  called  a  triumph  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  should  not 
like  to  be  responsible  for  such  a  triumph. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
there  are  more  than  2,000  tenants  out  of 
their  holdings.  They  are  suffering  ; 
some  of  them  are  making  efforts  to  get 


back.     Who  is  responsible  for  keeping 
them  in  idleness,  for  unmaking  them  in 
every    sense  of  the   word  ?    They    are 
I  living  lives  of  wretched  idleness ;  they 
I  are  loafing  about   the   public-houses  of 
j  Youghal  and  other  towns.      Who  are  at 
I  the   root  of  all  this  ?     The    men  who 
founded  the  Plan  of  Campaign.    They 
'  have    deprived    these  tenants    of    the 
!  means  of  earning  their  livelihood  ;  they 
I  have  caused  them  nameless  and  horrible 
suffering;    they    have     sent    them     to 
the     big     towns     of      England   *  and 
Scotland,    and    some    of    them     across 
the  Atlantic.     Yet  the  men  who  have 
done  all  this  come  now  to  this  House, 
and  beg  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  extricate 
them  from    the  diflBculties  they  them- 
selves  have    created,    by    means    of  a 
system  of  arbitration   that  has  broken 
down  hopelessly  wherever  it  has  been 
tried,  and  will  not  necessarily  succeed, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    Bradford    considers   it  a 
specific  for  this  Irish  disease. 
*(5.53.)  Sib  T.  GRATTAN  ESMONDE 
(Dublin  Co.,  S):   The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  accused  me 
of  evicting  tenants. 

*Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  said  the 
hon.  Gentleman  sued  for  his  rent,  and  he 
was  entitled  to  get  it. 

Sir  T.  G.  ESMONDE  :  At  all  events, 
the  hon.  Member  pointed  out  my 
wickedness.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  At  all  events, 
he  pointed  out  the  fact  of  my  having 
evicted  a  tenant.  ["  No  ! '']  He  did  not  ? 
I  fancy  he  did. 

"     "~    RUSSELL:    I   did   not 
hon.   Member's   wicked- 
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Sib  T.  G.  ESMONDE:  Well,  he 
pointed  out  the  fact  anyhow,  of  my 
having  evicted  a  tenant,  as  a  sort  of 
counterpoise  to  the  doings  of  the  land-  " 
lords  whom  he  has  taken  under  his  wing. 
I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman 
desired  to  be  perfectly  accurate  when  he 
said  that  I  offered  no  reduction  whatever 
to  this  tenant  since  1885.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  I  offered  this  tenant  a  reduction 
every  year  since  1885.  His  rent  was 
reduced,  and  I  offered  him  furthermore 
a  reduction  of  30  per  cent.,  and  if  he  did 
not  choose  to  pay  that,  well,  he  made  a 
very  great  mistake,  that  is  all  I  have  to 
say.  The  other  tenants  on  the  property 
accepted  those  terms.     Of  course,  that  is 


1427 


Land  Tenure^ 


{COMMONS}         Irdand  {Arbitration).     1428 


oulj  a  slight  inaccuracy  in  the  speech  of 
the.  hon.  Member.  There  is  another  slight 
inaccuracy  in  his  speech  in  reference  to 
the  tenants  engaged  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  on  the  Brooke  Estate.  It  is 
said  that  these  tenants  were  silly  enough 
to  adopt  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  that 
there  are  now  prosperous  tenants  on 
their  holdings.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
people  from  the  north  in  possession  of 
these  farms,  but  it  is  known  that  most  of 
these  so-called  bond  fidei/^ns^nta  instead  of 
paying  rent,  are  paid  for  becoming  tenants. 
It  is  also  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  those 
tenants  are  only  too  anxious  for  an  op- 
portunity to  get  away  from  their  obliga- 
tions, such  as  they  are,  and  to  leave  the 
farms  on  which  they  have  been  placed. 
I  think  if  the  landlord  of  the  particular 
property  which  has  been  mentioned  were 
consulted,  he  would  raise  his  voice  against 
arbitration  or  an  amicable  settlement 
with  his  tenants.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  contended  that  the  awards  under 
arbitration  would  not  be  obeyed,  but  the 
hon.  Member  utterly  failed  to  see  that 
the  fact  of  arbitration  having  failed  in 
thr  je  instances,  which  he  named,  does  not 
affect  the  general  question  of  recourse  to 
arbitration.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  really  serious  in  his 
opposition  to  the  Motion,  which  is  an 
attempt  to  deal  with  an  urgent  portion 
of  this  great  subject  in  the  way  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford.  I  should  think 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
very  well  advised,  in  the  interests  of 
peace  in  Ireland,  in  giving  a  favourable 
reception  to  this  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  If  Her  Majesty's  Govera- 
ment  do  not  see  their  way  to  accept  the 
Motion,  or  endeavour  to  deal  with  the 
spacial  cases  in  some  such  manner  as 
indicated,  we  must  only  beHeve  that  all 
their  assertions  of  anxiety  for  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland  are  utterly  bogus  asser- 
tions, that  they  are  not  really  anxious 
for  peace,  but  for  disturbancesin  Ireland, 
in  order  that  they  may  have  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  continuing  to  work  the 
Coercion  Act  to  their  own  purposes. 
It  may  be  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  listen  to  the  bad  advice  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  and  we 
shall  conclude  that  the  Irish  te  nant  farmers 
need  expect  no  sympathy  or  assistance 
from  the  presen^  Tory  Government.  If 
this  Motion  is  negatived  by  the  *  efforts 
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of  the  Government,  then  the  Debate  will 
have  served  this  useful  purpose,  it  will 
have  shown  the  Irish  tenant  farmers 
and  the  evicted  tenants  who  their  real 
friends  are,  and  how  much  faith  can  be 
placed  in  the  assurances  of  the  Party 
opposite.  Irish  farmers  will  be  able  to 
realise  how  much  there  is  in  the  assur- 
ances of  kindly  feeling  entertained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  they 
read  the  proceedings  in  this  Debate  to- 
night. At  all  events,  this  Motion,  and 
the  support  we  give  it,  will  dispose  of 
the  statements  that  Irish  tenants  are  not 
anxious  to  meet  their  landlords  in  every 
possible  way ;  the  Debate  will  dispose  of 
the  stock  argument  that  the  tenants  are 
the  deluded  victims  of  agitators  who 
desire  to  keep  the  land  question  open, 
and  that  but  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment Irish  landlords  would  have  no 
chance  against  the  organised  action  of 
their  countrymen.  It  will  show  that  the 
representatives  of  the  tenant  farmers  in 
the  House  have  offered  to  meet  the  land- 
lords in  a  kindly  way,  and  in  the  spirit 
of  compromise,  with  a  view  to  ending  the 
disputes  which  have  arisen  upon  land 
questions,  upon  which  we  are  told 
agitation  lives  and  thrives.  If  the 
Motion  is  negatived,  it  will  show  the 
Irish  farmers  who  their  friends  are,  and 
it  will  relieve  us  of  the  responsibility 
some  endeavour  to  attach  to  us  of  carry- 
inof  on  the  agrarian  conflict  in  Ireland. 
We  have,  in  spite  of  all  charges  and 
misrepresentations,  in  spite  of  taunts 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
and  others,  refused  to  desert  the  Irish 
tenants,  and  we  have  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  doing  so.  We  shall  stand 
by  them  by  every  means  in  our  power 
and  see  them  through  the  contest  in 
which  they  are  engaged.  Without  fears 
or  foreboding  we  look  forward  to  the 
end.  We  know  that  practically  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland  have  pledged 
themselves  to  support  these  evicted 
tenants,  and  that  they  will  fulfil  their 
pledge.  We  know  that  the  Irish  nation 
outside  Ireland,  in  America,  in  Australia, 
and  elsewhere,  will  not  allow  these 
evicted  tenants  to  starve  because  of  the 
sacrifices  they  have  made  for  what  they 
and  we  understand  to  be  the  National 
cause  of  Ireland.  We  have  waited  long, 
and  can  afford  to  wait  a  few  weeks 
longer,  until  a  General  Election  shall 
replace   the    present    Tory    Coercionist 
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Ministry  by  another  administration, 
which  will,  we  believe,  do  justice  to 
all  sections  of  Irishmen,  and  lend  a 
willing  ear  to  the  just  claims  of  the 
Irish  people. 

(6.6.)  Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Ar- 
magh, N.)  :  It  is  an  interesting  exparience 
to  me  to  follow  an  lion.  Member  sitting 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  who  is  in  possession  of  Irish 
property.  The  hon.  Member  makes  a  great 
mistake  when  he  imagines  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Membar  for  Sonth  Tyrone,  or 
any  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
felt  that  aoy  blame  of  any  kind  is  to  ba 
ascribed  to  him  for  the  performance  of  a 
function  landlords  unfortunately  have  to 
perform  sometimes,  and  which  is  gene- 
rally found  very  disagreeable,  namely, 
the  eviction  of  a  tenant  who  absolutely 
refuses  to  pay  any  rent.  The  hon. 
Member  tells  us  that  the  rejection  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  will,  in  some  way  or  other 
he  did  not  explain,  relieve  him  and 
his  friends  from  responsibility  in 
connection  with  the  agrarian  battle 
now  being  carried  on  in  Ireland,  and 
which  I  am  glad  to  hear  him  admit 
is  carried  on  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Separatist  Party.  For  my  part,  I  fail  to 
tiee  how  the  rejection  of  the  Motion  can 
relieve  the  hon.  Member's  Party  from 
the  grave  responsibility  which  they  in- 
curred when  they  drove  unfortunate 
tenants  from  their  farms.  It  will  bring 
no  relief  to  a  starving  tenant  who  for- 
merly throve  on  his  farm,  and  who 
has  received  no  monetary  assistance  since 
disaster  befel  the  Home  Rule  hat ;  it 
will  be  no  satisfaction  to  him  to  learn 
that  the  R 3 solution  has  been  negatived 
by  the  House.  I  believe  that  for  years 
and  years  to  come  the  tenants  who  have 
suffered  so  much  from  the  dictates  of 
gentlemen  who  have  not  suffered  at  all 
will  curse  the  day  when  they  first  listened 
to  the  abominable  advice  which  has  re- 
sulted in  turning  prospsrous  tenants  into 
beggars  on  the  road  side,  depending  for 
their  doles  upon  the  uncertain  exchequer 
of  the  National  League.  Dealing  with 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford,  the  first  observation  1  have 
to  make  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hafi  made  the  same  speech  on  many  pre- 
vious occasions.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's spaech,  however,  does  not  become 
more  perfect^  although  he  so  often  prac- 


tises delivering  it.  The  statements  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference' 
to  cnrtain  estates  in  Ireland  are,  as  a 
rule,  promptly  overturned.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  possess  two 
qualities  pre-eminently — great  industry 
and  immense  credulity.  I  want,  in  a 
Parliamentary  manner,  to  throw  discredit 
on  the  arguments  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man employs.  Not  long  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  to  Constantinople 
to  interview  the  Sultan,  but  instead  of 
being  introduced  to  the  Sultan  he  was 
t^ken  to  the  stable,  where  he  was  shown 
the  Sultan's  mare,  and,  fortified  by  his 
interview  with  that  quadruped,  he  forth- 
with w^rote  a  long  article  on  European 
affairs.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
also  visited  Ireland,  and  been  personally 
conducted  through  certain  estates  by 
Members  of  the  Home  Rule  Party.  He 
acted  on  that  occasion  with  great  dis- 
cretion, and  showed  his  possession  of  some 
military  capacity.  He  thought,  advanc- 
ing into  this  dangerous  country,  it  would 
be  well  to  secure  his  rear  from  attack  and 
prevent  his  communications  from  inter- 
ruption by  the  enemy.  So  the  first  thing 
he  did  was  to  make  application  to  Dub- 
lin Castle  to  learn  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
intended  to  take  an  interest  in  his  pro- 
gress. Finding  that  the  Government 
did  not  propose  to  supply  him  with  a 
shorthand  writer,'  though  possibly  they 
might  have  to  afford  him  police  protec- 
tion, he  proceeded  on  his  personally  con- 
ducted expedition  and  paid  visits  to  three 
estates.  He  was  introduced  to  certain 
priests  and  to  certain  carefully  selected 
tenants,  and  then,  on  his  return  to  Eng- 
land, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  delivered 
the  speeches  with  which  we  are  all  now 
familiar.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gtingway  opposite  have  incurred  great 
responsibility  in  moulding  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  very  malleable, 
into  what  we  see  now.  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  capable  of 
taking  in  accurate  information  if  he 
would  only  take  the  trouble  to  ascertain 
the  facts  and  listen  to  both  sides.  If  he 
had  gone  to  tenants  who  had  the 
honesty  to  pay  rent,  instead  of  devoting 
all  his  attention  to  the  tenants  who  re- 
fused to  pay,  I  am  sure  that,  in  common 
honesty  he  would,  in  the  course  of  his 
]>atriotic  speech,  have  informed  the  Hon^e 
that  there  were  some  tenants  whose  views 
did  not  coincide  with  his  own.     What 
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does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
to  do  f     Having  vaguely  condemned  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  which  he  described 
as  an  "  unfortunate  incident,"   he   pro- 
ceeded with  great  lack  of  logic  to  move 
a  Rdtolution  which  would  place  the  land 
of  every  Irish  landlord  absolutely  at  the 
mercy  of  that  organisation.     What  would 
be  the  result  of  carrying  this  Motion  f 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  from  Ireland 
took  exception  to  the  political  action  of 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  as  they  took  exception    to  the 
action  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Huntingdon,  all  they  would  have  to  do 
would  be  to  issue  a  mandate  not  to  pay 
a  &rthingof  rent ;  whether  the  rent  was 
just  or  unjust,  that  would  not  matter  in 
the  least.  The  moment  that  mandate  goes 
forth  the  tenants  refuse  to  pay,  and,  irre- 
spective of  the  merits  of  the  case,  then 
comes  in  the  operation  of  this  novel  piece 
of  statesmanship  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     Although  he  does  not 
approve   of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  he 
thus  will  place  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
campaigners  to  seek  to  extort  from   a 
political  opponent  under  threat  of  possible 
ruin  any  demands  they  may   choose  to 
make.     That   would    be   the   result   of 
carrying  this  Resolution.     Disapproving 
apparently  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  approves  of  placing 
the  whole  of  Ireland  under  its  influence. 
Any  man  who  chooses  to  deal  with  this 
question  in  a  logical  shape  will  see  that 
what  I  say  is  absolutely    incoutestably 
correct.     There  is  one  method  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  which  I 
must   take   exception.     It   is  his  habit, 
when  he  is  about  to  make  an  attack  upon 
a  landlord,  to  take  an  instance —  say  that 
of  the  Clanricarde  estate,  and  alluding  to 
the  fcict  that  this   particular    landlord 
refused  to  make  an  abatement  in  his  rents, 
although  a  neighbour  made  a  reduction  of 
20  per  cent.,  he  is  held  up  as  an  example 
of  a  monstrously  unjust  man.     But  it 
does  not  follow.     I  know  cases  in  a  dis- 
trict where  the  taking  off  of  25  or  30 
per    cent,   would  not  bring  down  the 
rents  of  one  estate  to  the  level  of  those 
in  another  where  no  abatement  is  made. 
Everything  depends  on  what  the  original 
rent  was.     If  it  was  a  low  rent,   why 
should    there    be    an    abatement?     So 
&tr  as  I  have  heard  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate,  I  have  not  been  able  to  discover 
a  single  argument  to  induce  the  House 
Colonel  Saunderaon 


to  agree  to  this  Motion.     What  is  it  that 
the  proposal   amounts  to?    What  is  it 
offered    to  my  right  hon.   Friend   the 
Chief  Secretary  as  a  final  and  scientific 
settlement  of  the  land  difficulty?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  tells  us  what  he  would  do  were 
he    Chief    Secretary    for   Ireland.     He 
would  summon  the  landlords  to  Dublin 
Castle,  and  then  he  would  tell  them  that 
if    they   did   not  accept  the  terms   of 
arbitration  —  which,    I   suppose,    their 
opponents  would  lay  down — he  would 
withdraw  from  them  the  protection  of 
the  law,  which  in  his  position  he  would 
be  bound  to  maintain.     He  would  take 
away  the  protection   of   the   police,   on 
which    their   lives   in    many   cases  de- 
pended,  and   place  them  at  the  mercy 
of  their  opponents,  unable  to  get  any 
rent,   unable  to  protect  their  lives.     I 
trust  the  day  is  far  distant  when  any 
British    statesman     belonging     to    the 
Unionist  Party  will  consent   to  accept 
so     cowardly,     mean,     despicable,    and 
dastardly  a  proposal  as  that.     Bat  this- 
is  what  the  Member  for  Bradford  pro- 
poses.    I  cannot  conceive  that  any  man 
with  any  sense  of  justice  would  consent^ 
to   adopt  a  proposal  of  the  kind.     He 
would  subject  men  to  ruin,  to  the  danger 
of  their  lives,  simply  because  they  asked 
their  tenants  to  pay  rent,  not  fixed  by 
the  landlords,  but  by  the  Act  carried  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in   1881    as   *'a   final    solution   of   the 
Irish    land    question."      This    Debate, 
however,    is     merely    the     preface     to 
another    Debate  on    Monday   week,  to 
which  I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the   Member  for  Newcastle  looks- 
forward    with    unbounded    satisfaction. 
It  is  thought  well  to  clear  the  ground,, 
but  the  importance  of  this  Debate  is  that 
it  saddles  the  Party  opposite  before  the 
country  with  sympathising  with  a  policy 
and  adopting  a  plank  in  their  platfonn 
which   I   believe   they    are  sorry  they 
ever   stood  upon.      I  have  often,    and 
sometimes  I  hope  with  success,  pointed 
out      that      the      Party     opposite      in 
adopting   the  policy   have  adopted  the 
morality  of    their  Irish  allies,  and   we 
have  proof  of  that  in  the  suggestion  that 
the   policy   of    the   Plan   of    Campaign 
should  be  extended  all  over  Ireland  as  a 
happy   solution   of   the   land  difficulty. 
The  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  a  speech 
in  Scotland,   pointed   out    that  at   the 
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present  time  crime  does  not  follow  boy- 
cotting and  other  kinda  of  intimidation, 
and  that  that  differentiates  it  from 
former  times.  Well,  although  violent 
crime  may  not  follow  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign in  the  terrible  way  that  it  followed 
the  League  prtxjeedinge  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  Prime  Minister, 
although  it  is  not  followed  by  the 
crime  of  murder,  yet  to  destroy  tke  peace 
and  happiness  of  a  man  is  really  a  crime. 
It  may  be  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  read  all  the  speeches  of 
his  followers  in  Ireland,  iitid  therefore  he 
may  think  that  violent  intimidation  no 
longer  eiists.  I  will  read,  therefore,  in 
the  hearing  of  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man, an  extract  from  a  speech  which 
shows  the  same  kind  of  intimidation 
couched  in  the  same  words  which  wure  used 
in  the  days  when  he  was  Prime  Minister, 
and  these  words  are  used  to  produce  the 
same  effect.  This  is  an  extract  from  a 
speech  delivered  at  Nenagh  on  Jan- 
nary  11  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford, a  speech  which,  like  all  he  now 
delivers  in  Ireland,  was  made  ander 
police  protection, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N,) : 
Yes  ;  police  protection  from  the  Par- 
nellites. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSOX  :  What  a 
happy  fdimily  they  are.  This  speech  was 
made,  and  it  is  a  curious  thint?  that  in 
that  speecli  the  hon.  I^tember  for  Long- 
ford employed  the  very  same  expression 
which  his  former  leader,  and  probably 
his  fatnre  leader,  whatever  he  may  say 
about  Parnellites,  used  some  time  ago. 
The  Member  for  North  Lmgford  said — 

**  He  wfotiM  tell  Mr.  Balfour,  he  womldl  mnifi- 
tain  and  tell  thf^in  an  every  platform  on  which 
he  «tood»  thrit  the  mnn  who  took  a  hwm  out  of 
hia  neighbour'a  hiind.^  wjiis  a  scoundrel,  and 
that  the  people  should  treat  him  like  »  l#per*' 

— the  words  of  the  EnniSBp.^ech.  Well, 
wo  do  not  like  to  be  treated  like  lepers 
in  Ireland,  and  words  of  that  kind  amply 
justify  the  stand  we  have  taken.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  if  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  and  Land  League  Party 
have  tiio  ascendency,  if  we  have  a 
Land  League  ParHament,  we  shall  be 
treated  like  lepers.  Wo  have  objected 
to  that,  and  we  shall  continue  to 
object  to  it  ;  but  what  I  cannot 
conceive  is  that  any  Radical,  who 
is  supposed  to  be  a  man  wh(»  loves 
freedom  and   justice,  should   get  up  in 


this  House,  or  before  an  audience  in  the 
country,  and  deliberately  support  the 
system  adopted  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  I  appeal  to  the  head  of  the 
Radical  Party  —  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  How  can  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber like  him  support  the  principle  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign]  Let  him  imagine 
himself  a  tenant  in  Tipperary.  I 
observed  that  the  Member  for  Bradford 
carefully  avoided  Tipperary.  We  shall 
have  enough  of  Tipperary  next  week. 
Here  were  men  who  openly  avowed  that 
they  had  no  quarrel  of  any  kind  with 
their  landlord  —i/hat  their  rent  was  a  just 
and  fair  rent.  They  did  not  allege  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr- 
Smith-Barry)  was  a  nick-renter  or  an 
unjust  landlord  ;  but  Ix'Canse  he  had  the 
audacity  to  confront  that  organisation  in 
Irelind  which  is  the  backbone  of  all  the 
policy  of  the  Party  opposite— because  he 
did  that,  the  leaders  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  went  down— the  father  and 
mother  of  the  Plan,  Messrs.  Dillon  and 
O'Brien— and  ordered  the  Tipperary 
tenants  of  the  hon.  Member  to  leave 
their  farms,  their  houses,  and  their 
shopg,  where  they  greatly  prospered,  r^nd 
live  in  the  wretched  lath-and-plaster 
slmnties  with  which  the  League  supplied 
them.  If  they  did  not  obey,  the  tenants 
were  to  be  treated  like  lepers.  And  thia 
is  the  policy  which  Radicals  in  this 
country  think  worthy  of  their  support. 
I  cannot  think  thnt  the  good  sense  and 
patriotism  of  the  R^xdicfils  will  ulti- 
mately allow  them  to  consent  to  such  a 
policy.  No  matter  how  they  may  value 
the  necessity  of  suppfirtiug  for  a  time 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I  cannot  believe- 
that  they  will  ultimately  consent  to  pltice 
around  th«.^  necks  of  the  Irish  people  a 
yoke  destructive  of  their  liberty,  their 
pro2:re.ss,  and  their  happiness. 

(6  30/)  Mr.  T,  M.  HEALY:  Tho 
hoti.  and  gallant  Gentleman  hiis  not 
been  very  happy  in  his  remarks  to- 
night. I  ol^erved  he  had  to  go  to  the 
Bosphorns  for  his  bulls.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  l:K?en  kind  enough 
to  read  a  pretended  extmct  from  a  speech 
of  mine.  I  8uppc»ee  he  took  it  from  the 
Freeman* 8  Journnl  1 

CorXiNEL  SAUNDERSON :  No  ;  I  took 
it  from  the  Cork  Heraid, 

Mr.  T.  M;  HEALY  :  The  substance 
of  the  speech  I  admit  and  stick  to;  but 
I  advise  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
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when  he  refers  to  police  protection 
to  be  a  little  more  careful  than  he 
has  been.  It  is  the  fact  that  one  gentle- 
man who  attended  that  meeting  was  in 
receipt  of  police  protection.  He  was  a 
Parnellite  gentleman,  who  had  the  night 
before  struck  me  a  blow  on  the  head ;  and 
as  he  required  to  attend  the  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  disturbance  he  applied  to 
his  natural  allies,  the  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  Dublin  Castle,  to  furnish  him 
with  police  protection.  I  presume  that  by 
direction  of  the  Chief  Secretary  he  was 
protected  by  four  constables,  who  en- 
deavoured to  break  up  the  meeting, 
as  was  the  case  at  Mitchelstown,  by 
forcing  the  men  into  our  midst.  As 
the  gentleman  created  a  disturbance 
he  was  removed  from  the  meeting.  The 
speech  from  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  quoted  was  one  in  which 
I  twitted  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
with  the  fact  that  while  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  has  been  in 
full  blast  for  five  years,  while  evictions 
and  murders,  and  all  kinds  of  police 
outrages,  have  taken  place  under  that 
Administration,  the  Member  for  Cork 
had  not  a  single  word  of  criticism  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
has  reserved  himself  wholly  and  solely 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian.  I  stated  that,  as  far 
as  1  am  concerned,  I  maintain  the  original 
policy  of  the  Land  League,  namely,  that 
any  man  who  takes  a  farm  from  which 
another  tenant  was  unjustly  evicted 
ought  to  be  treated  like  a  leper,  and  I 
always  will  treat  him  so;  because  the 
first  principle  of  our  movement  is  that, 
if  there  is  a  landlord  rack-renting  his 
tenants,  and  those  tenants  are  put  out 
of  their  holdings  either  by  their  land- 
lord or  by  the  force  of  circumstances 
any  men  who  take  their  places,  who 
seize  their  property — property  which  the 
law. recognises,  and  which  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  declares  to  be  pro- 
perty equal  to  that  of  the  landlord — are 
coveting  their  neighbours*  goods,  and  are 
thieves  and  robbers,  and  ought  to  be 
treated  accordingly.  That  is  a  position 
which,  neither  in  this  House  nor  out  of 
it,  will  I  ever  recede  from.  Let  me 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man and  to  his  supporters  on  the  Front 
Government  Bench  that  they  are  in  this 
dubious  position.  According  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  the  Home  Rule 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


hat  lias  broken  down,  and  according 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
the  doles  which  have  been  paid  to  the 
evicted  tenants  have  been  stopped,  while 
the  much  larger  sums  which  have  been 
paid  to  Members  of  Parliament  are  still 
being  paid.  Let  us  assume  the  truth  of 
that  statement.  The  Government's 
declarations  are  that  the  Tipperary 
tenants  and  the  tenants  on  the 
Cianricirde,  the  Olphert,  and  other 
estates  in  the  country,  have  left  their 
homes  under  intimidation  and  coercion  ; 
that  they  are  the  dupes  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party.  Having  been 
driven  out  by  coercion  and  intimida- 
tion, do  the  British  Government  and 
the  landlords  of  Ireland  say  to  them, 
"  Fellow  citizens,  you  have  been  be- 
trayed by  the  Land  Le.xgue;  you  have 
been  betrayed  by  Parnell,  and  Dillon, 
and  O'Brien  ;  we  will  come  to  your 
succour?"  That  is  not  the  position 
assumed  by  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  or  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man. No  ]  we  are  told  that  these  men 
had  no  free  will,  because  they  went  out 
under  intimidation  and  coercion.  Al- 
though they  are  unwilling  victims,  you 
are  prepared  to  leave  them  in  the  mud. 
["  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Well,  which  is  it  ?  Which 
horse  are  you  going  to  win  on  ?  Either 
they  are  our  victims,  or  they  are  not.  If 
they  were  our  victims,  surely  now,  when 
the  evil  genius  has  been  cut  down, 
when  those  who  have  exercised  these 
coercive  influences  are  beggared  and  bank- 
rupt, is  the  time  for  the  Tory  gentlemen 
to  reap  their  harvest.  Why  do  not  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  and  his 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hants, 
and  the  row  of  Orange  lilies  I  see 
opposite,  transplant  themselves  1  Why 
do  they  not  go  amongst  the  victims  and 
say,  "  You  have  been  betrayed  by  false 
friends,  but  we  of  thePrimrose  League  and 
the  Orange  Lodges  will  use  oar  influence 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  get 
you  restored  to  your  holdings,  or,  if  we 
cannot  do  that,  we  will  see  there  is  a  fair 
arbitration  upon  your  claims  ?  "  I  should 
have  thought  Ireland's  difliciilty  was 
England's  opportunity.  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  difficulty  of  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party,  if  they  are  in  a 
difficulty — and  I  have  not  experienced  it 
myself.  \^Laughter,'\  Well,  there  is  one 
thing  our  friends  opposite  may  rely  upon, 
and  that  is  that,  however  much  we  may 
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differ  amongst  ourselves,  weslmll  always 
be  solid  againafc  the  common  enemy. 
Tou  will  find  the  two  sections  of  the 
Party  are  like  the  two  blades  of  a 
pair  of  scissors,  which  yet  may  take 
off  some  of  your  heads.  If  your 
statements  be  true»  I  should  have 
imagined  that  the  Motion  of  the  rio^ht 
hon.  Grentlemantlie  Member  for  Bradford 
gavG  you  the  opportunity  you  desire. 
I  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  if, 
in  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  the  doles  Jiave  been  cut  off, 
and  the  tenants  are  fever- stricken,  and 
ague-strieken,  and  typhoid-stricken,  and 
are  living  in  water-logged  houses — 
though  I  really  think  they  are  living  in 
much  better  houses  than  they  have  had 
before — if  these  tenants  are  so  hopeless, 
are  you  not  driving  them  to  despair? 
I  can  well  imagine  the  Member  for 
South  Hunts  and  his  friends  not  being  by 
any  means  anxious  to  say  to  the 
Tipperary  tenants,  **We  sliall  never 
allow  you  back  to  your  homes,**  or  to  say 
to  Lord  Clanricarde*s  tenants,  *'  Never 
again" — as  Lord  Wolseley  said  to  the 
Boers — "  while  grass  grows  and  water 
runs  shall  you  return  to  your  inheri- 
tance." I  challenge  you  to  wiy  it.  I 
challenge  the  Cliief  Secretary  to  say  to 
these  tenants,  '*  Never  so  long  as  the 
British  flag  floats  over  Dublin  Castle, 
shall  you  or  your  descendiints  return  to 
the  holdings."  If  the  evicted  tenants 
have  no  hope  from  the  British  Govern- 
naentor  the  Irish  mce  abroad,  what  will 
be  the  natural  consequence?  As  jet, 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  abso- 
lutely crimeless  in  its  operation;  but 
the  pinjspect  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  not  be  very  pleasant  if  there 
are  to  be  bands  of  horaeless  and  desperate 
men  encamped  besides  those  thriving 
tenants  who  have  grabbed  their  firms. 
You  tell  us  that  Lord  Miissereene  has 
imported  prosperous  tenants  from  Fer- 
managh, Derry,  and  Tyrone,  and  that 
Mr.  Brooke  has  imported  them  from 
Wicklow,  Jf  the  Government  instil  the 
belief  into  the  minds  of  the  people  that 
there  is  no  hope  as  long  as  grass  grows  of 
their  returning  to  theii*  homes,  I  con- 
gratulate tlie  Government  on  the  pro- 
spects of  peace.  What  lias  kept  the  peace 
of  Ireland  has  been  the  policy  of  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  bound  over  the 
Irish  people  to  the  peace,  and  they  have 


kept  it,  because  their  hope  has  been  that 
by  fome  means  an  issue  wall  be  found 
where  by, doing  justice  both  to  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant,  the  difUcnlty  can  be  put 
an  end  to.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  has  said  that  arbitration  has 
broken  dinvn  hopelessly  wherever  it  has 
been  tried.  [Mr.  T.  W.  Russull  :  I  said 
on  campaign  estates.]  Even  I  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  Stephen's 
Green  Division  of  Dublin  were  asked  by 
the  Drapers'  Company  *to  arbitrate 
between  them  and  their  tenants, and  not 
one  landlord  has  put  his  finger  on  our 
award  and  said,  "  You  have  swindled  the 
Ijindli^rtl."  Has  that  arbitration  broken 
down  ?  The  award  has  been  loyally 
accepted  by  the  tenants,  and,  to  their 
credit,  by  the  great  Drapers*  Com  pan  j 
of  the  City  of  lK)ndon.  I  should  imagine 
that  if  statesmanflhip  and  common  sense 
were  equivalent  terms  it  would  be  to 
the  interest  of  the  Government,  now  that 
the}'  are  ]>assing  a  Purchase  Bill,  and 
declaring  that  they  adopt  a  policy  of 
purchase  in  order  to  deal  wnth  the  most 
dangerous  symptoms  of  Irish  agrarian 
life,  to  take  the  most  ulcerated  portion 
of  Ireland  for  the  most  speedy  treatment. 
When  a  surgeon  has  to  deal  with  a  case 
of  cancer,  does  he  first  operate  upon  some 
healthy  part  of  the  body?  That  is  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armagh  said 
that  we  are  to  assume  that  Lord 
Clanricarde  is  a  good  landlord. 
[Colonel  Sauxdkrson  :  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind.]  Well,  is  ho  or  is  he 
not?  I  should  like  to  have  it  on  the 
testimony  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, lie  said  that  Lord  Clanricarde 
would  not  make  any  reduction,  and  added 
that  there  are  many  unreduced  properties 
lowly  rented.  I  suppose  we  are  to  infer 
that  Lord  Clanricarde's  estate  is  lowly 
rented.  In  other  words,  if  a  landlord  has 
been  lodging  in  the  Albany,  and  for  20 
years  neglecting  every  duty  that  attaches 
to  hindlordiam,  you  must  assume  that  he 
is  a  good  landlord,  and  that  his  rents  are 
fair  rents.  I  will  assume  the  reverse.  I 
will  assume  that  a  landlord,  for  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  cannot  say  a  good  word, 
must  be  a  bad  landlord.  When  the  horn 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  was  a  week 
on  his  estate,  and  yet  cannot  say  a  good 
word  for  him,  am  I  to  be  blamed  for  the  • 
assumption  that  he  must,'  ^^^^'  C^^q^\^[ 
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lord?  I  am  surprised  that  we  never 
have  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
present  when  we  are  talking  about  Lord 
Glanricarde.  When  Lord  Olanricarde's 
name  is  mentioned  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  presence  it  exorcises  him. 
"  Get  thee  behind  me,  Satan,"  was  not 
more  effective.  We  all  remember  the 
correspondence— not  published  by  the 
right  hon.  Geatleman  or  by  Lord  Glan- 
ricarde, but  which  came  out  in  the  course 
of  an  action  for  libel  brought  by  the  land- 
lord's agent,  Mr.  Joyce — in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  he 
would  put  pressure  on  Lord  Glanricarde 
and  his  kin,  but  pressure  always  within 
the  law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was  the  judge  of  the  law.  Those 
who  are  not  in  the  position  of  Ghief 
Secretary  are  not  to  use  any  pressure 
whatever,  and  are  not  to  nmke  themselves 
judges  of  the  law.  If  it  is  found  that 
a  landlord  like  Lord  Glanricarde  neglects 
his  duty  for  years,  surely  the  State  has 
some  right  of  interference  on  behalf  of 
the  unhappy  tenantry,  and  the  more  so 
that  they  are  left  in  the  hands  of  an 
agent,  who  is  a  bankrupt,  a  disgraced  and 
abandoned  man — [Golonel  Saunderson: 
"  Absolutely  untrue"] — a  man  who,  in  his 
own  district,  from  his  own  buteher,  can- 
not get  credit  for  a  pound  of  chops. 

Mr.  MAGARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) : 
Will  the  hon.  Member  repeat  that  outside 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  will,  to  be 
sure,  on  one  understanding  —  [Minis- 
terial cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  Listen  to  it : 
That  you  will  not  lay  the  venue 
in  Belfast.  Give  me  a  mixed  tri- 
bunal ;  that  is  all  I  ask.  Even  two 
Bicmovables  I  will  take.  You  lend  a 
man  like  Tener  all  the  forces  of  the  law 
to  harry  and  attack  those  unhappy 
tenants  who,  during  the  bad  years  of 
1885  and  1886,  were  unable  to  pay  their 
rents.  Rsmember  that  the  Bishop  of 
the  district  (Dr.  Healy)  has  always  been 
a  great  friend  and  loyal  supporter  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  do  not 
blame  him  for  that.  I  understand  thit 
he  has  seen  the  Chief  Secretary  several 
times.  That  is  not  contradicted.  He  has 
remonstrated  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who,  I  am  quite  sure,  wishes  Lord 
Glanricarde  at  Jericho.  [Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  :  Hear,  hear  !]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  wishes  him  there 
f^hkM  gtfliaiii  \  is  this  :  When  you  find 
Mr.  T.  M.-y^aly 


a  landlord  for  whom  no  man  in  his 
senses,  or  out  of  his  senses,  can  be  got  to 
say  a  good  word,  are  you  content  to 
leave  ten  square  miles  of  one  of  the 
habitable  portions  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions  at  the  mercy  of  a  tiger  of  that 
description  ?  If  you  were  to  let  loose  in 
this  district  a  man-eating  tiger,  or  a 
dozen  of  them,  it  would  not  be  a  greater 
misfortune  to  the  people  than  to  give 
Lord  Glanricarde  the  uncontrolled  use  of 
the  soldiers  and  police  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  legislation  of  1887  was  too 
late  for  these  unfortunate  tenants,  who 
had  then  incurred  the  disabilities  which 
ensured  their  eviction.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
simply  asks  that,  as  regards  men  in  this 
position  who  have  been  ill-treated,  the 
Imperial  Government  shall,  at  any  rate, 
step  in  and  give  them  something  like 
fair-play.  If  these  things  were  going  on 
in  Turkey  ;  if  this  place  were  Erzeroum, 
where  you  sent  Mr.  Glifford  Lloyd,  tears 
that  would  turn  a  mill  would  be  rolling 
from  the  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Armagh.  As  it  is  only  Gulway, 
as  these  men  are  only  his  own  fellow- 
countrymen,  Lord  Glanricarde  is  to  be 
allowed  to  do  as  he  pleases.  Take  the 
case  of  Mr.  Olphei't.  The  Government 
are  not  content  to  give  arms,  soldiers, 
and  police  to  these  landlords.  Poor  Mr. 
Olphert  is  an  old  gentleman,  and  his 
property  is  almost  entirely  managed  by 
Mr.  Itobert  Olphert,  who  has  been 
engaged  as  Grown  Prosecutor  in  some 
cases  at  the  Winter  Assizes  in  order  to 
put  100  or  200  guineas  into  his  pocket, 
although  he  has  never  had  any  ex- 
perience in  the  work  he  has  to 
do,  I  never  found  fault  with  the 
Ghief  Secretary  for  going  to  Ire- 
land. I  was  delighted  that  he  went, 
and  delighted  that  he  got  a  good 
reception.  And  for  this  reason  :  I  think 
it  has  done  him  a  power  of  good.  The 
more  he  sees  of  Ireland,  the  more  he 
will  come  to  see  that  there  is  a  real 
Irish  question,  that  there  is  ground  for 
the  earnestness  with  which  we  plead  for 
some  relief  for  these  unhappy  tenants. 
The  more  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
brought  into  touch  with  the  actual  dis- 
tress and  miseries  of  the  Irish  people 
the  more  I  shall  be  pleased,  and  I  can- 
not think  of  any  better  performance  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  than  that 
they  should  spend  a  recess  doing  that 
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which  the  Chief  Secretaty  did,  studying 
Irish  [jroblems  on  the  spot.  Tbe  right 
hon.  Getitlcmiin,  however^  drove  iuto 
G^veedor©  at  10  o^clock  on  a  winter's 
ni^ht»  when  ho  could  not  see  the  bogs, 
and  left  before  daybreak  in  the  morning. 
It  18  rather  an  ungenerous  thing  to  pre- 
tend that  he  could  gau^e  the  true  posi- 
tion of  iiffaiis  by  taking  change  of  air 
in  an  hotel  for  the  night.  Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  see  the  priest  or  the  tenants  i* 
No,  he  only  saw  Mr.  Olphert  and  a 
Police  Inspector,  and  the  sole  result  w^aa 
that  Mr.  Robert  Olphort  was  instructed 
by  the  Crawn  to  proseeute  in  several 
cases  at  the  Winter  Assizes,  the  landlords 
of  the  North  of  Ireland  and  of  Ireland 
genei*ally  having  thereliy  an  indi- 
ciition  that  the  action  of  Mr.  Olphert 
had  the  approval  of  the  Her  Majesty *8 
MioiBters,  But  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  need  on  the  present  occasion  for  re- 
crimination between  ourselves  and  the 
(jDvernment.  I  did  expect  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  would 
have  enabled  us,  through  the  great 
influence  he  now  possesses  with  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  to  fiear  of  some 
eehenie,  whether  by  means  of  a  secret 
understanding  or  otherwise  —  some 
scheme  put  forward  by  him  or  by, 
as  his  mouthpiece,  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
M  i  n  is  1 3rs .     [  Inte  rruption .  ] 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.)  : 
Have  some  decency. 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Some  scheme 
with  regiii'd  to  the  evicted  tenants,  who, 
we  are  informed,  are  the  hon.  Member's 
Bpeeial  care.  It  is  tbe  fact  that  tens  of 
thousands  of  puunds  were  being  collected 
in  America  in  the  interest  of  those 
tenants  until  the  misfortune  occux-red  to 
the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party,  As  fai 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  is  concerned, 
he  has  declared  his  acceptance  of  the 
Bill  of  the  Government  on  land  purchase. 
That  being  so,  1  cannot  conceive  any- 
thing more  simple  than  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  declare  that  they  are  willing  to 
accept  the  principle  of  compulsory  pur- 
chase laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  in  one  of  his  recent  speeches  Such 
a  proposal  would  meet  with  no  opposi- 
tion from  any  quarter.  Lord  Clanri- 
carde,  we  are  told,  only  wants  cash. 
Why  does  not  the  Government  give  it 
him  i  The  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts 
(Mr.   Smith- Harry)    only    wants    cash# 


Why  should  not  the  Government  let  Mm 
have  it  S  Lord  Lansiiowne  only  wants 
cash,  either  in  Consols  or  in  some  other 
form.  Why  should  not  the  Government 
let  him  have  it '/  Because  these  tenants 
are  evicted  tenants,  are  they  to  be  de- 
prived of  any  b?netit  under  the  scheme 
of  Her  Majesty *a  Government  ?  I  imagine 
that  from  the  point  of  view  of  tbe  Tory 
Government  landlords  who  have  suffered 
— such  as  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts,  Mr.  Ponsonby,  and  Lord  Clanri- 
carde— are  more  objects  of  public  charity 
than  landlords  who  have  not  suffered — 
such  as  the  Duke  of  Abercorn  and  Lord 
Waterford,  who  have  pocketed  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  from  their  Irish 
estates.  Really  I  see  no  objection  in 
principle  or  in  detail  to  an  arrangement 
between  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  with  regard  to 
providing  for  those  tenants.  So  far  from 
criticising  such  an  arrangement  1  should 
rejoice  at  it ;  and  I  think  if  the  tenants 
believed  thnt  the  di£fci*ences  of  the  Irish 
Party  had  led  to  an  understanding 
between  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  they  would 
conclude  that  it  was  an  ill  wind  that 
blew  nobody  good.  Accordingly,  this  is 
a  case  on  which  the  Government  can 
legislate  with  the  consent iof  all  Parties, 
The  Tory  Party  will  not  object  to  the 
Member  for  South  Hunts  or  Lord  Clan* 
ricarde.  or  any  other  of  these  ilUtreated 
and  much-abused  landlords^  receiving  a 
aura  in  payment  for  their  estates,  I  do 
not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Armagh  will  object.  We  will  not  object ; 
the  followers  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  will  not  object ;  and  I  cannot 
imagine  that  those  on  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  who  have  brought  forward 
the  Motion  will  object.  Nothing  is 
wanting  to  complete  the  remedy,  except 
the  willingness  to  apply  it.  Surely  as 
it  is  your  pi>sition  that  the  landlords  are 
the  unwilling  victimis  of  a  conspiracy, 
you  will  be  the  very  first,  when  the 
conspii-ators  have  fallen  out  among 
themselves,  to  step  in  and  show  that 
"'Codlin's  your  friend — not  Short." 
I  therefore,  in  all  seriousness,  would 
assure  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that 
I  do  not  thinJc  this  Ls  a  case  for 
controversy,  violence,  or  bitterness. 
The  amount  required  to  settle  the  matter 
ia  not  large,  and  son^uer  or  later  it  will 
have    to    b^   s^ttbd^by    the    present 
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(Jovemmont  or  by  their  successors.  The 
Tories  cannot  expect  to  be  always  in 
Office — especially  after  Hartlepool.  The 
clock  will  sooae  time  or  other  strike  12, 
and  when  it  does  perhaps  you  will  be 
sorry  that  it  is  not  you  who  have  had  the 
giving  of  compensation  to  the  Member 
for  South  Hunts,  Lord  Clanricarde,  and 
gentlemen  of  that  class.  I  say  that  the 
Tory  Party  above  all  others,  in  view  of 
their  declarations,  can  treat  this  subject 
with  freedom  and  success.  Nobody 
believes  there  are  any  genuine  tenants 
on  these  estates.  What  is  conclusive  on 
that  point  is  the  fact  that  the  Land  Pur- 
chase Commissioners,  when  applied  to  by 
Lord  Lansdowne  with  regard  to  the 
Brook  Estate  to  advance  money  to  these 
so-called  "  planters,"  refused  to  sanction 
any  advance  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  only  bogus  tenants.  What,  then, 
becomes  of  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  ?  If  the  case 
of  the  evicted  tenants  receives  from  the 
Government  some  amount  of  considera- 
tion we  shall  all  be  delighted,  and  I 
would  earnestly  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  whether  influenced  by 
sympathy  for  the  tenants  or  by  the  hope 
of  quieting  down  affairs,  or  by  considera- 
tion for  their  friends,  will  see  that  their 
interests,  as  well  as  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, lie  in  providing  a  settlement  of 
these  dijQficultiea 

*(7.11.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  I  do  not  intend  to  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  through 
a  great  many  of  the  topics  he  has  intro- 
duced into  his  speech.  I  shall  not 
follow  him  fnto  the  interesting  discussion 
he  suggested  to  the  Committee  as  to  who 
was  the  gentleman  who  was  under 
police  protection  on  a  particular  occasion. 
I  shall  leave  that  question  to  be  settled 
among  themselves  by  gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway,  as  I  shall  also  leave  the 
question  suggested  by  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  the 
comparative  merits  of  his  policy  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  But  there 
are  some  points  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  which  I  wish  to 
notice.  This  I  would  say  :  I  do  not  think 
that  those  unfortunate  tenants  who  now 
find  themselves  in  imminent  danger  of 
starvation  on  the  roadside,  when  they  read 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, will  be  able  to  derive  any  very  lively 
J/n  T.  M.  Healy 


satisfaction  from  it.  What  comfort  has 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  offer 
to  these  unfortunate  dupes  of  the  criminal 
conspiracy  known  as  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign %  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
with  his  knowledge  of  Parliamentary- 
affairs,  cannot  be  serious  in  suggesting  a 
vote  of  public  money  for  the  relief  of  the 
evicted  tenants.  That  is  all  very  well 
as  a  topic  in  this  House  to  draw  cheers 
from  below  the  Gangway  opposite,  but 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  knows 
as  well  as  I  do  that  it  is  mere  delusive 
mockery  to  hold  out  any  expectation  to 
these  unfortunate  dupes  that  any  Go- 
vernment will  ask  Parliament  for  money 
for  their  relief.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  visit  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  said  it  has 
had  at  least  the  result  of  showing  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  there  is  an  Irish 
question.  Now,  Sir,  before  that  visit 
had  taken  place,  and  before  the  failure  of 
the  potato  crop,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
had  given  evidence  of  his  appreciation  of 
the  existence  of  the  specific  Irish  question 
which  assumes  an  acute  form  in  the 
West  of  Ireland —  such  proof  as  I 
venture  to  say  no  Chief  Secretary  before 
has  ever  given.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  forgotten,  the  House  and 
the  country  will  not  forget  that,  in  a  Bill 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
early  last  year,  there  was  a  system 
of  provision  for  the  congested  dis- 
tricts in  the  West  of  Ireland  which 
has  been  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  be  an  effort  to  grapple  with  a 
question  such  as  has  never  been  attempted 
before  by  any  Minister.  That  scheme 
was  conceived  and  developed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  portion  of  the 
programme  of  the  Government  before 
his  visit  to  the  West  of  Ireland,  and 
before  any  appearance  of  the  partial 
failure  of  the  potato  crop,  which  was 
the  immediate  occasion  of  that  visit. 
This  remark,  therefore,  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  without  founda- 
tion. But  does  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  really  think  that  these  rent 
disputes — whether  you  regard  them  as 
hand  fide  disputes  or  as  steps  in  the 
campaign  against  Irish  landlords  as  the 
English  garrison  in  Ireland — have  any 
real  relation  to  the  acute  crisis  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  West  of  Ireland?  Any- 
jmB  who  knows  these  districts   knows 
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that  this  is  not  a  question  of  the  amount 
of  rent ;  for  on  the  smaller  holdings,  in  a 
senaon  like  this,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  holder  to  live  rent  free.  The 
two  questions,  therefore,  have  no  refer- 
once  to  each  other.  An  attempt  has 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlonum 
who  moved  the  Motion  to  show  that  the 
existence  of  these  remaining  disputes — 
which  we  all  regret — is  due  largely  to 
the  default  of  the  present  Government* 
I  will  for  a  moment  call  attention  to  the 
positictn  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  est-atea. 
It  ia  a  gratifying  thing-  to  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland  to  be  able  to  state 
that  there  bus  not  been  a  time  for  many 
years  when  Ireland  generally  has  been 
more  free  from  crime  than  at  the  present 
time^  both  of  the  ordinary  character  and 
agrarian  crime.  But  there  are  certain  ex- 
ceptions, few  in  number  I  am  happy  to 
say  ]  tliero  are  certain  estates  and  districts 
of  which  that  could  not  be  said.  Two  im- 
portant questions  have  been  introduced 
by  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  who  has 
moved  the  Motion.  In  the  first  place, 
who  is  responsible  for  that  state  of 
things  t  and,  secondly,  what  remedy  can 
bo  suggested?  I  take  issue  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  both  portions 
of  his  argument.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  delay  in  passing  the 
Bill  of  1887  and  the  fact  that  legislation 
concerning  arrears  has  not  taken  place 
are  the  causes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
Now,  on  three  of  the  estates  which  have 
been  mentioned  prominently  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
namely,  the  Ponsonby,  the  Massereene, 
and  the  Lansdowue,  there  are  a  con- 
siderable  number  of  leaseholders.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  do  not  think  that  lease- 
holders are  very  numerous  on  any  of 
the  other  Plan  of  Campaign  estates, 
certainly  not  on  the  Olphert  and 
Clanricarde  estates  ;  but  on  the  three 
estates  I  have  mentioned  they  are 
moat  numerous.  The  landlords  of 
those  estates  offered  their  tenants  to 
let  them  go  into  Court  and  break  the 
leases  and  have  the  benefit  of  the  Act, 
That  offer  had  been  made  voluntarily, 
and  gave  the  tenants  the  full  benefit 
conferred  by  the  Act  of  1887.  Can  it, 
then,  be  said  that  the  fact  that  lease- 
holders have  not  been  admitted  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Act  of  1881  has  been 
the  cause  of  tho  starting  of  the  Plan 


of  Campaign  1  With  regard  to  the  quea- 
tion  of  reduction  of  judicial  rents 
and  arrears^  it  has  been  shown  that 
the  landlordi?,  with  possibly  one  or  two 
exceptions,  have  in  their  offers  dealt 
with  the  question  of  arrears  more 
liberally  than  the  tenants  would  have  been 
treated  if  thp  Bill  of  18SG  liad  pressed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  has  suggested  compulsory 
arbitration.  If  that  were  adopted,  there 
would  be  three  subjects  to  bo  dealt  with 
— first,  a  fair  rent ;  secondly,  arrears  ; 
and,  thinily,  the  reinstatement  of  the 
evicted  tenants.  With  regard  to  fair 
rent,  such  arbiti'ation  is  not  required  ; 
tho  State  has  supplied  the  means  of 
compulsory  arbitration  in  that  respect ; 
the  Court  of  the  Land  Commission  is. 
always  open  to  the  yearly  tenants,  and 
by  tho  offer  of  the  landlords  has  been 
open  to  the  leaseholders.  As  to  arrears, 
how  does  the  mutter  stand  ?  The 
Government  and  the  House  have  always 
laid  down  the  principle  that  they  will 
not  compulsorily  deal  with  one  ebss  of 
debts  without  at  the  same  time  dealing 
with  others.  Then  the  House  must  , 
remember  that  on  all  these  estates  there  ' 
are  certain  tenants  who  have  honestly 
and  fairly  paid  their  rents,  with  the 
reductions  offered,  and  kept  their 
contracts  with  their  landlords,  not 
joining  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  It  would 
be  grossly  unjust  to  honest  tenanl^B 
who  have  struggled  through  bad  times 
if  those  who  have  joined  an  illegal 
conspii*acy  are  to  be  allowed  exceptional 
terms  as  regards  arrears.  With  re- 
gard to  the  evicted  holdings,  they 
are  either  in  the  hands  of  tenants 
now  cultivating  them  under  contracts 
of  tenancy,  or  they  are  being  used  by 
the  landlord  as  best  he  can,  generally  as 
grazing  farms.  Will  power  be  given  to 
a  tribunal  to  turn  out  these  tenants,  or 
will  tho  landlord  bo  compelled  to  take  \ 
the  others  back  to  the  laud  which  he  is 
using  1  With  regard  to  the  injustice  of 
the  former  suggestion,  I  think  that  I 
need  say  nothing ;  and  as  to  forcing  the 
former  tenants  back  on  the  landlord,  I 
would  like  to  read  to  the  House  some 
words  from  a  document  which  is  en- 
titled to  respect — it  is  a  letter  from  Dr. 
0'Dwyer>  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  - 
Limerick,  in  connection  with  the  Glens- 
harrold  Estates.  In  his  letter  Dr. 
O'Dwyer  used  these  words— 
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speech  ;  for  if  a  just  and  temperate 
administrntion  of  the  law  in  Ireland  is 
all  that  is  required  to  settle  the  land 
war  and  the  agitation  that  has  arisen 
out  of  it,  why  are  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment asking  us  to  give  our  time  this 
Session  to  a  complicated  measure  of  land 
purchase  ?  The  Government  recognise 
that  new  laws  are  required,  and  laws 
of  great  importance.  We  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  that 
no  Government  was  justified  in  calling 
upon  the  sacred  resources  of  British 
credit  without  having  a  very  strong 
case  behind  them,  and,  therefore,  there 
must  be  in  the  mind  of  the  Government 
a  very  strong  case  to  induce  them  to  ask 
the  Housi  to  give  British  credit  for 
altering  the  land  laws  of  Ireland.  How 
can  we  justify  to  our  constituents  the 
fact  that  this  new  alteration  of  the  land 
laws  and  this*  claim  upon  British  credit 
will  give  the  go-bye  altogether  to  the 
districts  which  have  suffered  most? 
Surely  the  Government  will  give  us 
some  definite  reason  why  their  Land 
Purchase  Bill  will  simply  apply  to  those 
districts  where  there  is  no  conflict 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  will 
not  apply  to  those  where  a  state  of  social 
war,  with  heartburnings  and  bitterness, 
prevails.  For  my  own  part  I  should 
have  preferred  that  other  classes  of  cases 
could  have  been  brought  within  the 
purview  of  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
and  that  the  whole  question  of  arrears, 
which  is  at  the  bottom  of  all  the  difficul- 
ties on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates,  as 
well  as  on  other  estates,  where  the  pinch 
of  want  is  terribly  felt  this  winter,  could 
have  been  raised.  However,  I  welcome, 
on  its  merits,  the  proposition  that  has 
been  brought  forward.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  was  much  concerned 
about  the  setttement  of  the  land  ques- 
tion in  the  interest  of  the  landlord,  but 
unfortunately  said  nothing  at  all  about 
justice  being  done  to  the  tenant.  I 
believe  I  have  spent  much  more  time  on 
the  Clanricarde  estate  than  the  Member 
for  Tryone.  I  desire  most  strongly  to 
avoidany  taunt  as  to  the  past,  but  I  would 
make  an  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  on  behalf  of  the  thousands  of 
people  living  on  that  estate.  No  one 
has  ventured  to  say  a  single  word  on 
behalf  of  the  owner  of  that  estate. 
We    have  had  his    conduct  denounced 


"I  be^  of  them  (the  tenants)  at  the  last 
moment,  before  taking  a  step  ihey  may  regret 
all  the  days  of  their  lives,  to  listen  to  my 
advice.  If  they  spend  years  in  idl»?nvss  on  the 
side  of  the  road,  neither  they  nor  their  children 
will  ever  raise  their  heads  again.  A  farmer 
whose  home  is  once  broken  up,  whose  stock  is 
scattered,  and  whose  capital  is  spent,  may 
recover  his  land  after  some  years,  but  he  will 
be  a  pauper  while  he  lives.'' 

That  is  the  testimony  of  one  who  knows 
the  Irish  tenants  well.  But  it  is  now 
proposed  that  the  landlord,  who  has 
been  the  victim  of  this  conspiracy,  should 
have  compulsorily  put  upon  him  a 
tenantry  which,  according  to  the  Bishop 
of  Limerick,  has  degenerated  into  paupers. 
Such  a  proceeding  would  be  an  injustice  to 
the  landlord  and  injurious  to  the  interests 
'  of  the  community.  Each  case,  of  course, 
depends  upon  itfl  own  merits ;  in  some, 
Arbitration  might  do  good ;  in  others  it 
would  be  futile  ;  the  parties  must  be  the 
best  judges  of  that,  and,  as  I  have 
shown,  the  Legislature  cannot  interfere 
with  advantage  to  the  community  or 
justice  to  the  landlord.  It  may  be 
asked  what  alternative  the  Government 
suggested  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I 
would  suggest  that  there  is  an  alterna- 
tive policy  which  has  been  pursued,  and 
which  has  worked  wonders  in  Ireland — 
I  mean  the  policy  of  a  firm  and 
temperate  administration  of  just  laws. 
It  cannot  be  contended  that  the  laws 
relating  to  occupiers  of  land  in  Ire- 
land are  less  favourable  than  those  of 
any  other  pountry;  on  the  contrary, 
they  are  distinctly  more  ^vourable. 
That  is  the  course  I  would  submit  to  the 
House,  and  I  submit  that  it  is  more  wise 
and  statesmanlike  than  that  of  making 
concessions  to  organised  lawlessness — a 
policy  which  would  be  impossible  to 
work  out  without  the  grossest  injustice 
alike  to  landlords  and  to  honest  tenants. 
(7.31.)  Mr.  ROWNTREB  (Scar- 
borough) :  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
€Fentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  began 
hy  stating  his  opinion  that  the  speech  of 
jnj  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  would 
be  read  with  dismay  by  tenants  on  those 
estates.  I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman'a  speech  will  as  certainly 
have  that  effect.  It  appeared  to  me 
that  he  misconceived  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford,  and  he  repeated 
the  misconception  towards  the  end  of  his 
Jfr,  Madden 
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in  the  efcroogcsfc  manner  by  tKe 
Memlier  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell). 
I  would  aak  the  Govtjrniuent  whether 
this  House  is  expected  really  to  give  it  a 
attealioQ  to  a  Land  Bill  for  Ireland,  and 
to  pass  by  alUtgether  the  condition  of 
things  in  this  district.  It  has  been  said 
a^ain  and  ai»pain  that  we  are  not  to  trouble 
ourselves  with  these  things  because 
Members  below  the  Gangway  and  others 
have  really  brought  about  these  troubles 
by  the  Plan  of  Carapaigiu  But  I  am 
sure  that  those  who  are  acquained  witli 
the  question  wtU  say  thnt  the  combina- 
tion on  the  Clrinricarde  estate  took  place^ 
not  only  before  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  instituted,  but  agaiosfc  the 
deliberately  expressed  wishes  of  the 
National  League.  It  was  a  spontaneous 
movement  on  the  part  of  the  tenants. 
Some  vety  strong  oVjservations  have 
been  made  with  regard  to  the  condition 
of  those  who,  it  has  been  alleged,  have 
been  compelled -or  induced  to  form  these 
combinations,  and  great  compassion  has 
been,  very  rightly  no  doubt  in  many 
rase8»  expressed  on  their  behalf,  I 
think  we  shuuld  be  under  a  raisconcep* 
tion  if  the  idea  went  forth  to  the  country 
t'lat  all  thovse  who  have  left  their  homes 
and  liave  found  shelter  in  the  huts  of 
the  National  League,  are  to  be  com- 
mise rated  with  on  the  change  that  has 
taken  place  in  their  condition.  Through- 
out my  life  I  believe  I  shall  recollect 
meeting  with  the  widow  of  one  of  the 
tenants  of  the  Clanricarde  estate — a  poor 
woman  of  the  name  of  Solon,  Her 
husband  had  been  a  tenant  at  a  rental  of 
some  £1  10s,  For  three  years  he  had 
been  unable  to  work,  and  was  dying  of 
eonsuniption.  A  little  child,  six  years  of 
age,  died  of  fever,  and  the  husband  died 
a  few  days  afterwards.  Six  days  after 
the  detith  of  tlie  husbantl,  the 
widow  Solon  had  gone  to  buy 
bread  in  the  nei^bouring  town, 
Ou  coming  back  she  found  the  cabin 
surrounded  by  the  forces  of  the  Cro^vn. 
The  women  said  they  had  come  too  late 
— he  whom  they  had  come  to  pat  out 
had  gone  before ;  he  was  dead.  The 
woman  and  her  five  children  were  put 
out  on  the  roadside,  the  woman  not  even 
bein  jf  allowed  to  stay  behind  in  the  yard 
to  wash  some  linen.  The  hut  was 
destroyed,  I  thought  I  bad  never  seen 
such  a  picture  of  absolute  despair  as  this 
woman  presented  as  she  guve  me  an 
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account  of  these  proceedings.  It  seemed 
as  if  there  was  nothing  left  in  life  that 
she  cared  about — all  the  brightness 
seemed  to  have  gohe  out  of  her  life.  But 
last  Autumn  I  happened  to  see  this 
woman  again  in  one  of  the  Ijeague  huts 
at  Woodford.  There  was  no  mistaking 
her ;  but  she  looked  infinitely  better,  and 
she  and  her  children  were  distinctly  in 
far  better  circumstances.  It  is  not, 
therefore,  the  fact  that  all  these  poor 
people  are  suffering  in  the  way  we  have 
Ijeeii  told,  although  many  of  them  have 
made  great  sacrifices  indeed.  Without 
going  further  into  these  particulars  I  do 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
we  are  to  look  forward  to  these  poor 
people  being  left  as  time  goes  on  simply 
to  despair  and  desperation  ?  You  can- 
not exaggerate  the  condition  of  things  in 
that  district.  Put  aside  the  statements 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone, 
and  of  those  who  were  present  at  these 
scenes  on  behalf  of  the  landlord,  and  of 
those  who  heard  the  case  for  the  police. 
Put  these  aside,  and  I  would  ask  hon. 
( re  n  tie  men  who  are  interested  in  this 
question  t-o  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
missionei^a  who  visited  this  district 
lately  in  connection  with  the  inquiry  as 
to  tolls  and  mfU'ket  mtes,  and  see  what 
landlordism  can  sink  to  under  such  a 
condition  of  things  as  prevails  in  that 
district.  It  seems  to  me  a  positive  dis- 
grace to  the  laws  of  England  that  such  a 
state  of  matters  should  exist  over  such  a 
wide  district  in  Irelnnd.  We  have  a 
right  to  ask  Her  Majesty^s  Government, 
when  we  hear  from  almost  every  plat- 
form from  which  their  Huppprters  speak 
sn  many  declarations  as  to  their  remedial 
measures  bringing  about  a  settlement  of 
the  land  difficulties  in  Ireland,  how  they 
can  justify  the  conditions  of  these 
districts 

(7.53.)  Mb.  SBEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  : 
I  was  quite  surprised  that  the  right  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  spoke  from 
the  Front  Bench  opposite  and  who  camo 
here  armed  with  such  a  load  of  docu- 
ments should  have  so  suddenly  collapsed 
in  his  vindication  of  the  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  But  I  was  more 
surprised  still  when  I  found  him  com  mi  t- 
ing  the  extraordinary  error  that  he  did 
commit,  in  stating  to  this  House  what 
many  hon.  Members  know  not  to  be 
correct,  namely,  that  it  was  not  becv^use 
of  the  action  of  the  present  Government 
3  L 
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ihat  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  started  in 
Ireland.  As  one  thing  follows  another, 
as  cause  follows  effect,  so  did  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  follow  the  rejection  of  the 
measure  of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Cork  in 
1888.  It  is  because  the  Government  in 
1886  refused  any  relief  whatever  to  the 
tenants  of  Ireland,  and  refused  to  give 
the  leaseholders  any  opportunity  of  going 
into  the  Land  Court,  and  refused  to 
revised  judicial  rents,  and  refused  to 
touch  at  all  the  question  of  arrears,  that 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  of  necessity 
to  be  started.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Glentleman  went  on  to  state  that  the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde  had  made  a  &ir 
and  reasonable  offer  to  his  tenants 
before  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
started.  The  Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde made  no  offer  at  all  to  his  tenants 
before  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  started. 
On  the  contrary,  he  refused  to  allow  the 
tenants  who  had  leases,  to  break  those 
leases  so  that  they  might  go  into  the 
Court.  He  refused  to  allow  judicial 
leases  to  be  revised,  and  refused  to  abate 
one  penny  of  the  arrears.  But  when 
the  noble  Lord  found  that  his  tenants 
were  serious,  he  came  out  with  an  offer 
to  reduce  non-judicial  rents  25  per 
cent.,  and  judicial  rents  15  per  cent., 
but  even  that  was  after  evicting  a  great 
number  of  tenants,  and  after  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  started  and  the 
Ck)vemment  had  refused  to  give  relief  to 
the  tenants.  The  right  hon  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  that  the  Gk)vernment  are 
not  to  blame  for  the  condition  of 
affairs  which  exist  on  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates ;  but  I  very  deliberately 
that  they  are,  because  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  been  only  been  put  in 
force  against  the  worst  landlords.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  does  not  happen  to 
be  one  of  the  landlords  who  have  come 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  But  why  t 
I  say  it  to  his  credit,  that  it  is  because 
he  is  a  fairly  good  landlord,  and  there 
has  been  no  occasion  to  put  it  in  force 
against  him.  But  there  are  bad  land- 
lords who  have  insisted  on  their  pound 
of  flesh,  and  who  have  forced  upon  their 
tenants  a  condition  of  affairs  which  it 
has  been  necessary  for  them  to  dispute. 
As  has  been  pointed  out,  the  tenants 
on  the  Clanricarde  estate  started  the 
combination  in  spite  of  the  efforts  of  the 
National  I.ieague  and  of  the  Lrish 
Mr.  Sh^ehy 


Parliamentary  Party,  because  they  were 
obliged  to  do  so,  no  redress  being  forth- 
coming. They  had  old  leases  which  at 
one  time  were  necessary  to  shelter  the 
tenants  from  the  rapacity  of  the  land- 
lord, and  to  prevent  his  running  up  the 
rents  from  year  to  year,  pound  by  pound, 
until  it  became  impossible  to  pay  any 
longer.  How  does  the  Government 
take  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford? 
Is  it  an  honest  proposal  ?  We  hav^ 
been  charged  over  and  over  again  with 
being  the  advocates  of  dishonesty,  but 
now  we  bring  the  accusation  to  the 
test.  If  the  tenants  are  dishonest,  as 
is  said,  and  the  landlords  are  honest, 
as  is  claimed  for  them  by  their  advo- 
cates, how  is  it  that  the  tenants 
propose,  and  the  landlords  object  to 
arbitration  ?  From  the  first  day  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  until  now  there  has 
never  been  an  hour  in  which  the  tenants 
on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  were 
not  willing  and  anxious  to  submit  their 
case  to  honest  arbitration,  but  the  land- 
lords would  not  agree  to  it,  believing  that 
arbitrators  would  decide  against  them. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  spoke 
here  to-night,  though  not  for  the  first 
time,  of  the  Vandeleur  case.  I  re- 
member his  once  speaking  of  the  happy 
condition  of  the  tenants  on  the  Vandeleur 
estate.  Those  tenants  were  "petted,**^ 
and  "  had  no  wrongs  to  redress,"  and 
were  "  the  dupes  of  the  Irish  Members,'' 
— that  is  to  say  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  the  rest.  Well,  the  landlord  was 
obliged  after  a  time  to  look  to  his  own 
interest,  and  thinking  he  had  gone  far 
enough  on  a  fool's  path,  he  determined 
to  try  and  make  a  settlement  with  his 
tenants.  He  submitted  the  case  to 
arbitration.  This  was  the  case  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  said 
the  landlord  was  a  just  man,  and  the 
tenants  were  a  pack  of  robbers — were 
dressed  so  comfortably  and  looked  so 
well  off  that  it  would  have  been  dis- 
honest on  their  part  to  refuse  to  pay  the 
landlord.  What  was  the  result  of  the 
arbitration  t  Why,  that  the  tenants  got 
better  terms  than  they  demanded  in  the 
first  instance  from  their  landlord.  Then 
the  hon,  (Jentleman  brings  forward  his 
knowledge  of  the  Glensharrold  estate — 
and  what  astonishes  me  is  the  boldness 
with  which  some  advocates  introduce  deli- 
cate subjects.     If  there  is  an  estate  in 
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Ireland,  to  conternplate  the  condition  of 
the  tenants  of  which  would  make  one's 
blood  mn  cold,  it  is  the  Glensharrold  and 
Falcarragh  estate.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  the  tenants  were  asked 
to  submit  their  case  to  arbitration,  but 
that  is  not  the  case.  They  have  offered 
to  do  so.  Even  the  Bishop  of  Limerick, 
whom  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man quotes  hero  to-night,  who  sent  out 
not  a  friendly  vainer,  but  a  hostile  valuer 
to  the  Glensharrold  estate,  discovered 
on  the  valuation  made  by  Mr,  Barry 
that  the  demand  of  the  tenants  was 
honest,  jast,  ,and  upright  It  m  said  it 
would  be  hard  on  the  poor  landlords  to 
have  pauper  tenants  forced  back  if^n 
them  ;  but  who  has  made  them  paupers  ? 
I  say  it  is  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hunts  and  others, 
who  have  joined  in  a  combination  to 
make  it  impossible  for  these  and  other 
tenants  to  make  an  honest  living  in  Ire- 
land, These  tenants  on  the  Glens- 
harrold estate  had  their  rents  raised 
four  times  within  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
until  Ihey  could  not  by  any  pa^iaible 
means  earn  the  rents.  It  was  only  by 
their  industry  as  turf  cnttcra  and  sellers 
that  they  were  enabled  to  pay  the  enor- 
mous rents  that  were  cliarged  them. 
These  tenants  were  made  paupers  not 
by  their  own  idleness,  not  by  their  own 
want  of  thrift,  but  through  the  rapacity 
of  the  landlord  under  whom  they  had 
the  misfortune  to  live.  They  were 
willing  from  the  first  hour  to  submit 
their  case  to  arbitration.  The  tenants  on 
the  Clanricardo  estate  have  also  been 
willing  from  the  first  day  to  now  to 
submit  their  case  to  arbitration, 
and  the  same  thing  can  he  said  of  the 
tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate.  On  the 
Ixist-named  estate  the  landlord  was  also 
prepared  to  refer  the  case  to  arbitration, 
but  a  third  party  stepped  in — a  gentleman 
whose  object  was  to  keep  up  a  fictitious 
value  of  the  land  in  Ireland  for  the 
bensfifc  of  his  class,  Whei*e,  then,  was 
the  dishonesty  in  these  cases  ?  I  say  it 
w^as  on  the  part  of  the  landlords  and 
their  advocates.  We,  on  the  other  hand, 
feel  that  we  have  not  only  been  honest, 
but  generous,  and  we  maintain  that  we 
have  been  justified  in  our  defence  of  the 
tenantry.  In  regard  to  the  letter  of 
Dr.  Healy  to  the  Time^^  X  would  point 
out  that  four  years  ago  Lord  Clanric4irde 
offered  to  give  redactions  of  20  and  15 


per  cent.,  but  not  until  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  started.  Up  to  within 
the  past  three  months  he  would  have  let 
the  farms  to  new  tenants,  if  any  new 
tenants  would  have  accepted  them  ;  but 
a  change  has  come  over  him.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  thinks  that  this  is  a  happy 
hour  for  the  landlords,  that  the  Plan  of 
Camimign  has  been  a  failure,  and  that 
tliere  are  no  longer  any  funds  t^  support 
the  tenants.  Well,  the  Committee  should 
know  that  the  terms  on  which  the  tenants 
can  be  restored  are  the  payment  of  three 
years'  rent,  the  payment  of  all  costs, 
and  payment  for  the  time  during  which 
the  tenants  had  been  out  of  possession. 
The  landlords*  honesty  is  this  :  that  they 
would  require  their  tenants  to  pay  rent 
for  the  land,  even  when  the  tenants  had 
not  tlie  land.  A  lovely  code  of  morality 
this  !  The  dishonesty  of  it  is  that  the 
tenants  having  been  plundered  for  years, 
and  years,  and  yearSi  and  having  revolted 
against  the  extortions  made  by  Lord 
Clanricarde's  agents,  and  having  been 
sustained  by  the  rest  of  the  Irish  r^e 
at  home  and  abroad,  the  landlords  found 
they  had  come  to  a  serious  pass  in  the 
condition  of  their  estates  in  Ireland,  and 
although  most  of  them  bent  to  the 
storm,  a  few  of  them  more  turbulent  and 
fearless  than  the  rest,  refused  to  accede 
to  the  demands  of  the  people,  and 
these  were  supported  by  the  other 
landlords,  who  sheltered  themselves 
beliind  the  mask  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huntingdon  (Mr.  Smith •  Barry) .  But 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  tenants  of  those 
landlords,  notwithstanding  the  hope 
expressed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  althout^h  they  may  appear  to  him 
I  and  other  Merabei*a  as  derelict  and 
]  atiandoned  by  the  the  Irish  race,  will 
carry  on  this  business  to  the  finish,  and 
until  they  have  succeeded  in  breaking 
I  in  even  the  wild  colts  of  landlordisii 
in  Ireland.  I  would  ask  the  House,  has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  succeeded  up  to  the  present 
time  in  breaking  the  spirit  of  tlie  people 
of  Tipperary  ?  No  doubt  wo  have  had 
bogus  reports  to  that  effect  communicated 
to  the  press  day  after  day,  and  I  regret 
to  say  grabbed  at,  leaped  at,  and  licked 
up,  even  by  portions  of  that  press  which 
ought  not  to  be  found  on  the  side  of  the 
Irish  landlords.  But  I  aak  has  tha  lion. 
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Member  for  Hunts  got  back  much  of  his 
rent?     Has  he    got    back   any   of    his 
tenants  ?     We  have  baen  charged  with  ' 
the  offences  of  the  tenants  of  Tipperary, 
and  it  is  said  that  it  was  a  dishonest  ' 
move  on  their  part.     I  say  that  a  more  | 
honourable   and   praiseworthy   act   was 
never  done  by  a  body  of  tenants  than 
that  which  was  done  by  the  tenants  of  I 
Tipperary.     They  did  not  refuse  to  pay  j 
the   rent,   or   at  any  rate  a  reasonable  ' 
rent,  but  they  refused  to  be  his  tenants 
at  any  price,  even  at  a  farthing  an  acre 
per  year.     Had  his  agents  ofEered  to  let 
them  remain  on  their  farms  for  the  next 
four  years,  provided  they  promised  to  pay 
that  rent,  they  would  not  have,continued 
their  occupancy.     In  fact  it  was  not  a 
matter  of  refusal  of  rent  on  their  part, 
it  was  a  matter  of    revolt  against   his 
conduct  in  taking  the  lead,  as  he  did, 
against  the  people  of  Ireland  with  whom 
he  had  had  no  personal  quarrel.     The 
landlords'  honesty  comes   to   this,   that 
when   the    landlords   get    their  chance, 
they     may    conspire,    confederate,  and 
agree,    and   the    Government    will    not 
bring  any  member  of  them  before  the 
Court   of    Removables   for   illegal   con- 
spiracy.    No,  Sir ;  that  weapon   is   one 
which  is  only  intended  for  those  who 
stand  by  the  weak  against  the  strong, 
and  by  the  poor  against   the   wealthy. 
That  is  a  weapon  which  is  only  used 
by  a  Tory  Government  against  the  Irish 
Nationalists,  and    it  is   not  a   weapon 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  would  dream 
of  applying  to  such  persons  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
or   the    hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston).     Those  are  to  be  allowed  to 
conspire.     Those  may  have  their  land- 
lords   combinations    and   confederacies, 
flknd  may  work  their  mischief  against  any 
number  of  tenants,  and  thousands  upon 
thousands  of  the  poor  peasants  of  Ireland. 
Those  may  conspire  for  the  wrong,  and 
rain,  and  degradation,  and  impoverish- 
ment of  the  people,   but    there    is   no 
punishment  for  them.     No,  the  punish- 
ment   of     the     law    is    for   the     poor 
Nationalist,  who  dares  to  vindicate  the 
right    of    the   tenant   to   any   possible 
modicum  of  justice.     I  venture  to  say 
that,  notwithstanding  what  this  Motion 
proposes  to  night,  it  will  meet  with  the 
fate  of    all    the   Motions   which    have 
hitherto  been  brought  forward  in  the 
interests  of  peace,  order,  and  tranquillity 
Jfr,  Sheehy 


in  Ireland  from  the  opposide  side  of  the 
House.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  whose  advocates  are  so 
very  zealous  in  this  House,  will  yet 
regret  that  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  has  not  been  ac- 
cepted in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  moved. 
I  know,  however,  it  is  impossible  to 
break  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  tenants.  I 
know  that  the  airy  nonsense  which  has 
been  uttered  and  repeated  in  this  House 
in  speeches  made  over  and  over  again, 
will  have  no  effect  upon  the  spirit  which 
animates  the  evicted  tenants  of  my 
cormtry.  I  would  that  a  better  spirit 
prevailed  in  the  breasts  of  Members  of 
this  House,  and  that  for  the  sake  of  that 
peace  and  harmony,  aye,  and  of  that 
humanity  which  they  sometimes  profess 
to  have  so  much,  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  accepted, 
so  that  in  future  those  questions  which 
have  arisen  between  certain  Irish  land- 
lords and  their  tenants  who  have  re- 
volted against  them,  would  be  submitted 
to  arbitration  impartially  and  honour- 
ably with  the  result  that  peace,  happi- 
ness, and  content  might  be  brought  to 
many  parts  of  Ireland.     (8.10.) 

*(8.40.)  Mr.  ROCHE  (Gal way,  E.)  :  I 
must  say  that  the  account  which  has 
been  given  to-night  of  the  condition  of 
the  tenants  on  the  Clanricarde  estate 
is  not  accurate. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Mr.  ROCHE  :  We  have  been  told 
that  sickness  and  fever  are  rife  among 
these  tenants,  and  that  the  funds  have 
been  stopped.  I  tell  the  House  that 
there  is  not  a  particle  of  truth  in  those 
assertions.  I  challenge  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  TjTouQy  who  said  he  had 
been  on  the  Woodford  estate  to  give  the 
name  of  a  single  tenant  whom  he 
visited.  I  know  every  person  he 
saw.  First  he  called  on  the  District 
Inspector,  then  the  local  Magistrate,  and 
finally  the  evicting  landlord.  From 
these  sources  alone  did  the  hon.  Member 
derive  his  information.  I  confess  I  have 
fcaken  a  very  active  part  in  connection 
with  the  struggle  on  the  Clanricarde 
estate,  and  the  action  which  I  have 
taken  will  be  the  proudest  boast  of  my 
life :  I  would  repeat  it  to-morrow  under 
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similar  circumstances.  The  hou.  Mem- 
bt*r  has  stated  to  the  House  that  the 
tenants  were  compelled  against  their 
will  to  take  the  action  thej  did  ;  tlmt 
many  only  acted  under  threatvS  of  per- 
sonal violence,  and  that  they  were,  in 
fact,  termrifled  into  it.  But  I  reply  that 
not  a  single  step  was  ever  taken  which 
was  not  first  discussed  at  a  general  meet- 
ing of  the  tenants,  and  what  was  done 
had  theb*  full  sa action.  We  are  told  that 
all  this  was  the  work  of  the  conibination 
known  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  But  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  not  started  until 
October,  1886,  whereas  the  combination 
on  the  Clanricai*de  estate  was  formed 
exactly  a  year  before.  Again,  as  was 
]>roved  before  the  7'imcs^  Special  Com- 
mission, this  combination  of  the  ten- 
ants had  not  the  sanction  of  the  National 
League  or  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
party  :  mdeed,  it  was  started  in  oppo- 
aitiou  to  the  wishes  of  both,  on  behalf 
of  the  tenantry.  I  went  to  the  League 
Offices  to  ask  if  they  would  be  supjx)rted 
in  the  struggle  against  their  landloiTl, 
but  I  was  told  to  advise  th^nivto  pay 
their  rents,  for  they  need  exj^^ct  no 
assistance  from  the  League.  I  told  the 
tenants  what  had  occurred,  but  they 
could  not  pay  their  rents,  so  we  issued 
an  appeal  for  help^  and  within  six 
months  the  Tenants'  Defence  Association 
at  Woodfonl  received  subscriptions  to 
the  amount  of  £1,000.  So  the  Eght 
went  on.  In  December,  1885,  the  tenants 
memorialised  Lord  Clanricardo  for  an 
abatement  of  25  per  cent,  in  their  rents, 
but  they  got  do  reply.  In  August,  1886, 
four  of  the  tenants  on  the  Woodford 
estate  were  evicted,  and  I  believe  the 
evictions  cost  the  present  Government 
about  £3,000.  In  addition  to  that,  68  of 
the  tenants  were  arrested  and  tlirown 
into  prison,  and  got  from  12  to  18 
months'  confinement  for  defending  their 
own  houses.  Not  until  all  this  had 
occurred,  and  until  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Central  Brad- 
ford had  visited  the  scene  of  the  evic- 
tions did  the  landlord  make  any  offer  to 
the  tenants.  Then  he  declined  to  re- 
cognise the  corabhiation,  and  he  would 
not  reinstate  any  of  the  evicted  tenants 
unless  they  went  to  the  agent  indivi- 
dually and  pleaded  for  mercy.  They 
refused  such  terms,  and  now  at  least 
one-third  of  the  entire  population  of 
Woodford  has    been  evicted,  and  these 


people  are  living  in  huts  erected  by  their 
organisation.  Some  22  or  23  families 
are  in  liuts  on  the  parochial  plot, 
and  Lord  Olanricarde  is  applying  to 
a  Superior  Court  for  an  injunction  in 
order  to  get  them  evicted  again.  I  ask 
the  Government,  in  the  interests  of  peace 
and  of  justice,  to  step  in  and  prevent  this 
fight  continuing,  for,  although  not  one 
serious  crime  has  been  committed  in  the 
Woodford  district,  yet  if  Lord  Olanricarde 
persists  in  his  vengeance  s^inst  the 
people,  they  will  resisti  and  will  not 
aliow.  this  man^  or  anybody  on  his  behalf, 
to  continue  to  pursue  them  with  such 
harshness  and  injustice.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  prevent  anything 
in  the  shape  of  breaches  of  the  peace  or 
of  crime  in  the  district,  and  if  they  will 
only  adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Central  Bradford  they  can  do  this.  The 
tenants  have  always  been  anxious  to 
settle  this  matter  on  ju^t  and  amicable 
lines.  At  first  they  offered  to  purchase 
their  holdings  on  fair  and  equitable 
terms.  I  made  an  offer  t<j  that  effect  to 
the  landlord's  agent,  and  tbe  reply  we 
got  was  that  Lord  Clanricarde  would 
take  25  years'  purchase  for  the  estate. 
In  consequence  of  the  evictions,  I  pur- 
chased a  small  property  right  in  the 
centre  of  the  estate,  and  the  price  I  gave 
was  equal  to  only  12  years'  purchase. 
Yet  for  the  |) roper ty  surrounding  it  Lord 
Clanricarde  wanted  25  years*  purchase. 
If  this  Inndlord,  who  is,  1  believe, 
actuated  with  malice  towards  tbepeople» 
will  only  act  in  accordance  with  the 
dicUfces  of  humanity  and  justice,  all  will 
be  well.  But  I  fear  he  will  not  do  so, 
and,  therefore,  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  step  in  and  interfere.  In 
the  many  speeches  to  which  I  have 
listened  to-night  I  have  not  heard  S| 
single  argument  against  the  principle  i 
of  arbitration.  The  whole  tone  of  the 
speeches  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern* 
ment  has  been  indicative  of  a  desire  to 
break  down  the  combination  without 
recourse  to  arbitration.  But  I  assure  the 
House,  from  my  knowledge  of  the  people 
on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates — and 
have  a  pretty  intimate  acquaintjince  with 
them—that  there  is  far  more  life  in  the 
organisation  to-day  than  there  was  four 
years  ago.  I  say,  too,  that  it  would  be 
equally  in  the  interests  of  both  landlords 
and  tenants  if  arbitration  were  resorted  to. 
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[-J  recollect  a  case  in  the  locality  of  Wood- 
ford in  which  tho  tenants  demanded  30 
per  cent.,  and  the  landlord  offered  1 5  per 
cent.,  reduction.  The  matter  was  to  be 
left  to  arbitration,     The    tenants   sng- 

-gasted  as  the  arbitrator  the  landlord'sown 

•  brother,  and  the  Bishop  of  the  Dioceso, 
but  the  landlord  would  not  agree  to  that, 
and  resorted  to  eviction.  He  turned  out 
fire  of  his  tenants  jnat  as  the  ci*ops  were 
ready  for  harvesting,  and  the  struggle 
went  on  for  seven  months.  At  the  end 
of  that  period  the  landlord  ^^  ran  ted  a  re- 
duction of  25  per  cent,,  he  rein/itated 
the  evicted  tenants,  wiped  ont  all 
law. costs,  paid  for  the  crops  on  the  land 
at  the  time  of  tho  eviction,  and  paid  also 
JB160  fur  tho  support  of  the  tenants 
during  the  time  they  were  evicted. 
Surely  he  would  have  dnne  far  better 
to  have  come  to  terms  in  the  first  in- 
stance. I  tell  the  House  that  the 
tenants  on  tho  Clanricarde  estate  will 
never  give  in  if  by  so  doing  they  will 
have  to  desert  those  of  their  number 
who  have  bt*en  wounded  in  the  6ght. 
I  take  it  to  be  admitted  that  long  before 
there  were  any  signs  of  disunion  amongst 
our  Party  the  Rev,  Dr*  Healy  attempted, 
time  after  time,  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment between  Lord  Clanricarde  and  his 
tenants.  If  Lord  Clanricarde  will  not 
ftgree  to  arbitration,  how  on  earth  can 
the  dispute  be  settled  1  I  am  afraid  it 
never  will  be  settled  w^hile  the  present 
Government  is  in  power.  The  pi'ople  of 
Ireland  have  not  the  slightest  confidence 
that  the  present  Government  will  assist 
them  in  bringing  about  a  peaceable 
settle mont  of  these  disputes.  The  hopes 
of  the  people  are  all  centred  in  the  next 
General  Election.  They  are  prepared  to 
loake  great    sacrifices,    and    to   endure 

^  great  suffering,  until  the  General  P]lec- 
tion.  If  then  their  hopes  are  disiippointed 
I  would  not  care  to  be  respunsible  for 
the  peace  of  the  Plan  of  Canipaign  dis- 
tricte ;  for  I  am  pei*suaded  that  if  the 
poaple  see  that  the  Government  will 
not  oonie  to  their  rescue  and  do  theni 
jastice,  they  will  not  tolerate  such  men 
as  Lord  Clanricarde^  who  never  visits  the 
country,  and  who  has  never  seen  his 
Woodford  property,  and  who  persists  in 
tnrnino^  them  out  of  their  homes.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  says  he 
has  spent  a  week  investigating  the  case 
of  the  Clanricarde  tenants,  I  challenge 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  the  n^me  of 
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the  tenants  on  the  Woodford  estate  ha 
consulted,  because  I  maintain  that  there 
is  not  a  particle  of  truth  in  any  one  of 
bis  statements.  In  one  case  a  poor  boy 
was  taken  from  a  sick  bed,  and  died 
two  days  after  the  eviction.  The  father 
of  the  boy  tried,  time  after  time, 
to  obtain  an  inquest,  in  order  that 
the  truth  might  be  known.  The 
head  of  the  Government  in  Ireland 
was  appealed  to,  but  the  matter  was 
hushed  up.  If  it  is  of  any  use  I  appeal 
to  the  Government,  even  in  their  own 
interest,  to  go  down  io  Woodford  and 
investigate  the  facts  for  themselves,  I 
confidently  assert  that  if  the  Chief 
Secretniy  were  to  sp^nd  three  days  in 
the  Woodford  district,  he  would  be  tho 
first  Member  to  stand  up  in  this  House 
and  insist  upon  justice  being  done  the 
tenants. 

(9.5.)  Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I 
regret  that  w^hile  Ti\y  hon.  Friend  was 
giving  a  categorical  imd  clear  denial  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  with 
reference.to  the  Woodford  estate,  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  left  the  House.  I  regret 
tliat  the  hon.  Member  has  left,  because  I 
propose  to  refer  to  the  Ponsonby  estate^ 
in  regard  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
been  betrayed  into  a  course  of  systematic 
misrepresentations.  He  has  spoken  about 
the  doles  of  money  being  refused  the 
tenants,  and  about  the  tenants' miserable 
and  impoverished  condition.  Tho  fact 
is,  the  tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate 
are  comparatively  better  off  to-day  than 
they  have  been  at  any  time  during  the 
past  10  years,  but  it  is  well  that  the 
House  should  not  lie  under  any  miscon- 
ception as  to  our  attitude  towards  the 
evicted  tenants.  We  are  not  now  suing  in 
fornid  paufmris.  We  do  not  come  here 
to  beg  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment  to 
establish  these  Boards  of  Arbitration. 
We  hfive  not  approached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
who  of  his  own  motion  and  in  con- 
sequence of  his  desire  to  being  about 
peace,  has  prxi posed  this  Resolution,  We 
are  not  suing  for  terms  on  behalf  of  those 
evicted  tenants,  because  wa  long  as  there 
is  a  dollar  to  be  had  from  »u  Irishman  in 
any  part  of  the  world  it  shall  go 
towards  the  relief  of  the  tenants.  There 
may  be  a  temporary  disagreement  amongst 
hon.  Members  here,  but  there  is  one  point 
on  which  we  are  all  agreed,  and   that  is 
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tliat  we  skall  all  stand  firm  in  defence  of 
thoBe  who,  in  time  of  crisis  and  in  defence 
of  principle,  have  made  as  gallant  a  stand 
against  overwhelming  odds  as  was  ever 
made  by  any  body  of  civilians  or  naili- 
iar}\  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seem  to 
forget  the  history  of  the  p:ist  few  j^eara. 
Thoy  seem  to  forget  that  in  1886,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  introduced  his 
measure^  the  fall  in  prices  was  so  rapid 
and  crushing  on  the  greater  portion  of 
the  tsnaRts  in  Ireland  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  the  leaseholders  to 
pay  their  ordinary  rents,  and  even  for 
those  tenants  who  had  had  judicial  rente 
fixed  to  pay  their  judicial  rents.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  produced  figures  to 
show  there  was  no  fall  in  prices.  I  well 
remember  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr, 
Plnnket)  declared  in  tliis  House  that 
there  could  not  be  a  serious  fall  in  agri- 
cultural prices  because  the  price  of  wool 
had  risen.  The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  was  tlirown  out,  and  no  attempt 
was  made  by  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  question.  It  was  a  profanation 
to  talk  of  dealing  with  the  judicial  rents 
tlrnt  had  been  so  sacredly  and  recently 
fixed.  A  ehort  time  passed,  and  the 
'Government,  who  had  denied  that  there 
was  a  fall  in  prices,  appointed  the  Cowper 
Commission,  and  that  Commission's  Re- 
port we  all  remember,  A  little  later  on 
the  same  Government  gave  power  to  the 
Land  Commission  to  reduce  the  judicial 
rents  and  to  fix  a  certain  schedule  iic- 
oording  to  which  rents  could  be  reduced. 
What  is  the  fact  in  regard  to  the  Pon- 
«onby  estate  ?  In  1885  remonstrances 
were  addressed  to  Mr,  Ponsonby,  bat  all 
these  remonstrances  fell  on  deaf  ears. 
The  summer  of  1886  was  very  wet,  and 
the  barley  crop,  which  forms  the  bulk 
of  the  cereal  produce  of  the  distri<?i 
in  which  tlie  Ponsonby  estate  is  situate, 
was  almost  an  utter  and  complete  failure. 
I  remember  seeing  hundreds  of  the 
tenants  dragging  their  crops  of  barley  to 
the  town  of  Middleton,  The  local  dis- 
tillers refused  to  buy  the  barley.  The 
tenants  then  took  it  to  Cork,  where  they 
were  satisfied  to  sell  it  fur  their  food  and 
lodging.  The  stuff  was  barely  good 
enough  to  give  to  pigs.  When  the  main 
portion  of  the  crops  was  ruined,  it 
became  necessary  that  the  tenants  should 
^t  an  adequate  redaction  of  their  rents. 
I,  personally,  have  never  regarded  judicial 


rents  as  things  from  which  there  is  bo 
appeal  The  tenants  have  not  had  a 
fair  share  in  the  fixing  of  the  judicial 
rents,  I  am  not  satisfied,  and  I  never 
shall  be  satisfied,  that  judicial  rents  are 
a  fair  measure  of  what  agricultural  rents 
should  bo  in  Ireland,  until  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sub-CommiBsioners  is  mad#i 
upon  an  honouralde  and  impartial  basis. 
The  appointments  made  do  notcoramandj 
confidence,  and  it  does  not  finisb  argu^ 
ment  or  close  debate  to  tell  ua  that 
judicial  rents  have  been  fixed.  When 
there  was  a  fall  in  prices  in  1886  all 
this  edifice  of  judicial  rent  tumbled  to 
the  ground,  and  the  Government  had  to 
find  a  remedy  for  a  state  of  things  they 
had  before  denied,  I  can  speak  from 
personal  knowledge  of  the  Ponsonby 
estate,  a  knowledge  not  derived  from 
flying  visits,  I  know  it  from  top  to } 
bottom,  and  I  knew  it  long  before  there 
was  any  disturbance  upon  the  estate  in 
connection  with  the  tenants'  combina- 
tion, I  know  that  some  of  the  tenants 
were  among  the  most  cruelly  rack- 
rented  of  the  class  in  Ireland.  I  know 
that  some  of  the  poorest  tenants  paid 
rent  on  their  own  improvements,  and 
that  legalised  spoliation  h*id  been  going 
on  upon  the  Ponsonby  estate  for  generar 
tions.  I  have  here  some  of  the  figures 
showing  the  rents  that  hnd  been  paid. 
They  are  furnislied  by  Canon  Keller,  who 
has  intimate  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and 
a  deep  interest  in  the  tenants,  and  1  am 
willing  to  accept  the  statements  of  the 
Yery  Rev.  Canon  Keller  against  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  who  probably  does  not 
know  barley  from  oats,  or  a  horse  from 
a  raare.  Here  are  some  instances  of  the 
the  rents  that  were  paid.  In  the  case 
of  a  tenant  named  Doyle,  the  largest 
ttmant  on  the  estate,  the  valuation  was 
£2.'>0,  the  rent  £370;  in  the  case  of 
another  the  valuation  was  £163,  the 
rent  £223  ;  in  the  case  of  a  third  the 
valuation  was  £61,  the  rent  £79  ;  in  the 
case  of  a  fourth  the  valuation  was  £40, 
the  rent  £58.  It  was  against  rents  of 
this  kind — rents  it  was  not  possible  for 
thera  to  pay,  rents  imposed  upon  the 
tenants*  own  improvements— that  theyj 
combined  and  demanded  a  reduction,! 
which  by  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
agent,  Mr.  Horace  Townsend,  would 
have  been  granted  if  the  tenants  hadJ 
gone  into  the  Land  Court,     The  Attorney  J 
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Cteneral  for  Ireland,  who  is  in  general  a 
painstaking  gentleman,  mentioned  three 
estates  in  Ponsonby,  the  Olphert,  and,  I 
think,  the  Luggacnrran  estates,  and  he 
said  on  the  Ponsonby  estate  the  lease- 
holders were  offered  by  Mr.  Ponsonby 
the  option  of  going  into  the  Land  Court. 
I  deny  that  utterly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  misinformed.  No  such 
offer  was  made  until  the  tenants  had 
been  two  or  three  years  in  combination, 
and  a  large  number  of  them  had  been 
evicted.  The  offer  was  made  only  on  the 
condition  that  they  should  abandon  those 
of  their  number  who  had  been  evicted, 
but  this,  as  honourable  men,  they  refused 
to  do.  To  their  credit  be  it  said,  there, 
as  throughout  Ireland,  the  tenants  re- 
fused to  abandon  their  fellows  who  had 
been  evicted,  who  had  fought  by  their 
side,  and  who  in  the  ultimate  victory  will 
have  a  share  in  the  reward.  I  should  have 
thought  that  in  a  free  assembly  like  this 
such  chivalrous  conduct  would  have 
extorted  admiration  from  opponents,  but 
the  unhealthy  atmosphere  of  this  politi- 
cal life  seems  to  have  stifled  these  feel- 
ings of  generosity.  The  rigfht  hon. 
Gentleman  has  put  the  case  most  unfairly ; 
the  leaseholders  were  offered  the  right 
to  go  into  Court,  but  not  until  a  large 
number  of  them  had  been  evicted.  I  can 
assure  right  hon.  Gentlemen  they  will 
sit  on  that  Bench  a  long  time  before  they 
hear  us  withdraw  one  word  we  have 
uttered  in  defence  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. We  acknowledge  it  was  an 
extreme  remedy,  but  it  was  extreme 
necessit^y  drove  the  tenants  to  adopt 
it.  On  the  Ponsonby  estate,  not 
a  Member  of  this  House,  not  even  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork,  in 
whose  constituency  the  land  is  situated, 
was  responsible  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. It  was  only  when  the  unfortunate 
people  were  driven  to  the  wall  that  they 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  upon 
which  they  have  fought  the  landlord 
ever  since.  We  know  the  history  of 
events.  Negotiations  for  a  settlement 
were  coming  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion, 
until  a  certain  Mephistopheles  came  upon 
the  scene  in  the  person  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huntingdonshire,  and  then 
they  were  broken  off.  We  have  it  on 
the  authority  of  the  agent  and  inter- 
mediary (Mr.  Brouncker)  that  matters 
between  landlord  and  tenants  were 
approaching  a  settlement,  that  a  very 
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small  sum  divided  them,  when  negotia- 
tions were  closed  with  the  appearance 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  appeared  in 
defence  of  his  order,  or  whether  he  wa» 
looking  for  dignity  and  honours  from 
the  Crown,  as  reward  for  meritorious 
action,  but  his  appearance  destroyed  the 
expectation  of  a  settlement.  In  connec- 
tion with  this  estate  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  a  while  ago  spoke  of  the 
cattle  and  sheep  roving  over  the  pasture 
lands  ;  but  I  can  call  to  mind  some  very 
vivid  words  of  hisiin  which,  not  long  ago, 
he  described  the  docks  and  weeds  and 
thistles  overgrowing  the  land.  We  say 
the  responsibility  lies  not  with  the 
tenants  who  dared  to  stand  up  in  defence 
of  their  rights  and  property,  but  with 
the  landlord,  who,  blind  to  all  sense  o£ 
justice,  and  deaf  to  good  counsel,  pro- 
ceeded to  the  enforcement  of  his  unjust 
claims.  There  cannot  be  a  doubt  that 
these  avenging  landlords,  these  men  who 
have  singled  themselves  out  by  their 
exceptional  treatment  of  their  tenantry 
in  Ireland,  would  never  have  persisted 
to  the  bitter  extremities  they  have  gone 
were  it  not  for  the  demeanour,  the  advice 
and  encouragement  they  constantly  re- 
ceived from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
landlords  such  as  Lord  Clanricarde,  Mr. 
Olphert,  and  others  would  not  have 
pursued  their  tenants  in  the  bitter  and 
malignant  spirit  they  have  if  they  had 
not  been  aware  that  they  had  the  encou- 
ragement and  approval  of  the  Governi- 
ment  of  Ireland.  We  claim  in  con- 
nection With  this  combination  of 
tenants  that  practically  there  has  been 
no  crime  in  Ireland.  We  claina 
that  for  the  Ponsonby  estate,  for  the 
Massereene  estate,  the  Luggacnrran 
estate,  and  all  over  Ireland  where  this 
unfortunate  necessity  for  a  struggle  has 
been  forced  upon  the  people.  When  hon. 
Members  talk  of  serious  responsibility, 
let  me  ask  who  encouraged  this  system 
of  planting,  of  bringing  men  from  distant 
parts  to  confiscate  the  property  of 
tenants,  to  rob  them  of  the  fruits  of  their 
industry  ?  I  say  a  serious  responsibility 
lies  upon  the  men  who  encouraged  this 
kind  of  thing,  for  a  new  spirit  has 
entered  into  Ireland,  a  new  spirit 
has  been  infused  into  the  breasts 
of  the  Insh  tenant;  and  he  who  once 
endured  the  cruellest  wrongs  ever  in 
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fljcted  on  a  body  of  people,  no  longer 
stands  a  legitimato  object  for  the  per- 
petration of  oppression,  which  is  os 
keenly  felt  to  day,  and  svil!  be  as  boldly 
resisted  by  Irishmen  as  by  any  people 
who  ever  struggled  against  tyranny  and 
wrong.  If  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
these  men  who  have  made  the  land 
what  it  18,  who  have  given  it  all  the 
fertility  it  possesses,  find  themselves 
driven  from  their  homes  and  debarred 
from  all  hopes,  I,  for  one,  say  that  if 
these  planters  from  the  north — that 
paradise  of  all  that  is  loyal  and  good  and 
orderly — are  in  the  future  overtaken  by 
a  swift  and  stem  retribution,  I  shall  not 
be  found  to  raise  a  voice  in  protest. 
There  is  a  serious  responsibility  npon 
those  who  lend  themselves  to  an  in- 
iquitous system  such  as  this?,  and  I  beg 
the  Government  t<^  pause  before  it  is  too 
late.  I  beg  the  men  who  are  defending 
a  system  of  ex  term  id  at  ion  to  pause 
before  they  have  created  a  state  of  things 
which  will  produce  many  a  bitter  crop 
of  suffering,  perhap*  of  outiuge  and 
crime.  Wo  shall  support  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  It  commends  itt^elf  to 
everyone  who  has  any  idea  of  justiee. 
equity,  and  fair  play,  and  who  is  really 
in  favour  of  law  and  order.  Wu 
recommend  the  Motinn  for  this  reason, 
and  shsdl  support  it  for  this  reason. 
Our  duty  is  clear  to  the  evicted  tenant. 
We  shall  support  every  honest  attempt 
for  a  peaceful  settlement,  we  shall 
advise  rec nurse  to  arbitration,  and  if  the 
worst  comes  Uy  the  worst,  it  will  be  our 
duty  in  the  future,  as  it  has  been  in  the 
past,  to  wait  and  work  for  the  downfull 
of  the  Government  and  the  system  which 
has  caused  so  much  misery. 

(9.30.)  Mr.  HENXIKKR  HEATON 
(CaQterbury) :  I  desire  to  offer  a  short 
statement  to  the  House  in  reference  to 
the  Vandeleur  est-vte,  and  the  state- 
ment I  shall  make  will  be  one  that  will 
not  give  much  plca.su re  to  tlie  represen- 
tatives of  the  landlords  in  Ireland, 
neither  will  it  give  unbounded  satisfac- 
tion to  those  who  represent  the  interests 
of  the  tenants.  1  represent  a  constitu- 
ency which  is  in  no  way  influenced  by 
Irish  votes  or  Irish  interests,  and  when  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  make  a  statement  as 
to  matt<.'rs  with  which  I  am  acquainted,  I 
hope  the  House  will  credit  me  with 
having  no  bias  either  way.  The  history 
of    the  troubles    upon    the    Vandeleur 


estate  may  be  given  very  shortly.  For 
generations  the  Vandeleur  family  have 
held  good  reputation  in  the  County  of 
Clare.  They  managed  their  estates  in  a 
kindly,  but,  unquestionably,  somewhat 
haphazard  manner,  and  no  veiy  grave 
dissensions,  if  any,  appeared  between  the 
landlord  and  the  450  tenants.  In  good 
times  the  landlord  obtained  the  full 
amount  of  rent  demanded,  and  in  bad 
times  ht^  miido  considerable  abatements. 
Meanwhile,  these  gratifying  relations 
existing,  times  were  changing,  the 
country  was  becoming  more  advanced, 
popular  ideas  wei*e  more  represented,  and 
new  rights  or  claims  were  put  forward. 
Perhaps  I  may  firat  direct  attention  to 
the  year  1 S74.  In  that  year  my  friend 
Mr.  Vandeleur's  father  stood  as  candi- 
date for  the  representation  of  Cliire,  and 
was  defeated,  and  it  is  alleged  by  the 
tenants  that  immediately  after  his  defeat 
the  landlord  niised  his  rents.  It  is  only 
fair  to  say  that  on  a  close  investigation  of 
affairs  it  appears  that  while  there  is  some 
foundation  for  the  statement,  this  might 
be  excused  on  many  grounds,  and  the 
statement  of  Mr,  Vandeleur  was  that  be 
only  raised  the  rents  to  the  figo^tjs  at 
which  they  stood  previous  to  the  election 
in  winch  he  was  defeated.  Whether 
tbiM  is  true  or  not,  all  I  can  say  of  the 
management  of  the  estate  is  that  the 
people  lived  in  a  fairly  happy  manner, 
and  it  was  not  until  the  introduction  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  that  any  real 
trouble  arose,  when  questions,  especially 
the  raising  of  the  rents  in  1874,  were 
brought  forward, and  these  resulted  in  the 
people  combioingto  refuse  payment  of 
rents.  Writs  of  eviction  were  issued,  and 
1,000  fKtlice  were  brought  on  to  the 
estate  for  three  weeks  to  carry  out  evic- 
tinn  against  26  tenants,  Mr.  Van- 
deleur complains  very  much  that  he 
sufiered  a  very  great  deal  of  damage 
in  the  course  of  these  eviction  pro- 
ceedings ;  preserves  were  destroyed ; 
his  house  injured,  and  tenants'  houses 
were  demolished  against  his  wish,  and 
the  wish  of  the  agent  for  the  estate.  I 
shall  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  in  regard 
t--»  the  agentj  and  I  am  sure  the  HouBe 
will  understand  I  desire  to  give  an  ex- 
pln nation  of  some  of  the  tronbles.  This 
agent,  one  of  the  firmest,  most  just  and 
loyal  of  men,  came  from  the  North  of 
IreUnd,  an  Ulster  Scotchinan.  He  took 
the  strictest  views  of  righ^  and  wrongs, 
and  did  not  always  yield>to  the  tenants' 
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demands  for  abatement.  Troubles  aroso, 
relatious  became  strained,  evictions  took 
place,  and  finally  the  whole  of  the  tenants 
refused  to  pay  a  farthing  of  rent.  After 
three  ytara,  efforts  of  various  kinds 
were  made  to  brin*?  about  some  sort  of 
arbitration — and  it  is  now  my  duty  to 
point  out  that  the  Government,  through 
their  agents,  forced  Mr.  Vandeleur  to 
come  to  terms  in  regard  to  arbitration — 
and  to  this  end  every  kind  of  induce- 
ment, argument,  and  warning,  was  n&ed. 
I  think  this  should  be  known,  consider- 
ing the  charges  that  have  been  made 
against  Mr.  Vandeleur.  This  correspon- 
<lonce  shows  that  Mr,  Vandeleur  at  no 
period  agreed  to  arbitration  until  the 
Oovemment  agenta  forced  him  into  it. 
On  March  15,  1888,  Sir  Red  vers  Duller 
wrot«  to  Mr,  Vandeleur,  saying  b?  had 
been  asked— he  did  not  say  by  whom — 
to  tell  him  that  his  tenants  were  anxious 
for  a  settlement,  and  to  suggest  that  their 
offer  should  be  accepted.  Mr.  Vandeleur, 
during  1878,  also  received  letters  to  the 
same  effect  from  tlie  Resident  Magis- 
trate at  Kilrush,  Captain  Walsh,  and 
other  Resident  Magistrates,  all  the  cor- 
respondence being  to  the  same  effect, 
urging  Mr.  Vandeleur  to  come  to  terms 
of  arbitration.  Matters  drifted  on,  and 
ended  in  my  friend  Mr.  Vandeleur,  after 
a  long  correspondence,  communicating 
with  Sir  Charles  Russell,  and  placing 
inattei's  in  his  hands.  This  came  about 
in  a  very  simple  manner.  Mr.  Vtindeleur 
determined  to  evict  all  the  tenants  in 
February,  1889,  but  the  police  said  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  out  the 
evictions  before  June  of  thnt  year,  and, 
of  course,  tlie  interval  before  the  evictions 
could  l>e  carried  out  meant  a  heavy  la'M 
.to  Mr.  Vandeleur,  yet  still  the  police 
said  the  evictions  could  not  be  earried 
out  earlier.  So  Sir  Charles  Russell 
SM? ted  as  arbitrator,  and  his  award  in  my 
judgment,  was  not  so  fair  aa  it 
might  have  been,  but  it  was  such 
an  award  as  Sir  Charles  Russell 
eippcted  would  place  the  rent  beyond 
doubt  in  good  and  bad  seasons.  By 
this  award  the  Government  saved  at 
leest  XI 0,000  expenses  of  evictions,  and 
Mr*  Vandeleur  was  enabled  to  obtain 
the  whole  of  the  Campaign  money 
deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  arbitrat»»r 
by  those  in  charge  of  it.  Matters  then 
appeared  to  be  going  on  smoothly.  1 
visited  the  estate,  and  with  some 
trouble,  owing  to  the  strained  relations 


existing     between     landlord,     tenants. 
Resident    Magistrate,   and    Police,  was 
instrumental    in    settling   some    minor 
difficulties.  At  this  period  there  occurred 
an  event  upon  the  estate  which  caused 
me  considerable  pain,  and  will  no  doubt 
excite    a  feeling  of  indignation  in  the 
House.      The  2^  tenants  who  had  been 
evicted,   and  had  been    living    in  Land 
Leragne    huts,    were    restored   to    their 
holdings.     These  tenants  brought  back 
such    cattle    and    stock    aa    they    had, 
borrowed  more,  and  got  a  little  money 
from    the    bank   to    work   their   farms,  i 
Two   or   three  days  after   I    left,  with 
everything,  as  I  thought.  In  fair  working  I 
order,    an    act,    as   I    thought,   of    un- 
parallelled   treachery   was    perpetrated. 
The    police,  upon  an  old   bill  of  J&150, 
came  down  and  seized  the  whole  of  the 
tenants'  cattle,     I  made   representation 
at  once  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  he 
instituted  an  inquiry  immediately,  and 
in   the  result   it    turned   out    thai    the 
Resident  Magistrate  was  in  no  sense  to  J 
blame,  but  the  Sheriff,  in  carrying  out  I 
his  duty,  took  upon   himself  to  seize  thol 
cattle  for  an  old  bill  of  costfi,  although  J 
Mr,    Vandeleur    h^id    relinquished    his  I 
claim,  and  did  not  press  it      I  felt  very^ 
much  annoyed,  though   it   was    proved 
the  Resident  Magistrate  had  nothing  toj 
do    with    it.      Now,    I    return    to    thel 
arbitration.      Sir     Cliarles    Russell,    in 
giving  his  award,  made  a  condition  th^t 
the  damage  to  crops  should  be  made  the  J 
subject  of  local  valuation  by  somebodyl 
apjHjinted  in  Kilrush,  and  Mr.  Considine 
was  selected,   in  some  manner  unknown . 
to  me,  to  perform  the  duty,     Mr,  Consi- 
dine   awarded   a   sum    equal   to    three! 
years*  rental  for  the  damage  done  to  thel 
crops,  and  this  award  is  now  the  subject  1 
of  correspondence  between  the  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney  and  Mr. 
Vandeleur.     To  show  the  gross  injustice 
of   this  award,    if   the  damnge  done  to 
the  crops  was  worth  three  years'  rental, 
then  the  tenants'  demands  were  exorbi- 
tant   and  tliey   were  well   able  to    paj 
their   rents.      The  idea  of  three  yen 
rental    is    outrageous,    and  has   causedl 
considerable   irritation.       And    now,  iti 
may  be  asked,  How  far  do  the  results^ 
justify  the  statement  that  arbitration  is 
a  failure,  and  that  no  farther  arbitration 
should    take    phice  ?      I    communicated 
within    the     last    few   days    with    Mr, 
Stothard,  the  agent,  to  inquire  to  what 
extent  the  award  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Hackney  had  been  obeyed, 
and  I  hftve  a  letter  in'  reply  stating  that 
out  of  213  tenants  only  27  have  obeyed 
the  award. 

An  hon.  Membkr  :  That  is  not  a  true 
Btatemont. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HKATON  :  I  have 
the  nftmes  in  each  caae.  It  is  only  fair 
to  mention  that  the  26  evicted  tenants 
may  be  added  ;  bnt,  in  tliat  case,  the 
total  is  only  53,  which  I  do  not  think 
shows  a  satisfactory  resnlt,  and  until  I 
have  better  itiformation  I  mnst  consider 
the  award  has  been  a  failure,  lb  may  be 
expected  that  I  should  say  something'  as 
to  the  future  of  tlie  estate*  I  am  bound' 
to  say  I  never  re  mem  bar  visiting  a  more 
beautiful  country  ;  soil  and  climate  offer 
©very  encouragement  for  success,  though 
railway  communication  is  required.  I 
think  Mr,  Yandeleur*8  anceston^  are 
greatly  to  blame  for  not  hnviug  in  the 
past  devoted  more  attention  to  the 
development  ol  the  estate^  but  if  this  is 
properly  carried  out  in  tlie  time  to  come, 
if  railways  are  extended,  and  if  the 
people  are  taught  to  be  industrious 
instead  of  idle,  I  l>elieve  there  is  a  great 
fiitui*e  for  the  Vaiidelonr  estate, 

(9.50,)  Mb,  J.  O'CONNOR  :  I  think 
we  ought  to  ha  deeply  grateful  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  interesting  c^^n- 
tribution  to  this  important  Debate.  The 
proposition  is  that  Boards  of  Arbitration 
should  be  established,  and  the  Govern- 
ment contend  that  this  proposition  cannot 
with  advantage  to  the  country  be  carried 
out;  but  while  they  carry  on  this  panto- 
mime of  contending  with  us  to-night 
against  the  proposition,  they,  behind 
the  scenes,  have  been  doing  exactly 
the  thing  we  want  them  to  legalise. 
We  have  heard  read  letters  from  officials 
in  Ireland — wo  had  letters  from  so  high 
an  official  as  Sir  Redvers  Buller  himself 
— all  bringing  "  pressure  within  the 
law  on  a  landlord  in  Ireland/* 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fok  IEE^ 
LAKD  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  He  was  not  then  Under  Secretary. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  He  was  not 
Under  Secretary,  but  he  was  a  friend 
of  the  Government,  and  he  had  l^en 
in  office  a  short  time  before, 

Mr,  HENNIKER  HEATON :  I  may 
explain  that  Sir  Redvers  Buller  dates  his 
letter  from  the  War  Office. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Why  did  Sir 
Redvers  Buller  intervene  ?  Was  it  not 
because   bo    was  known    to  ha^e  had 


official  communication  with  Ireland  in 
the  past,  had  had  official  intercourse 
with  the  Representatives  of  the  Govern- 
ment there,  that  he  was  in  such  close 
connection  with  the  Government  that  big 
letter  might  be  taken  as  expressing  - 
the  views  of  the  Government?  What 
does  he  saj'  ?  That  he  '*  was  pressed  to 
make  this  representation."  By  whom? 
By  his  employera^ — from  those  from 
whom  he  held  office  ?  Undoubtedly  we 
are  justified  in  coming  to  tliat  con- 
clusion. Sir  Redvers  Buller  was  not  the 
only  official  addressing  letters  to  Mr, 
Vandeleur,  Cuptain  Walsh,  the  Resi- 
dent Af»gistrate  stationed  at  Kilrush, 
addressed  letters  of  renionstrance  to  Mr. 
Vandeleur,  pointing  out  the  iidvisahility 
of  settling  with  his  tenants ;  and  when 
we  have  such  an  official  stating  to  a 
landlord  that  '*  it  is  advisable,"  ^^  most 
desirable,^*  he  should  settle  \vith  bis 
tenants,  what  does  it  mean  but  **  pres- 
sure within  the  \\\wf*  We  are  accused  of 
bringing  forward  and  supporting  a  pro- 
|K>sition  that  will,  in  the  language  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  **work 
gross  injustice."  We  usually  meet  with 
this  declaration  when  we  agitate  for  the 
rights  of  the  tenant  in  Ii'eland,  We 
w^ere  told  it  would  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  pass  the  Land  Bill  in  188L  We  are 
told  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  this  proposition  is  not  necessary  for 
the  reduction  of  rents,  because  there  is 
the  Land  Court  for  the  purpose.  This 
Court  was  thought  satisfactory  in  1881, 
and  yet  an  Arrears  Bill  had  to  be  passed 
in  1883,  and  .igain  in  1887  the  Land 
Act  had  to  be  amended  in  order  to 
afford  the  Commissioners  an  oppfjrtunity 
of  still  further  reducing  rents,  and  every 
effort  tlmt  is  made  in  this  House  and 
out  of  it  to  bring  justice  home  t<-i  the 
tenants  of  Irelai»d  is  characterised  as 
grossly  unjust.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  says  the  alternative  is  a  firm 
and  temperate  administration  of  the  law, 
a  firm  and  temperate  administration 
where  tenants  alone  are  concerned,  btit 
he  will  not  adopt  our  proposal  because 
pressure  would  be  brought  upon  the 
landlords  to  come  to  settlement^  and  the 
hon.  Member  who  first  opposed  this 
Resolution  states  that  legisbition  is  un- 
necessary. But  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T, 
W.  Russell)  was  not  always  of  that  opinion, 
because  if  I  remember  rightly  he  not 
long  ago  wrote  a  strong  letter  to  the 
Tinms,  and  spoke  in  this  House  as  to  the 
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necessity  for  legislation  in  order  to  deal 
with  snch  cases  as  the  Vandelenr 
estates  and  others.  The  hon.  Member 
said  to-night,  in  opposing  this  Motion, 
that  arbitration  had  been  applied  to  the 
Vandelenr  estate  and  had  failed.  Bnt 
why?  Last  year  a  similar  statement 
was  made  in  the  Honse,  and  we  made 
inquiries,  the  result  of  which  was  that 
we  found  that  in  only  a  few  cases  had 
the  award  not  been  acted  upon.  If  it  is 
not  acted  upon  to-day  we  have  the 
reason  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury,  who  says  it  is  because  of 
the  imperfection  of  the  award,  the  in- 
completeness of  the  award,  and  is  not  to 
be  attributed  to  the  dishonesty  of  the 
tenants.  But  no  such  failure  could  take 
place  if  we  had  a  legalised  Court  of 
Arbitration.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  says  that  this  House  ought 
not  to  come  to  the  rescue  or  relief  of 
those  who  have  entered  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  upon  these  estates.  That  is 
the  cry  in  this  House  and  outside,  "  You 
must  not  yield  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign," 
but  it  is  time  that  cry  was  stilled.  Take 
the  case  of  the  Ponsonby  estate.  An 
attempt  was  made  at  arbitration  there  to 
settle  the  difficulties.  An  attempt  was 
made  by  a  philanthropic  gentleman  from 
the  South  of  Ireland,  well  known  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Govern- 
ment Bench,  well  known  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hunts,  to  buy  this 
estate.  Sir  John  Arnott,  the  proprietor 
of  the  Irish  Times,  a  supporter  of  the 
present  Government,  was  prepared  to 
advance  a  large  sum  of  money,  as  much 
as  j£  10,000,  with  which  he  was  prepared 
to  bridge  over  the  difficulty  about  price. 
A  correspondence  of  a  lengthy  character 
was  entered  into  between  the  agent  of 
the  estate  and  Sir  John  Arnott.  Sir 
John  Arnott  states  in  his  letter  that  he 
was  willing  to  lose  £10,000  in  order  to 
bridge  over  the  difficulty  and  difference. 
That  letter  I  have  read  not  only  in 
print,  but  in  manuscript.  But  the 
syndicate  of  landlords,  represented  in 
this  House  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts,  put  on  the  estate  a  pro- 
hibitive price.  No  landlord  in  Ireland 
will  be  satisfied  with  anything  short  of 
beating  the  tenants  to  their  knees,  and  I 
maintain  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  come  to  the  assistance  of 
the  tenants  who  are  being  so  ruthlessly 
dealt  with.  I  must  characterise  the  con- 
duct of  the  syndicate  of  landlords  repre- 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor 


sented  here  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  as  cruel  and  wrong  in  the 
extreme ;  but  it  is  not  a  bit  worse  than 
the  conduct  of  those  who  manage  and 
are  responsible  for  Lord  Clanricarde's 
estate.  I  have  no  doubt  a  sincere  and 
honest  attempt  has  been  made  recently 
by  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  to  settle  that 
estate,  and  to-day's  Times  contains  a 
letter  which  has  been  frequently  referred 
to  in  general  terms  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion.  I  beg  the  House  to  pardom 
me  while  I  read  a  few  extracts  from  that 
letter.  The  Bishop  asked  the  agent  a 
number  of  questions,  but  I  will  only  ask 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  answers  given 
by  Mr.  Tener.      The  agent  replied — 

**  Any  tenant  who  would  be  restored  will  be 
liable  for  all  costs  and  arreais,  even  for  those 
which  accrued  while  not  in  possession  of  the 
farm. 

In  case  of  restoration  of  evicted  tenants  I 
would  at  once  require  payment  of  three  years^ 
rent  and  costs." 

That  makes  it  impossible  for  the  evicted 
tenants  to  be  restored  to  their  houses, 
and  the  other  tenants — and  it  is  to  their 
credit — will  not  go  back  unless  their 
brother  tenants  are  restored.  Again 
Mr.  Tener  says — 

*'  I  would  still  give  no  written  guarantee 
that  the  balance  would  not  be  demanded  at  any 
time." 

That  is  to  say,  that  while  the  balance  of 
the  arrears  or  the  balance  of  the  rent 
that  may  be  due  would  not  be 
demanded  now,  it  would  hang 
like  a  millstone  round  the  necks 
of  the  tenants  who  have  been  settled 
with,  and  this  millstone  would  deprive 
them  of  all  energy  in  the  future  to 
develop  their  farms  ;  it  would  take  the 
heart  out  of  them,  and  spoil  them  as 
industrious  men.     He  goes  on — 

**  But  I  may  say  that  no  further  payment  of 
arrears  will  be  required  for  12  months.  In  any 
case  I  would  not  restore  them  generally  speak- 
ing ;  each  case  should  be  considered  on  its  own 
merits  and  with  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
estate.  All  tenants  in  present  possession,  ez« 
cept  a  few  against  whom  legal  proceedings  are 
pending,  can  have  the  same  terms  on  paying  at 
once  three  years'  rent  and  costs.  No  costs 
under  any  circumstances  will  be  remitted,  and 
no  reduction  in  any  circumstances  on  judicial 
rents,  but  on  non-iudicial  rents  a  reduction  of 
10  per  cent,  will  be  made  on  all  payments 
made." 

That  is  to  say,  these  tenants  will  be 
restored  on  conditions  that  will  place 
them  in  a  worse  position  than  that  occu- 
pied by  those  who  have  been  in  occupa- 
tion all  the  years  that  they  have  been 
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out,  because,while  the  tenants  in  occupa- 
tion have  had  their  rents  re-considered 
and  reduced  by  the  Commissioners  under 
the  Act  of  1887,  those  who  would  be 
settled  with  would  be  deprived  of  all  the 
benefit  of  the  reductions.  I  think  it  is 
very  clear  from  the  circumstances  on  the 
Ponsonby  and  theClanricarde  estates,  and 
from  the  conditions  that  are  laid  down 
by  the  landlords'  syndicate  and  the  agent 
of  Lord  Clanricarde  that  the  landlords 
do  not  want  peace  with  the  tenants, 
that  they  will  not  make  the  peace  out^ 
side  this  House,  that  they  will  not 
accept  the  proposition  of  the  rig^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
which  would  bring  about  peace  through 
the  legalised  action  of  this  House.  It  is 
evident  the  landlords  of  Ireland  do  not 
want  anything  but  war  with  their 
tenants.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  stated  that  the  tenants  on  these 
estates  have  made  exorbitant  demands 
for  reductions,  and  that  they  have  not 
acted  according  to  awards  which  have 
been  made.  I  will  give  the  hon. 
Member  an  instance  of  a  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign estate  with  which  I  had  some 
intimate  connection  in  the  early  stages 
of  the  Plan — I  allude  to  the  Mitchels- 
town  Estate,  and  it  is  a  fair  sample  of 
the  estates  that  have  been  campaigned. 
After  the  Land  Act  of  1881  had  been 
passed  the  tenants  of  that  estate  applied 
for  permission  to  go  into  the  Land 
Court.  Being  leaseholders  it  was  ne- 
cessary for  them  to  ask  permission, 
and  Mr.  Webber,  the  husband  of 
the  Countess  of  Kingstown,  said  he 
would  select  a  typical  case  to  be  heard 
by  the  Court.  That  case  was  selected, 
and  the  tenant  had  his  rent  reduced  by 
30  per  cent.  Thereupon,  Mr.  Webber 
withdrew  his  consent  from  the  other  400 
tenants  on  the  estate,  and  they  had  to 
continue  to  pay  rack  rents,  rents  which, 
according  to  the  decision  in  the  typical 
case,  were  30  per  cent,  too  high.  The 
Cowper  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
reported  that  the  value  of  agricultural 
*  produce  had  fallen  by  20  per  cent,  since 
the  rents  had  been  fixed  between  1881 
and  1883.  Therefore,  the  tenants  on 
the  Mitchelstown  estate  were  rack 
rented  to  the  extent  of  50  per  cent. 
The  unfortunate  tenants  paid  the  30  per 
cent,  declared  by  the  Commission  to  be 
a  rack  rent  beyond  the  20  per  cent., 
which,  according  to  the  Report  of  the 
Oommission,  had  been  the  reduction  in 


the  value  of  agricultural  produce.  What 
was  the  reduction  asked  for  by  the 
tenants  on  the  estate  7  Did  they  ask  for 
50  per  cent.  ?  No ;  nor  for  40  nor  30. 
They  only  asked  for  20  per  cent.,  and 
they  were  refused.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  entered  upon,  and  bitterly 
fought  on  both  sides.  Men  were  sent  to 
prison,  men  lost  their  lives,  in  the 
struggle,  and  after  ajl  this  there  was  an 
arbitration  and  a  settlement.  The  Land 
Commissioners  came  down  and  gave  a 
larger  reduction  to  the  tenants  than  had 
been  asked  for  under  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. The  rents  have  been  paid  and 
the  award  made  has  been  acted  up  to 
by  the  tenants.  That  is  a  typical  case, 
and  a  fair  example  of  many  of  the 
estates  that  have  been  settled  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Let  the  Committee 
bear  in  mind  that  some  60  estates  have 
been  settled  by  arbitration,  and  no 
complaints  have  come  to  this  House, 
except  those  which  have  come  from  the 
hon.  Member.  I  beg  the  Government 
to  entertain  this  proposition,  first, 
because  the  condition  of  things  which 
demands  a  settlement  was  created  by 
the  Government  themselves  by  refusing 
to  legislate  for  these  tenants,  by  rejecting 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
in  1886,  and  by  the  oppression  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  which  has  been 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  That  is  an  undoubted  fact. 
We  have  never  heard  of  landlords  being 
sent  to  prison  under  that  Act.  I  have 
given  a  few  instances  which,  I  think, 
ought  to  show  that  there  is  a  cry  against 
a  settlement  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
estates.  That  cry  is  kept  up  outside  by 
those  who  are  acting  in  the  interests  of 
the  landlords,  and  finds  an  echo — more 
than  an  echo,  a  solid  support — in  this 
House  from  the  friends  of  the  landlords. 
But  I  would  appeal  to  the  landlords 
themselves.  It  is  to  their  interest  to 
have  such  a  modus  vivendi  as  that  pro- 
posed this  evening.  It  is  also  to  the 
interest  of  the  House  to  pass  the  Motion 
to  remove  the  many  subjects  which  dis- 
turb it  here  Session  after  Session.  It 
would  remove  from  us  the  necessity  of 
carrying  on  such  a  Debate  as  this  we 
have  had  to-night ;  it  would  remove  the 
necessity  of  debating  the  Motion  which 
will  be  proposed  next  Monday  week  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley).  It 
would  also  be   to  the  interest  of   the 
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GoYernment  to  pass  the  Motion.  It 
would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  his  Government  to  have 
removed  from  theii  path  this  great 
obstacle  to  their  succeSdfiil  administra- 
tion, and  it  is  because  I  believe  it  would 
serve  all  these  interests  that  I  give  my 
support  to  the  Motion. 

♦(10.17.)  Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower, 
Hamlets,  Bow,  &c.)  :  According  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  he  appears  to 
have  given  up  the  position  attempted 
to  be  established  by  the  Motion, 
for,  in  answer  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
that  arbitration  had  been  a  failure,  he 
says  that  arbitration  has  not  been  a 
failure,  and  he  gives  us  most  remarkable 
instances  of  its  success.  What  is  the 
success  which  has  been  achieved  at 
Mitchelstown  ?  What  was  the  arbitra- 
tion there  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :     I  did  not  say 
there  had  been  arbitration  there. 

♦Sir  JOHN  COLOMB:  There  was 
arbitration — that  of  the  Land  Court, 
which,  he  says,  fixed  the  rents  at  a  30 
per  cent,  reduction.  It  is  obvious,  there- 
fore, tliat,  in  the  hon.  Gentleman*s 
opinion,  the  Land  Court  is  an  efficient 
Court  of  Arbitration  for  the  reason  that 
its  action  has  been  effective  and  satisfac- 
tory in  the  instance  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  named.  I  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  statement  of  facts 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury 
— and  in  matters  connected  with  Ireland 
the  one  thing  we  want  is  facts.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
attempted  to  prove — and  laid  great  stress 
upon  it — that  the  Government  is  adopt- 
ing a  system  of  compulsory  arbitration. 
The  hon.  Member  thinks  he  finds  proof 
of  that  in  certain  letters  which  have  been 
referred  to.  I  cannot  share  that  view.  If 
my  memory  serves  me  right,  Sir  Redvers 
Buller  was  an  old  brother  officer  of 
Colonel  Vandeleur,  and  nothing  is  more 
natural  than  that,  reading  in  the  papers  of 
the  difficulties  of  Colonel  Vandeleur, 
particularly  as  the  Colonel  was  not  too 
strong  in  the  head.  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
should  write  to  advise  him  to  come  to 
some  settlement.  All  the  letters  simply 
amount  to  this  :  that  Sir  Bedvers  Buller 
advised  his  friend  to  look  more  fully  into 
the  matter,  and,  if  possible,  to  arrange  a 
settlement.  The  same  process  may  be 
Jfr.  J.  O'Connor 


seen  any  night  when  a  policeman  advises 
excited  or  tipsy  men  to  go  home.  No  one 
will  make  a  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  conniving,  or  ignoring,  or  attempt- 
ing to  avoid  the  law  because  a  policeman 
uses  a  certain  amount  of  discretion  in 
advising  a  man  to  do  a  certain  thing 
rather  than  imprison  him.  But  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury 
when  he  says  that  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Vandeleur  family  have  not  done 
more  to  develop  the  estate,  but,  un- 
fortunately, the  want  of  security  fur- 
nishes an  excuse  for  not  sinking  capital, 
which  will  not  be  attracted  to  Ireland 
until  political  agitation  ceases.  This 
Debate  is  important  to  the  future  of  our 
Empire,  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  committed 
himself  at  Drogheda  to  the  distinct 
pledge  that  he  would  join  no  Govern- 
ment and  enter  no  Cabinet  which  did  not, 
as  a  preliminary  to  his  joining  it,  give  a 
pledge  to  put  back  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign tenants  into  their  holdings.  We 
must  all,  I  am  sure,  look  with  alarm 
upon  the  condition  of  a  future  Cabinet 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  without  the  ready  aid, 
great  eloquence,  and  suavity  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. The  Division  may  determine  that 
grave  issue.  The  hon.  Member  for  Can- 
terbury has  given  us  a  narrative  of  facts ; 
but  where  is  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  ?  Why  is  not  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  able  to  come  and 
support  his  right  hon.  Friend  t  It 
certainly  is  very  noteworthy  that  he  is 
not  in  his  place,  seeing  that  he  has  taken 
such  a  prominent  part  in  this  arbitration. 
But,  to  come  to  the  question  at  issue.  I 
think  when  an  al^tract  Resolution  of 
this  kind  is  proposed  to  the  House  we 
should  look  on  it  from  several  points  of 
view.  And  one  of  the  points  of  view  is  this: 
If  the  House  passes  the  Resolution,  can 
it  be  carried  out,  and  will  it  work! 
Who  is  going  to  draw  the  terms  of 
Reference  ?  How  can  you  go  to  arbitra 
tion  on  a  political  or  sentimental  brief  f  ^ 
There  are  not  only  two  parties — landlords 
and  tenants—  but  there  are  two  classes  of 
tenants,  having  respectively  judicial  and 
non- judicial  rents.  The  judicial  tenant 
is  a  man  who  has  been  into  the  Land 
Court,  in  whose  case  sworn  evidence 
has  been  taken,  and  in  whose  case  the 
Commissioners  have  actually  visited  and 
examined  the  land  on  the  spot  and  fizod 
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the  rent  at  a  siim  ihey  thiak  fair. 
Wliere  is  the  rcx>m  for  arbitration  in 
such  a  case  as  that  1  Are  you  going  to 
start  a  sort  cif  irresponsible  Court  of 
Appeal  to  upset  the  decisioii  of  that  tri- 
bunal 1  I  say  you  cannot  work  such  a 
scheme  practical ly  iinh:ss  as  a  preliminaiy 
you  disestablish  and  disendow  the  Land 
Court  of  Ireland.  The  judicial  tenant 
at  present,  if  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the 
rent  that  is  fixed,  has  a  Court  of  Appeal ; 
and  if  he  does  not  appeal,  you  are 
bound  to  assume  that  he  is  satisfied. 
Therefore,  in  the  case  of  the  judicial 
tenant  who  will  not  pay,  I  fail  to  see, 
and  challenge  any  one  to  show, 
where  is  the  ground  or  basis  for 
drawing  up  tetms  of  reference  in 
arbitration.  As  to  the  n  on -judicial 
tenant,  it  may  bo  said  that  be  has  not 
had  his  rent  fixed.  That  is  so;  but  he 
has  power  to  go  intu  the  Court  to  morrow 
to  have  it  fixed ;  and  if  it  is  reduced  he 
will  be  recouped  the  amount  he  may 
have  paid  in  excess  of  the  judicial  rent 
from  the  date  of  his  application  to  the 
Court.  Therefore,  I  ask  again,  is  arbi- 
tration proposed  to  l>e  established  under 
this  Resolution  or  is  the  GovurnmeTit  to 
have  thrown  upon  it.  itv  nddition  to  its 
other  labours,  the  duty  of  acting  ns  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  to  iuqiiire  into  every 
case  of  dispute  between  the  landlords 
and  tenants  ?  Is  the  Government  to  be 
called  upon  only  when  political  capital  is 
to  be  made  ?  Can  yon  draw  a  line  in  rent 
reduction  where  the  Goveniment  is  to 
interfere  and  to  arbitrate  and  where  it  is 
not?  Are  you  going  t-o  deal  with  the 
question  in  an  abstract  form,  or  how  are 
you  going  to  regard  it  ?  If  the  Motion 
is  passed  and  tenants  do  not  pay  their 
rent,  but  say  they  are  in  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  what  is  to  happen?  Are  you 
to  interfere  where  the  rent  is  £10,  or  £20, 
or  £40,  or  £100,  or  where  is  the  limit 
to  be?  You  cannot  fix  a  limit  at 
alL  And  is  the  Government  to  arbitrate 
between  the  farmers  who  belong  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  the  labourers 
who  occupy  labourers*  cnttages,  where 
the  latter  refuse  to  pay  their  rents,  and 
put  themselves  under  tlie  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign 1  In  such  a  ais?  is  the  Govern- 
ment to  arbitrate  and  upset  the  decision 
of  the  Board  of  Gnardians?  Or  is  this 
Motion  only  put  forward  for  political 
purposes  to  catch  votes  'i  Certainly  it 
could  never  be  carried  out.  There  are, 
I   know,   aome    people    who    sincerely 


believe  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
only  a  parallel  to  strikes  in  this  country  ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  anyone  who 
went  over  to  Ireland,  not  fur  a  week  or 
10  days,  bat  for  a  longer  period,  and 
made  inquiries,  and  invested  in 
some  land  where  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  in  force,  would  come  to  i 
the  conclusion  that  there  was  a  vast  ^ 
difFerence  between  the  Plan  and  a  strike , 
In  the  case  of  labour  in  this  eountr, 
wages  are  not  regulated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, as  are  rents  in  Ireland ;  besides, 
in  Ireland  tlie  tenant  is  secure  in  hiB 
holding,  which  cannot  be  said  of  the 
English  labourer.  The  labourer,  more- 
over, does  not  break  a  contract  when  he 
goes  oat  on  strike,  tia  the  Irish  tenant 
does  when  he  refuses  to  pay  his  rent. 
The  Motion  has  no  bottom  in  it.  Instead 
of  bringing  about  peace,  it  would  in- 
tensify war,  and  would  cast  upon  the 
Gove  171  ment  a  duty  they  could  not  per- 
form. We  may  regard  it  as  a  hopeful 
sign  that  tenants  are,  generally  speaking, 
content.  It  is  within  my  own  knowledge 
that  a  threat  of  the  Plan  of  Campaiga^ 
being  ftdopted  on  a  particular  property 
is  an  immense  impetus  in  favour  of  the 
payment  of  rents  on  the  neighbouring 
estates,  because  tenants  are  frightened 
that  they  may  be  "camjmigned,*'  and 
take  good  care  to  pay  their  rents  even 
before  payment  is  expected.  I  ask  hon. 
Members  opposite  how  in  practice  they 
are  going  to  apply  such  a  Eesolution  as 
this  to  the  position  at  New  Tipperary  ? 
There  has  been  no  dispute  there  between 
landlord  and  tenants  with  regard  to 
rent 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  t  I  expressly 
excluded  the  New  Tipperary  dispute. 

♦Sm  JOHN  COLO  MB:  I  thank  the 
right hon, Gentleman  for  telHrg  me.  I  wa« 
not  present  daring  that  part  of  his  speech. 
We  understand,  then,  that  hon.  Gentle* 
men  are  going  to  vote  for  arbitration  nnder 
the  clear  and  distinct  pledge  of  an  ex* 
Cabinet  Minister  of  their  Party  that 
there  is  no  bottom  in  the  Ne  w  Tipperary 
quarrel,  that  arbitmtion  cannot  be  applied 
there,  and  that  the  New  Tipperary 
tenants  are  left  in  the  lurch  and  excluded  I 
from  the  arbitration  proposal. 

(10,32.)  Me.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.): 
I  am  sorry  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
read  the  Motion  before  he  attempted  to 
discuss  it.  Had  he  read  it  he  would  i 
have  seen  that  in  terms  it  only  applies 
to  disputes   arising   between  1885  and 
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1887.  This  would  inclade  the  dispute 
ou  the  Ponsonby  estate,  where  the  Tip- 
perarj  dispute  originated,  and  if  the 
Resolution  were  put  in  force,  no  doubt  it 
would  be  effective  in  ending  the  New 
Tipperary  quarrel  also.  Hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  profess  theix  anxiety  to 
bring  peace  to  Ireland,  and  they  now 
have  the  opportunity  of  giving  effect  to 
their  wishes.  Every  argument  against 
the  Resolution  to  which  I  have  listened 
has  been  based  on  the  idea  that  the  result 
of  arbitration  is  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Surely  this  is  an 
extraordinary  ground  for  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  take  their  stand 
upon,  and  for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  to  contend  that 
the  passing  of  this  Resolution  would  be 
a  concession  of  anything  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Surely  that  conld  not  be 
the  case  unless  in  every  instance  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  were  jnstified.  We 
believe  it  can  be  so  justified,  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  take  the  reverse 
view ;  then  let  them  put  their  belief  to 
the  test.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, in  the  course  of  his  argument,  said 
— and  the  main  drift  of  his  argument 
was — that  whereas  our  contention  is 
that  leaseholders  were  excluded  from 
the  Act  of  1881,  and  unjust  arrears  were 
undealt  with,  there  were  three  estates 
to  which  he  said  the  leaseholder  argu- 
ment would  not  apply,  inasmuch  as  the 
landlords  had  offered  to  let  their  tenants 
break  their  leases  and  go  into  Court. 
The  argument  of  unjust  arrears  would 
not  apply,  he  said,  because  landlords  had 
made  larger  concessions  in  arrears  than 
any  legislation  would  have  forced  them 
to  grant.  I  should  like  a  little  higher 
authority  for  that  statement;  but  if  it 
is  true,  then  it  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
in  operation  in  Ireland.  What  was 
the  origin  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
for  that  is  the  pith  of  the  whole 
matter  ?  The  responsibility  for  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  rests  not  with  us  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  but  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  in  the 
autumn  of  1886  refused  to  listen  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  when  he  said  that  owing  to 
the  fall  in  agricultural  prices  judicial 
rents  fixed  by  the  Land  Court  had  be- 
come unfair  and  impossible  of  payment. 
I,  AH  a  Land  Commissioner,  Btated  that 
in  Sxing  rents  I  had  made  no  aWoNvanoe 
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for  the  unexpected  fall  in  prices,  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  CColonelSaunderson) derided  me, 
and  said  I  had  demonstrated  my  failure 
as  a  Land  Commissioner  because  I  had 
not  been  able  to  foresee  what  no  living 
man  then  foresaw.  What  happened 
afterwards  ?  The  Government  appointed 
a  Royal  Commission  which  found  that 
no  Land  Commissioner  had  had  in  view  a 
possible  fall  in  prices  when  ho  fixed 
judicial  rents.  Yes,  and  the  Govern- 
ment passed  into  law  a  measure  giving 
relief  to  those  tenants,  though  not  so 
much  as  they  ought  to  have  got ;  there- 
fore the  injustice  is  one  you  have  ac- 
knowledged, and  you  cannot  get  out  of 
it  by  specious  argument  and  beating 
about  the  bush.  In  1887  you  admitted 
that  the  results  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
had  been  unjust  to  leaseholders,  and 
reductions  since  have  been  larger  than 
to  ordinary  yearly  tenants,  proving  that 
these  leaseholders  had  a  very  serious 
grievance,  and  that  this  existed  up  to 
1887,  and  this  Motion  does  not  pretend 
to  deal  with  any  tenant  who  is  not  suffer- 
ing under  that  grievance.  Arrears  are 
still  undealt  with  by  legislation.  We 
have  been  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  House  has  refused  to  deal 
specially  with  debts  of  this  kind.  Yes,  but 
the  House  has  dealt  with  such  in  Scot- 
land ;  the  reductions  in  arrears  given  to 
crofters  far  exceed  any  reductions  by 
judicial  rents.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  alluded  to  two  estates  on 
which  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  intro- 
duced, the  Massereene  estate  and  Lord 
Lansdowne's  estate,  and  on  both  he  said 
the  landlords  had  offered  to  allow  the 
tenants  to  break  their  leases  and  go  into 
the  Lmd  Court.  Yes,  but  this  was  after 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  been 
put  into  operation,  and  after  people  had 
been  evicted.  What  good  was  it  then  % 
On  the  Massereene  estate  leaseholders 
were  only  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  tenants,  and  the  main  fight  there 
was  against  non-judicial  rents,  rents  that 
had  never  been  before  the  Land  Court. 
Lord  Massereene  refused  any  reduction 
whatever,  and  dismissed  his  agent  who 
recommended  it.  It  was  only  after  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  had  been  adopted, 
and  after  some  of  the  tenants  who  had 
not  been  evicted  had  gone  into  the 
Land  Court  and  had  got  a  reduction  of 
23  per  cent.,  they  having  asked  25  per 
\  oeikX.  \  >i)ii&\kTACtQ\LTt  tkua  showing  that 
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the  qiaairel  the  tenants  had  entered  upon 
was  not  an  unjust  one.  That  Lord 
Masaereene  made  an  offer  to  give  the 
other  tenants  a  similar  reduction.  But 
this  offer  was  coupled  with  a  condition 
that  two  of  the  tenants,  who  had  been 
mainly  instrumental  in  wringing  from 
him  this  concession,  were  to  be  handed 
over  to  him  as  victims.  Is  this  not  a 
case  for  arbitration  where  we  haye  shown 
the  tenants  were  in  the  right  and  Lord 
Massereene  in  the  wrong,  and  where  the 
hmdlord  would  only  make  his  concession 
on  condition  of  wreaking  hia  vengeance 
on  the  tenants  who  brought  about  this 
concession?  Now  take  the  Lansdowne 
case.  The  landlord  refused  any  reduc- 
tion of  the  judicial  rent,  and  you 
in  this  House,  by  your  action,  by 
the  law  you  have  passed,  have  showti 
you  Ix^lieve  Lord  Lansdowne  to  be  in  the 
wrong,  and  yet  you  will  not  appoint  a 
means  by  arbitration  of  bridging  over 
this  dispute,  a  dispute  I  beUeve  Lord 
Lansdowne  would  be  glad  to  have 
bridged  over.  Allusion  has  been  made 
to  the  GlensharroM  estate,  and  the 
hintory  of  the  dispute  there  is  a  very 
iuBtructive  one.  This  estate  was  under 
the  management  of  a  Court  in  Ti-eland, 
not  of  any  landlord,  and  the  Court 
refused  to  give  a  halfpenny  reduction. 
Judge  Boyd  tried  to  put  me  int(3  Kil- 
mainham  Gaol  because  I  advised  the 
tenants  to  stick  to  their  onmhi nation  as 
the  only  one  to  bring  about  a  con- 
cession. Tliey  did  stand  by  each 
other,  and  the  Court  sent  down 
a  vahier  who  recommended  a  reduction 
of  30  per  cent.  Did  this  not  ])rove  the 
justice  of  the  tenants'  claim?  But  you 
may  say,  why  have  they  not  accepted  the 
offer?  Tlie  right  hon  Gentleman  has 
made  a  great  deal  of  the  letter  from  the 
Bishop  of  Limerick.  That  Prelate  has 
lived  in  the  town  all  his  life,  and  his 
knowledge  of  agricultural  tenancies  is 
not  very  great,  but  he  sent  t-o  Glens- 
harrohl  a  valuer  of  his  own,  who  recom- 
mended a  larger  reduction  than  did  the 
valuer  for  the  Court.  The  valuer  for 
the  Court  was  Mr.  Murphy,  of 
Denfanaghy,  well  known  as  valuer  and 
arbitrator  in  mil  way  eases,  and  now 
chief  valuer  of  one  of  the  Courts  in  Ire- 
land.  He  is  well  known  as  an  official 
valuer,  and  is  an  excellent  vainer  on 
land  of  good  quality,  but  a  bad  valuer 
for  land  of  bad  quality,  upon  which  he 
is  inclined  to  put  too  high  a  price.  We 
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have  heard  how  a  little  fact  outweighs 
much  theory,  and  I  will  give  the  facts  as 
to  the  Glensharrold  estate,  Qlensharrold 
land  is  mountain  bog  snch  as  is  found  in 
the  Gweedore  district  in  Donegal,  and 
there  was  a  flutter  among  the  landlords 
when  the  rents  on  Captain  Hill*s  Gwee- 
dore property  were  reduced  35  per  cent. 
The  Land  Commissioners  were  fluttered 
by  it  even.  It  was  supposed  to  be  a 
model  property.  They  held  a  epecial 
sitting  to  hear  appeals  from  the  district, 
and  they  sent  down  their  own  valuer, 
while  the  landlord  employed  Mr.  Mui-phy, 
of  Dnnfanaghy,  according  to  whose 
valuation  the  reduction  should  have 
been  less  ;  but  the  Land  Commissioners, 
acting  on  the  report  of  their  own  valuer, 
confirmed  the  judicial  rents  in  almostc  very 
case.  This  is  a  proof  that  Mr,  Murphy's 
valuation  was  at  least  30  per  cent,  too 
high  ;  but  it  is  a  fact  that  in  Glenshull 
the  tenants  were  willing  to  settle  if  they 
could  get  10  per  cent,  more  than  Mr. 
Murphy  recommended.  Was  there  ever 
a  better  case  for  arbitration  than  this? 
But  we  are  told  that  arbitration  lias 
failed.  F'or  myself,  I  have  only  been 
connected  with  one  arbitration,  and  that 
was  on  the  Pollock  estate.  In  that  arbi- 
tration we  appointed  an  umpire,  bat  the 
services  of  that  umpire  wei*e  never  re- 
quired, because  the  gentleman  who  acted 
for  the  landlords  and  myself  on  behalf 
of  the  tenants  had  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  coming  to  t^rms.  The  result  is,  that 
the  tenants  are  perfectly  satisfied  with 
what  was  done.  As  to  the  Yaudeleur 
estate  it  is  said  that  the  tenants  there 
have  not  paid  their  rents,  and  a  sort  of 
list  of  these  tenants  was  produced.  It  is 
not  tlio  first  time  we  have  heard  of  these 
lists,  which  we  have  found  to  ]yo  bogus 
Hats,  because  when  they  have  been 
brought  up  before  their  statements  have 
been  disproved*  The  hon.  Member  for 
Loath  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Canter- 
bury (Mr.  J,  Henniker  Heaton)  went 
over  one  of  these  lists  together  and  found 
that  out  of  150  cases  only  six  were  genuine 
ones.  The  tenants  on  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign estates  have  been  alludt^d  t<3  as  the 
dupes  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  [**  Hear, 
hear  !  "]  An  hon.  Member  says  "  Hear, 
hear  !  '*  But  I  would  inform  that  hon* 
Member  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has 
been  in  operation  in  as  many  as  120 
different  estates,  and  that  it  is  still 
operating  upon  25.  What  has  happened 
to  the  rest?     The  dupes  liave  wq^  tV^ 
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victory,  they  have  got  what  they  oould 
not  have  got  but  for  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. That  Plan  of  Campaign  has  pro- 
vented  outrage  and  crime  in  Ireland. 
We  have  challenged  you  over  and  over 
again  on  this  point,  and  you  have  never 
yet  been  able  to  prod  nee  a  single  case  in 
which  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been 
proved  to  have  led  to  outrage  and  crime. 
On  the  contrary,  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  protected  tenants  in  Ireland  outside 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates.  It  is, 
indeed,  because  you  know  this,  and 
because  you  know  that  you  have  to  give 
way  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  that  you 
now  wish  to  work  vengeance  on  those 
who  have  carried  it  out.  We  appeal  now 
not  to  the  Irish  Members  opposite,  but  to 
thcEnglish  Morabers^who  have  some  sense 
of  fairness  in  them,  to  step  forward  and 
say  that  this  farce  has  gone  on  longenough, 
and  tliat  the  best  thing  for  all  parties 
is  that  some  higher  power  should  stop 
in  and  aay  this  must  now  be  tiuded  on 
fair  terms.  What  is  the  alternative 
which  has  been  offered  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  1  He  told  us  that  it  was  im  por- 
tent to  produce  an  alternative,  and  the 
alternative  he  produced  was  the  wise 
administration  of  just  laws.  This  would 
have  been  a  good  argument  if  the  laws 
had  been  Just  at  the  time  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  put  in  operation.  This 
Resolution  only  refers  to  tenants  who 
adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign  before  the 
end  of  the  year  1887,  Do  you  deny  that 
the  laws  were  unjust  then,  or  that  the 
tenants  had  an  argument  in  their  favour 
when  they  adopted  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign ;  and  are  you  going  to  say  that 
although  they  were  driven  to  this 
becansa  this  House  was  so  slow  in 
attending  to  an  Irish  grievance, 
therefore  these  men  are  to  continue 
to  suffer  and  have  no  hope  ?  Is  this,  I 
ask,  a  statesmanlike  y>olicy  ?  You  profess 
to  behove  in  the  justice  of  your  cause, 
the  Irish  landlords  prnfesa  that  tlieir 
brethren  in  Ireland  have  act-ed  justly 
towards  their  tenants.  Why  do  not  you 
adopt  with  eagerness  and  avidity  the 
opportunity  now  offered.to  youof  establish- 
ing a  Court  of  Arbitration,  so  that  you 
may  thereby  show  the  world  that  the 
Irish  landlords  have  justice  on  their  side  ? 
If  you  refuse  to  adopt  this  propasal,  if 
you  still  decline  to  take  advantage  of 
the  opportunity  it  affords  of  a  settle- 
ment  with  the  Itiah  tenantfip  the  public 
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will  form  its  own  judgment  as  to  tho 
reasons  by  which  you  are  actuated.  I 
do  not  think  they  will  have  any  difficulty 
in  coming  to  a  right  conclusion.  They 
will  be  of  opinion  that  the  real  reason  by 
which  you  are  actuated  is  that  you 
have  a  bad  cause^  and  that  you  are  well 
aware  if  the  Courts  of  Arbitration  were 
established  they  would  operate  to  the 
tenants'  right  and  to  the  landlords' 
wrong. 

(10.55.)  Mb,  a,  J.  BALFOUR; 
The  tjuestion  which  has  most  forcibly 
pressed  itself  on  v^^  attention  in  this 
Debate  is  why  it  ever  came  on,  and 
under  what  inspiration  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  introduced  it  was  rash 
enough  to  bring  it  before  the  attention 
of  the  House.  Which  of  the  numerous 
sections  on  that  side  of  the  House  did  ho 
expect  to  please  by  his  action  ?  Waa  it 
to  please  hon.  Gentlemen  beiow  the 
Gangway,  who  initiated  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  by  informing  their  dupes  that 
it  was  a  short,  a  certain  and  expeditious 
method  of  bringing  the  landlords  to  their 
knees  ?  Was  it  to  please  them  that  he 
brought  forward  a  Kesolution  which,  if 
it  means  anything,  means  that  the  land- 
lords have  not  been  brought  to  their 
knees,  and  that  the  aid  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  required  to  carry  it  out  ?  Was  it 
to  please  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the 
Gangway  that  he  thought  himself  justi- 
fied in  bringing  forward  a  Motion  which, 
if  it  proves  anytliing  conclusively,  proves 
this  at  all  events  :  that  there  never  was 
a  feebler  or  a  more  fatuous  attempt  at 
the  settlement  of  any  great  question 
than  the  attempt  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  1881?  The  whole  of  his  speech,  and 
of  every  speech  which  has  been  delivered 
below  the  Gangway,  comes,  in  substance, 
to  this  :  that  yon  cannot  trust  the  Land 
Courts  in  Ireland  to  fix  fair  rents ;  that 
the  method  of  arbitration,  which,  with 
Sf>  much  pomp  and  circumstance,  you 
established  in  1881,  has  proved  a  total 
failure;  and  that  the  Lpgialature  must 
again  produce  a  second  Court  of  Arbttnu 
tion,  conducted  by  different  princiijlcs 
and  methods  of  procedure,  to  settle 
the  Outstanding  quarrels  with  which  the 
settlement  of  1881  has  been  found  in- 
capable of  dealing,  I  am  convinced 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whom- 
soever lie  consulted  when  he  put  his 
Motion  on  the  Paper,  consulted  neither 
the   hon.    Member   for    Cork     nor    the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  Both  those  distiuguished 
Members  of  this  House  must  be  per- 
fectlj  well  aware  that  nothing  cotdd  be 
worse  for  the  cause  which  they, 
more  or  less  in  harmony,  attempt  to 
represent  in  this  House  than  to  bring 
forward  in  this  House  a  Resolution  which 
will  make  plain  to  the  English  public 
the  seamy  side  of  one  of  the  most  con- 
temptible methods  of  political  agitation 
ever  adopted,  and  nmko  plain  to  the 
Irish  public  and  tenants  how  illusory 
wuro  the  prcjmises  of  support  held  out 
by  the  Irish  agitators  four  years  ago. 
I  am  aware  tlmt  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Bradford  thinks 
that  he  has  a  prescriptive  right  to  deal 
with  this  matter  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign estatea  He  has  trotted  about 
It*eland  from  time  to'  time,  from  one 
Phin  of  Campaign  estate  to  another,  and 
has  from  time  to  time  written  letters  to 
the  newspapers  explaining  his  views. 
He  has  been  in  close  and  intimate 
relation  with  the  leading  agitators  on 
those  e8tatc*8»  and  he  thinks  he  has  a 
right  to  load  the  House  in  nit  its  dis- 
cussions upon  fchi^  interesting  and 
important  question.  But,  for  my  own 
pirt,  if  I  may  speak  very  sincerely  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  would  re- 
commend him  to  leave  these  questions 
to  the  Irish  Members,  Depend  upun  it, 
theso  amatciura  in  agitation,  these 
dabblers  in  disorder,  do  not  really  know 
bow  to  play  the  game;  let  him  leave  it 
to  those  who  do  know  how  to  play  the 
game,  and  who  are  perfectly  prepared  on 
occasion  to  go  to  prison  for  their  coji- 
victiuns  ;  and  let  him  not  come  down 
again  with  that  curious  hesitation  of 
manner  and  intention  which  always 
overcomes  him  when  he  tries  to  explain 
to  the  House  how  very  near  ho  went  to 
breaking  the  law,  and  how  terribly 
afi*aid  1  and  the  Goveroment  were  to 
prosecute  him.  He  resemblcM  nothing 
so  much  as  a  boy  going  to  bathe  in 
luther  chilly  water  who  sticks  in  a  hesi- 
tating f<x»t,  and  as  soon  as  ho  finds 
the  water  rather  cold  takes  it  out 
again  with  a  rapid  and  convulsive 
motion,  and  then  goes  home  and  explains 
that  he  was  quite  prepared  to  face  th« 
iiiolemeucy  of  the  weather,  but,  on  the 
whole,  thought  it  better  for  his  health 
to  abstain.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  a  plan  of  compulsory  arbitration 
in  the  case  of  certain  disputes  in  Irelau 


disputes  in  cases  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  But  disputes  in  this  country  are 
not  unknown.  Disputes,  as  we  all  are 
aware,  and  as  we  all  kuow  with  deep 
regret,  Lave  existed,  a.nd  do  exist, 
between  classes  in  the  industrial  world  in 
England,  Why  are  not  those  settled  by 
compnlsory  arbitration,  if  compulsory 
arbiti^tion  is  to  be  the  form  of  deeidiog 
disputes  at  aU  ?  Are  the  workmen  of 
England  loss  worthy  of  support  in  this 
House  than  the  campaigners  in  Ireland  ? 
For  my  own  part,  there  cim  be  no  ques- 
tion that  of  all  persons  who  have  engaged 
in  these  pursuits  in  any  country  in  the 
world,  probably  those  engaged  in  tho 
Plan  of  Campaign  are  least  deserving  of 
special  favour  at  the  bands  of  this  House* 
We  know,  at  any  rate,  in  regard  to  the 
disputes  between  capital  and  labour,  that 
the  persona  concerned  have  acted  within 
their  rights,  and  aimed  at  a  perfectly  legal 
object.  But  that  is  not  so  with  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  one  of  the  most 
important  parts  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  that  in  which  he  de- 
monstrated the  essential  difference 
between  a  trade  dispute  in  England  and 
a  land  dispute  in  L'eland.  What  are  the 
facta  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign  t  The 
whole  of  tho  discussion  to-night  haa  been 
conducted  upon  tho  theory  tliat  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  waa  a  spontaneous  move- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  tenantry,  and 
that  it  would  not  have  been  lieard  of  if 
tlio  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
the  autumn  of  1886  had  been  accepted. 
That  theory  was  first  invented  by  the 
ingenious  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
it  has  since  been  repeated  by  almost 
every  Member  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Party.  I  say  that  there  never 
was  a  historic  theory  more  absolutely  de- 
void of  the  slightest  trace  of  foundation. 
1  will  describe  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in 
one  word,  by  saying  that  it  is  simply  a 
move  in  the  Irish  revolutionary  move- 
ment which  has  been  going  on  since 
1879,  After  the  result  of  the  election  of 
1SS6  was  known,  when  it  became  evi* 
dent  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  Homo 
Rule,  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
announced,  and  United  Irslafid,  which 
then  represented  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  op posite*  repeated  that  the 
time  had  come  for  instituting  a  new 
campaign  against  the  landlords.  On 
July  24,  1886,  United  Ireland  mx^— 
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history  of  Ireland  are  required ;  the 
reason  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign  Is 
found  in  the  itvowcd  intention  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
to  mnke  tho  government  of  Ireland 
impossible.  They  thought  that  to  start 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  very  goc»d 
TV  ay  of  achieving  their  end.  Could  they 
have  chosen  a  better  muthod  of  doing 
that?  From  the  beginning  of  the 
agitation  in  1879  they  have  seen  tlie 
importance  of  mixing  up  the  agrarian 
and  the  political  motive.  Could  there 
be  a  better  method  of  doing  this  than  by 
the  Phm  of  Campaig^n?  The  objects  of 
the  Plan  of  Cam|mign  are  the  objects 
which  have  signalized  the  agitation 
since  1879,  and  the  methods  hj 
which  it  has  been  carried  out  Bxe 
those  which  have  been  invariably- 
used  by  the  leaders  of  the  agitation. 
They  bribe  one  set  of  men,  and  they 
terrorise  another.  One  hon.  Gentleman^ 
an  English  Member,  who  spoke  when 
the  House  was  thin,  about  8  o'clock, 
gave  his  own  experience  of  an  evicted 
tenant  in  Loughrea,  I  think— at  ail 
events,  it  was  on  Lord  Clanricarde^s 
property — who,  ho  said,  was  in  a  much 
better  position  two  years  after  she  had 
been  evicted  than  she  was  before ;  and 
he  told  U3  the  story  with  a  great  deal  nf 
perfectly  genuine  feeling,  but  without 
the  slightest  glim^mering  of  the  obvious 
inference  that  might  be  drawn  from  it. 
I  have  no  doubt  she  was  better  off, 
Hon.  Greotlemen  l^elow  the  Gangway 
have  said  to  the  tenants,  **  You  will  make 
more  out  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  than 
you  will  over  make  out  of  your  holdings/* 
Those  people  ai*e  to  be  better  i>ff  now 
they  have  gone  out  of  their  holdings  on 
the  £2  or  £3  a  week  given  to  them  by 
the  National  League — -- 

Mfi.    T.    M.    HEALY:    Better  than 
ConsolSt  any  way. 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  t 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY;  Goschena ! 
GoBchens  ! 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  So  much  for 
the  bribery  ;  how  about  the  intimidation  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  the 
courage  to  tell  the  House  that  not  a 
sing^le  crime  could  be  alleged  in  oon- 
necfcion  with  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  I 
listened  to  that  statement  with  amaze- 
ment 1  thought  my  power  of  wonder 
had  long  been  exhausted,  but  I  have 
still  much  to  leam.  Why,  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  know  perfectly  well  that 


**  Another  campiiign  against  the  laodlordii  is 

and  on  July  31  — 

*'  Landlordism  may  rest  satisfied  that  within 
the  great  ambit  of  the  Ten  CommandmentB^ 
tind  tjveu  within  the  les^a  vooerable  precepts  of 
the  Eugliah  law,  the  Irish  people  will  find 
meaufl  of  modifying  the  jubilation  of  the  land- 
lords." 

But  experience  has  shown  that  the 
gentleman  'who  wrote  that  knew  vury 
Uttlo  about  the  Ten  Commandments  or 
about  English  law,  for  every  competent 
authority  has  declared  that  the  Plan  of 
r  Campaign  is  both  inconsistent  with  the 
Ten  Commandments  and  with  every 
known  principle  of  the  English  common 
law.  That  was  before  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  brought  in  his  Bill,  which  has 
ever  since  been  used  as  a  stalking-horso 
for  the  legfthty  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Now,  let  us  examine  how  far  the  con- 
tention is  true  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  the  spontaneous  action  of 
the  tenants^  taken  in  coasequence  of  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  Hiis  anyone  taken  the 
trouble  to  estimate  the  amount  of  reHef 
that  would  have  been  given  on  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  estates  had  the  hon* 
Member's  Bill  become  law  ?  Sir,  the 
relief  given  would  have  been  absolutely 
^insignificant.  The  Bill  only  applied  to 
I  leaseliolders  and  tenants  whosa  rents 
I  were  judicially  fixed  before  1884.  Now, 
let  me  remind  the  House  that  on  the 
Ponaonby  estate  190  eviction  notices 
were  served.  Of  the  tenants  concerned, 
only  22  would  have  gained  anything 
under  the  Bill  of  the  hon,  MembtT  for 
Cork.  Out  of  the  114  tenants  dealt 
with  un  the  Coolgreany  citato  only  15 
would  have  been  benefited.  On  the 
Olphert  estate  better  terms  were  offered 
than  would  bave  been  given  to  the 
tenants  under  the  hon*  Member's  Bill  ; 
and  on  the  Clanricardo  estate,  out  of 
1,400  or  1,500  tenants,  there  were  not 
more  than  117  who  would  have  gained 
^nc  ehilling  had  the  measure  become 
law.  If,  then,  out  of  nearly  2,000 
tenants  on  those  estates,  not  more  than 
154  would  have  gained  anything  under 
the  Bill  of  the  hun.  Member  for  Cork, 
what  becomes  of  this  flimsy  pretence 
that  the  rejection  of  the  measure  was 
tbe  justification  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paigQ?  The  contention  falls  tiD  the 
Aground.  The  truth  is  that  no  far- 
fetched explanations,  no  recondite  in- 
veatig^iions     into     the     contemporary 
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there  ia  no  difficulty  in  piling  up  a 
Cfitalogue  of  offences  against  the  law  id 
connexion  with  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ; 
and  he  knows  perfectly  well  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  work  tho  Plan  of 
Ciimpiiign  on  any  estate  for  sir  miuitha 
without  first  bribing  the  tenants  to  come 
out  and  then  terrorizing  them  if  they 
attempted  to  go  in. 

Mb.  MMIONY:  When  I  uaed  the 
word  "  crime  "  I  meant  what  I  call  real 
crime. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Here  comes,  I 
think;  *'  the  great  ambit  of  the  Ten  Com- 
mandments-'* I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  a  casuistical  discussion  with  the 
hoii.  Gentleman  as  fco  what  conetitutes 
crime  and  what  does  not;  but  if  he  thinks 
no  crime  has  occurred,  that  is,  no  real 
crime,  I  presume  an  attumpfc  to  blow  uji 
a  sergeant  of  police  and  a  Itirge  body  of. 
innocent  gentlemen  is  not  to  be  counted 
a  real  crime.  I  do  not  think  any  other 
interpreter  of  the  Ten  Commandments 
will  take  the  same  view.  Is  it  not 
notorious,  not  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
various  crimes,  how  tenants  on  all 
estates  have  come  by  night  to  pay  their 
rents,  and  have  implored  the  agent  or 
the  landlord  who  received  their  mouey 
to  keep  that  fact  secret,  as  if  it  were  the 
most  disgraceful  incident  of  their  lives  1 
Is  it  not  true  that,  when  the  least  sign 
of  giving  way  on  the  part  of  the  tenants 
was  ^risible,  some  lion.  Member  below 
tlio  gangway,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
perha]>s,  or  some  other  person,  promptly 
rushed  down  and  made  a  vehement 
speech  against  a  settlement  1  These 
gentlemen  want  arbitration  now. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  rise  to  order,  Sir. 
The  hout  Member  for  Mayo,  Sir,  liEua 
haen  described  as  a  |>er80n  by  the  Chief 
Secretary. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  1 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  not  to  inter- 
rupt. 

Dr.  TANNER  (pointing  to  the  Chief 
Secretary):  Treat  that  man  there  the 
same. 

Mr.  A,  J.  BALFOUK :  Some  Member 
immediately  went  down  and  did  his 
best,  not  merely  by  persuasion,  but  by 
violent  speeches,  to  keep  the  yielding 
phalanx  in  line,  and  to  prevent  those 
who  had  already  discovered  their  mis- 
take from  settling  with  their  landlords, 
and  from  doing  that  which  he  and  other 
Members  below  the  Gancrwa    described 


aa  betraying  the  Irish  race.  The  evi- 
dence that  this  Plan  of  Campaign  is  in 
no  sense  the  spontaneous  action  of  an 
over-rented  and  over-tasked  tenantry, 
but  ia  simply  a  move  in  a  political  game, 
of  which  the  tenants  are  at  ouee  the 
instruments  and  the  victims,  is  mani- 
fest from  every  particular  connected 
with  the  progress  of  events.  This  is 
evidenced  by  the  fact  I  have  just 
alluded  to.  It  is  evidenced  by  the  enor- 
mous sacrifices  made  under  threats,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  unfortunate  Duggan 
at  Tipperary.  It  is  manifest  from  the  fact 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  always 
arisen  from  the  Land  League  organisation, 
which  is  essentially  a  political  organisa- 
tion. That  organisatioij  always  started 
and  maintained  it,  and  by  it  the  tenants 
are  now  kept  alive,  so  far  as  they 
are  kept  alive.  It  is  evidenced  by 
the  fact  that  it  is  not  left  to  the  tenants 
themselves  to  determine  whether  they 
shall  or  shall  not  continue  the  figlit — that 
some  politician  thinks  it  nfcessjiiy  to 
interfere  as  soon  as  the  tenants  give  the 
least  indicivtion  of  a  desire  lor  settlement. 
It  is  shown  J  if  further  proof  is  required, 
by  the  fact  that  wherever  you  find  a 
body  of  Protestant  tenantry,  though 
subjected  to  precisely  the  same  economic 
conditions  as  the  others,  they  have  in- 
variably refused  to  join  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  ;  and  if  thskt  is  not  enough  it 
is  proved  by  the  fact,  the  curious  fact, 
that  on  the  Clanricarde  estate  tboro  is  a 
small  portion  of  the  property  where  the 
population  is  entirely  Irish^ speaking, 
and  whore,  therefore,  the  Irish  patriots, 
as  they  do  not  kno^v  Irish,  have  had  no 
power,  and  through  aU  the  trouble  that 
there  has  been  on  the  Clanricarde  estate 
I  believe  tliat  these,  the  highest  rented 
tenants,  have  paid  their  rents  in  content- 
ment from  year  to  year.  We  are  told 
that  the  landlords  have  shown  I  do  not 
know  what  kind  of  malign  and  stupid 
obstinacy  by  not  giving  a  reduction  to 
their  tenants,  yet  I  believe  that  on  the 
Clanriciirde  estate  there  were  practically 
no  arrears  to  .speak  of  at  the  time  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  started.  Every 
one  of  those  tenants  could  have  gone 
into  the  Land  Court,  yet  not  a 
single  one  did  so,  and  then  you 
come  to  us  and  aak  for  arbitration. 
Was  ever  so  flimsy  a  case  put  before  the 
House  of  Commons  1  Parliament  spent 
the  whole  Session  of  1881  in  passing  a 
Land  Bill  fixing  favt  i^e^^^. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Who  moved  to 
omit  the  fair  rent  clause? 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not  going 
to  pniise  that  Land  BiU,  but  it  was  the 
glorj  of  every  Liberal  statesman  and  of 
every  Radical  politician.  Hon,  Members 
below  tho  Gangway  qnarrelled  with  hon. 
Members  above  as  tii  who  were  deserving 
of  the  greatest  credit  for  p^issing  it.  Yet 
when  1886  cornea  round  wo  find  xn 
regard  to  an  estate  where  not  a  single 
tenant  had  gone  intc?  Conrt — for  tlie  talk 
about  the  fall  of  prices  was  merely  an 
exouBo— hon.  Members  opposite  rather 
tlian  go  to  the  Land  Court  started  tho 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  asked  for 
exorbitant  reductions;  and  yet  they  asked 
tho  House  fcf>  believe  that  this  was  the 
result  of  spontaneous  combination  on  the 
part  of  the  tenants,  and  not  a  political 
move  on  the  part  of  political  re  vol  u* 
tionista.  Now,  in  the  si^eeches  we  have 
heard  to-night  there  appears  to  me  to 
reign  considerable  obscurity  of  ideas 
upon  what  are  called  the  rights  of  the 
tenants.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
opened  the  discussion^ — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  —  told  us  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  tho  tenants,  and  that  be 
agreed  with  that  opinion,  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  right  on  their  part  to  get 
a  reduction  of  rent.  The  question  of 
liability  is  one  thing,  and  the  question  of 
right  is  another,  1  conceive  that  tho 
legislation  of  1870  and  1881  meant,  if  it 
meant  anythuig,  that  the  tenant,  what* 
ever  else  he  hatl  a  right  to,  liad  no  right 
to  get  a  reduction  of  rent  ;  but  that 
every  single  tenant  in  Ireland,  other 
than  the  leaseholders,  who  are  a  small 
number,  either  had  a  judicial  rent  which 
he  was  boimd  to  pay  and  had  no  right 
to  get  reduced,  or  had  a  non- judicial 
rent  wliich  ho  6ould  have  taken  into 
Court  and  got  reduced.  It  is  prepos- 
terous, therefore,  to  say  that  the  lind 
Act  of  1881  gave  the  tenant  a  right  to 
some  kind  of  redaction  outside  the 
ofKjration  of  that  Act,  That  is  not  so, 
I  am  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site have,  on  this  occasion,  as  on  previous 
occasions,  told  us  that,  because  we  passed 
the  Act  of  1887  giving  a  reduction  of 
judicial  rents  in  certain  circumstances, 
we  have  no  right  to  say  that  judicial 
rents  should  be  adhered  to.  But  I 
differ  from  that  entirely.  The  Parlia- 
tnentoi  1881,  acting  under  the  advice 
r>£  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  j  j^osite,  and 


to  whom  it  never  appeared  to  occur  tbd 
prices  might  vary,  passed  a  Land  Afl 
which  fixed  judicial  rents  for   1 5  year 
and  every  Irish  landlord  was  told   tli 
as    he   was    unworthy    to   exercise 
henceforth   the  function  of  fixing   rei3 
would   be    transferred   from   him    to 
Court,      The    system    broke    down 
practice,  and  Parliament  had  to  int 
fere — ^I  will  not  say  to  put  tho  systci 
right,  for  that  was  impossible — but 
patch   it   up   in   a   kind    of   way ;    bu 
what  right,  I  may  ask,  had  the  I  rig 
tenant    outside    the    action    of    Parlig 
ment    to     claim     that     the     landlof 
waa    to     do    tho     very     thing    whic 
Parliament  told  him  he  was  not  to  d^ 
and  was  not  worthy  of  doing  1   The  whc 
contention    is    preposterous,     I     adr 
that  had  I  been  an  Irish  landlord,  and 
landlord    hjul   asked  my   advioo  in    til 
matter,  I  might  have  said  to  him,  **  It  i 
a   serious   misfortune  for   you   to  ba^ 
lived  at  a  time  when  a  Liberal  Gover 
ment  passed  such  an  Act.      It  is  an 
tremely  foolish  Act:  it  does  not  settle  i^ 
Irish  question,  but  that  is  not  your  fatif 
Parliament  says  you  are  not  to  fix  yoil 
own   rents,  and   I   advise    you    to 
beyond  the  advice  of  Parliament,  and  to 
do  tliat  which  you  would  have  done   ha " 
Parliament    never    interfered    betwefl 
you  and  your  tenants."     But  that  w^ou 
he   a    very    different  thing    to    comii 
into     this     House     and     saying      tb4 
the  Irish  tenant  had  a  right  to  doran 
something  oth*=*r  than  tho  Laud  Cour 
gave    him,     and    that    if    it    waa    n^ 
immediately  granted  by  the  landlord 
illegal  conspiracy  would  be   started, 
will    now     endeavour     to     bring 
observations  to  a  close  :    Imt    I   caniid 
leave    tho    subject    without   expresi^if 
my  indignation  at  the  sort  of  langusi 
which    the    right    hon.     Member     fj 
Central   Bnidford,  and  those  who    ha| 
supptirted  him,  have  thought  fit  to  ui 
against  the  landlords  against  wliom  tj 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  directed* 
do  not  doubt   that  there  are  bad  laii4 
lords  in  Ix*eland :  nay,  I  am  certain  tb 
there    are.     When   you   have    to    de 
with  such  a  largo  class  of  men  you 
certain    to    meet    some     stupid,    sou 
criminal,    and    many    injudicious    m« 
among  them.     But  the  particular  laE 
lords    whose    estates    have     been     th 
subject  of  Debate  are  certiiinly  not  m€ 
who  deserve  to  be  attacked  as  they  hat 
been  to-night.     Even   in  regard  to 
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lion.  Memher  for  South  Hunts  the 
ritfiit  hon.  Gentleman  was  obliged  to 
admit  that  tlie  terms  he  offered  wore 
fjdr  and  generous,  and  he  only  found  a 
ground  for  attacking  him  by  misrepre- 
Beuting  the  facts  of  the  case;  beciiuse, 
if  I  recollect  rightly,  the  evicted 
teuauts  were  included  in  the  geum*ous 
oft'er  he  made  only  a  little  more  than 
a  fortnigrlit  after  the  offer  of  theoriginul 
terms.     That  is  not  denied, 

Mb,  SHA\Y  LEFEVRE:  I  stated 
that. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  the  date. 
There  was  one  other  point  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemjm  attacked  luj 
hon.  Friend.  He  said  that  under  the 
terms  offered  the  evicted  tenants  were 
obliged  to  pay  rent  for  all  the  time  they 
were  out  of  their  farms.  That  is  not  so. 
They  had  to  pay  certain  costs,  no  doubt ; 
but  as  far  as  my  information  goes  tliey 
hnd  not  to  pay  rent  during  the  time  stated. 
In  my  opinion,  a  more  nngenerous  state- 
ment thim  that  could  not  be  made,  Mr. 
Olpliert  is  a  man  very  advanced  in  years. 
Ho  lived,  not  merely  on  friendly,  but  on 
intimate  terms  with  his  tenants,  until 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  men  like 
him,  interfered  between  them.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  spared  to  a 
gratefttl  country,  tis  I  hope  he  may  be, 
until  he  reaches  the  same  age  as  Mr. 
Olphertr,  I  ho])e  he  rnay  be  able  to  look 
back  uix>n  a  life  as  well  spent  With 
regard  to  Lord  Clanricarde,  the  other 
person  who  has  been  attacked,  it  is  not 
my  business  to  defend  or  to  criticise  him. 
1  have  b'stened  to  the  criticisms  fmssed 
on  him  to-night,  but  I  have  been  unable 
— ^it  may  have  been  my  stupidity— to 
extract  from  these  criticisms  anything 
beyond  this—that  Lord  Clanricarde  is  an 
absentee^  that  he  shows  not  the  slightest 
interest  in  or  care  for  his  property,  that 
he  has  left  the  whole  thing  to  look  after 
itHi'lf,  thtit  he  hiis  never  spent  sixpence 
upon  it,  and  that  he  absolutely  ignores 
the  representations  made  to  him  by  liis 
tenants  and  by  other  persons  on  their 
behalf,  I  do  not  say  that  ia  not  a  heavy 
catalogue  of  offences,  hut  it  is  not  a  catti- 
logne  of  offences  justifying  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  As  far  as  any  evidence  has 
come  l^efore  me.  Lord  Clanricai^ie's  rents 
were  not  excessive  rents,  and  it  has  been 
admitted  by  the  most  fanatical  admirers 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  that  nothing 
but    excessive     rents    will    justify    it. 


Either  Lord  Clanricardo's  rents  wore 
cxce^ve  or  they  were  not.  If  they  were 
nut,  what  justiliciition  is  there  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  being  started  on  this 
estate?  If  they  were  excessive,  why 
did  not  the  tenants  appeal  to  the  Land 
Court  before  they  joined  it  t  That  is  not, 
indeed,  a  justification  for  all  Lord  Clanri- 
carde thought  fit  to  do»  but  it  is  an 
absolute  and  conclusive  proof,  u!itil  a 
refutation  is  given  to  it,  that  those  who 
started  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  that 
estate  are  a  thousand  times  worse  than 
Lord  Clanricarde  himself.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  suggests  arbitration.  I 
think  I  have  disposed  of  that.  Then  ho 
says  1  should  inform  those  landlords  who 
fail  to  make  peace  with  their  tenants  that 
they  Bhall  neither  have  justice  in  the 
Courts  nor  protection  out  of  them.  He 
asks  me  to  summon  to  Ihiblin  Castle 
these  recalcitrant  landlords.  I  do  not 
know  that  they  would  come,  hut  if  they 
did  I  do  not  pretend  to  possess  the  com- 
manding personality  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I 
could  persuade  those  landlords  who  have 
been  the  victims  of  this  criminal  and 
perfectly  unjustifiable  conspiracy  to 
make  peace  with  their  adversary 
and  give  him  all  that  he  asks  for, 
But  supposing  that  arbitration  were 
adopted,  what  reference  should  he  given 
to  the  arbitrators  ?  Observe  what  hap- 
pened on  these  estates.  The  1*1  an  of 
Campaign  was  started  at  the  end  of  1 886 
— or  that  was  the  period  of  its  early 
honeymoon.  It  was  then  Ix'Hovcd  in 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Since?  then 
no  rent  has  been  paid  at  all.  Where 
the  tenants  have  not  been  evicted  there 
ia  a  heavy  accumulation  of  arrears.  It 
ia  probable — I  am  afraid  it  is  pretty 
certain — that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
tenants  have  got  rid  of  the  arrears  and 
have  not  in  most  cases  banked  them. 
What  is  the  arbitrator  to  do  in  sufh 
e^ises  1  If  he  wipes  out  the  arrears  he 
is  not  acting  on  principles  of  equity, 
because,  even  on  the  principle  of  gentle- 
men below  the  Gangwny,  the  landlord 
is,  at  any  rate,  entitled  to  the  whole  of 
the  arrears  minus  what  would  have  been 
a  fair  reduction.  Practically,  it  may  bo 
said  ho  is  entitled  to  three-quarters  of 
the  arrears.  But  if  the  arbitrator  orders 
payment  of  the  ru'rears,  where  are  they 
to  come  froTu  ?  For  these  arrears  hon. 
Gentlemen  lie  low  the  Gangway  are 
resjionsible ;  but  if  the  avbvtoAjti^^«i^t^\» 
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giye  AH  award  against  them,  1  do  not 
know  that  there  is  any  Court  of  Law 
whidi  could  enforce  it.  Bat,  even  sup- 
posing these  difficulties  got  over,  have 
we  any  reason  for  supposing  that  other 
difficulties  could  be  settled  ?  I  think  it 
will  bo  admitted  that  you  cannot  ask 
any  landlord  fco  accept  a  settlement  which 
would  hy  many  be  regarded  as  a  triumph 
for  the  Plan  of  Campaign^  and  which 
would  be  in  effect  a  stimulus  for  the 
same  ingenious  scheme  being  started  on 
his  neighbour's  property.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  after  the 
arbitration  on  the  Vandelour  estate, 
announced  it  as  the  greatest  triumph 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  But  has  the 
arbitration  on  that  estate  succeeded  ?  In 
his  most  powerful  speech  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
elaborated  und  conclusively  proved  that 
arbitration  where  it  has  been  tried  has 
not  succeeded*  How  stands  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  Vandeleur  Estate? 
The  first  instalment  under  the  award  of 
tlie  arbitrator  was  to  be  paid  on  October 
25,  1889;  255  tenants  jmid,  and  14 
failed  to  do  so.  The  second  instalment 
was  due  in  April,  L^DO  ;  237  paid  and 
52  failed.  The  third  instalment  became 
duo  in  September,  1890  ;  160  paid  and 
109  failed.  The  fourth  iGstalmeut  be- 
came due  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and 
20  tenants  have  paid  it,  while  249  liave 
failed.  Such  are  the  figures.  Yet  the 
arbitration,  on  the  evidence  of  my  hon. 
Friend  below  the  Gangway^  was  all  in 
favour  of  the  tenants ;  and  the  arbitrator 
was  a  gentleman  whose  ability  we  all 
acknowledge,  though  he  is  a  strong 
politician.  In  this  case  there  is  a 
gradual  increase  from  half-year  to  half- 
year  in  the  number  of  defaulters.  It 
appears  to  me  that  if  anything  were 
required  to  show  the  absurdity  of  a 
proposition  whose  absurdity  is  evident 
on  the  face  of  it,  this  experience  would 
afford  it.  If  I  am  asked  what  course 
ought  to  be  pursued  my  answer  is  this  ; 
Sfmie  hon*  Members  have  accused  me  of 
desiring  to  prolong  these  disputes,  but  no 
lOftn  in  this  country  has  a  stronger 
personal  or  public  interest  than  I  have 
in  seeing  every  dispute  in  Ireland 
settled.  Every  consideration,  public  and 
private,  every  consideration  derived 
from  personal  credit  or  from  public 
credit,  would  induce  me  to  desire  to  see 
thoBo  iinhiippy  coutriworsicfs  once 
for  all  wiped  out*  But  I  would  never 
J/?\  A ,  tA  Mal/our 


counsel  any  landlord  in  Ireland  to 
submit  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  If  I 
were  an  Irish  landlord  I  would  beg  my 
bread  before  1  gave  in  to  the  Plan 
Campaign. 

Db.   TAira'ER     here    uttered    sorai 
words    which  were   understood    to   be 
The  galloping  snob.   [Cries  o/**  Order  !  *•] 
ajul  ^^*  Name  !  "] 

Dk.  TANNER  :  ^Ir.  Speaker,  I  made 
a    mistake,  and    withdraw     unequiv 
cally, 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  but  the  hon, 
Gentleman  lias  repeatedly  interrupted. 
I  warn  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he 
interrupts  the  proceedings  again  it  will 
bo  my  duty  to  put  into  operation  t 
Standing  Order, 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  When  I  w 
interrupted  I  was  stating  to  the  Hon 
what  is  the  fact — that  if  I  were  an  Iris] 
landlord  I  would  beg  my  bread  rath 
than  give    in  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  I  would  beg  my  bread  rather  than 
let  any  other  landlord  give  in  for  want 
of  support.     But  when  once  the  illega 
coil spi nicy  came  to  an  end  I  should  ro« 
member  that,  after  all,  these  men  we 
acted  uptjn  by  those  in  whoso  advice  the; 
thonght  they  could  trust.     I  should  r 
member  that  they   were  compelled 
intimidation   in    many   cases   to   folio 
coursers  which  they  bittarly  regretted 
and,  for  my  owm  part,  even  if  it  were  n 
wholly  to  my  own  personal  and  pecunia 
interest,  I  should  desire  to  restore  pea< 
to  that  part  of  the  country  in  which  my 
property  was  situi»ted,  and  to  see  tbat 
on  fair  and  equitable,   and  oven  gene 
ons,  terms  the  tenants  were  restored 
their   ancient   homes.      These   are    ih 
principles  on  which   I  should  act.     Bui 
to  ask  us  to  have  compaisory  arbitratioi 
or  legalised  arbitration  in  these  cjiijes 
to  ask  us,  in  other  words,  to  bolster  n 
the   tottering   Plan^ — is   surely   in    th( 
highest  degree  absurd  ;  and  I  am  certai 
that,  if  we  were  insane  enougli  to  pn 
pose    such    a    course,     tlie    House    ol 
Commons  would  not  be  insane  enough 
to  adopt  it. 

*(1L44.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN 
(Glasgow,  Bridgeton)  :  The  right  hon 
Gentleman,  in  tbe  last  sentence  of  hii 
very  vigorous  speech,  interspersed,  wit 
some  other  words  that  were  not  so  kin( 
some  very  kindly  words  towards  th 
tenants.  He  said  he  hopes  the  day  ma^ 
corne  when  he  may  remember  that  tbesi 
men  were,  m  he  says,  misled,  and  whe: 
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he  may  do  sometliing  to  r<^instate  them 
in  their  position,  and  that»  I  thitik  he 
midf  would  be  one  of  the  hap pt est 
momenta  of  hia  life- 

Mfi.   A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  said  if  1 
were  an  Irish  landlord. 

Sib  G,  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  quite 
certain  that  an  Imh  administrator 
eannot  hare  lees  kindly  feeling  towards 
the  Irish  people  than  an  Irish  landlord 
ought  to  have.  Well,  Sir,  when  that 
day  does  oome  it  will  be  too  late,  because 
these  tenants  will  have  finally  and 
forever  lost  their  siattiM  as  Irish  formers. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
with  great  severity ;  bat  I  do  not  think 
he  will  persuade  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  the  Member  for  Bradford  is  not  a 
true  and  disinterested  friend,  according 
to  his  lights^ — [ironical  cfieen  and 
lauyhUr']—2knd  thtsa  lights  are  bright 
lights — not  only  to  th«  Irish  tenants,  but 
to  Ireland,  and  to  the  cause  of  order  in 
that  country,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
attempted  to  induce  the  House  to  believe 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  actuated 
not  only  by  political  motives  but  by 
motives  of  pergonal  ambition  in  taking 
the  course  he  has  taken  to-night;  but 
those  who  listened  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  speech,  and  who  read 
his  Amendment,  will  see  that  it  is 
not  a  political  question  which  he  has 
brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  purely  an  administrative  question, 
and  I  think  it  should  have  received  a 
more  favourable,  and  I  venture  to  say  a 
more  courteou«,  handling  from  the  chief 
administrator  of  Ireland  in  this  House. 
We  are  not  here  to  attack  or  to  defend 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  Many  gentlemen 
opposite  have  spoken  of  this  Amend- 
ment as  a  confession  that  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  failed*  I  will  not  say 
whether  it  is  a  confession  or  not,  but  I  do 
say  it  is  an  endeavour  to  effect  a  prac- 
tical solution  of  a  great  difficulty,  which 
cannot  bo  solved  by  any  machinery  at 
present  before  us.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  would  not  counsel  anyone 
to  do  anything  that  would  give  recogni- 
tion to  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  There 
have  been  100  or  120  cases  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Out  of  them  all  but 
some  very  few  have  been  brought  to  a 
pacific  solution,  and  if  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  had  obeyed  the  advice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  would  have 
had  on  hia  hands,  not  only  these  three  or 
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four  OS  til  tcs  now  remiiiuing,  bnt  100  or 
120  cases,  and  his  pjsition  as  the 
administrator  of  Ireland  would  have 
been  a  painful  one  indeed.  They  are 
now  reduced  to  some  three  or  four 
estates,  and  we  ask  the  Government  to 
re -consider  its  position  in  this  matter* 
It  is  the  absolute  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  to  bring  about  a  pacific 
settlement,  and  how  does  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  propose  to  bring  it  about  1 
I  list/ened  very  carefully  to  the  epeechea 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  the  only  remedy 
which  was  put  forward  was  the  just  and 
quiet  administration  of  the  existing 
law.  That  law,  the  Attorney  General 
remarked,  was  more  favourable  to  the 
tenant  than  the  land  law  in  any  other 
country.  I  will  not  stop  to  dispute  that 
contention  ;  I  will  grant  that  it  is  a 
very  favourable  law.  But  what  use  is 
there  in  referring  us  to  this  law  in 
regard  to  the  tenants  on  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  estates?  There  is  not  one 
tenant  on  any  one  of  these  estates  who  is 
in  a  position  to  appeal  to  that  law.  He 
has  lost  his  status,  and  he  cannot  get  it 
back  except  by  the  good  favour  of  the 
landlord,  or  without  some  such  amend- 
ment of  the  law  as  that  proposed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  Wliat  chance  ia 
there  of  the  tenant  recovering  hie  8tatu$ 
by  favour  of  the  landlord  ?  There  is  on© 
great  district  in  Ireland  —  not  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  said,  in  a  moment  of  in- 
advertence, 1 0  square  miles  in  extent,  but 
something  liku  10  miles  square — which 
is  under  Lord  Olanriearde,  It  is  not  my 
business  to  attack  Lord  Olanricarde,  and 
I  am  glad  it  is  not  my  business  to  defend 
him,  I  will  just  read  to  the  House  the 
conditions  tyhich  Lord  Clanricarde  layfl 
down  to  the  inhabitants  of  this  immense 
tract  of  country  before  they  can  recover 
their  status — 

"Any  tenant  who  would  he  restored  will  ho 
liable  for  ilU  costs  aod  arrears,  even  for  thoso 
which  acerued  while  he  w&a  not  m  posae^ion 
of  hia  farm.  In  the  c-aae  of  the  reatoration  of 
evicted  tenanta,  I  would  at  onoe  require  pay-* 
ment  of  three  years'  rent  and  ooBts.  In  any 
case,  I  would  cot  restore  the  tenants,  generally  | 
ipeaking.  Each  case  would  ho  coneidered  with 
regard  to  its  own  merita.  The  tenanla  in  pre- 
seot  po8ges«ion  can  have  the  same  terms  on 
p&yxn^  at  once  three  years'  rent  and  costs.  No 
<:0Bta,  under  any  circumatAncea^  will  be  remitted, 
and  no  reduction,  under  any  circamstances^ 
will  be  made  in  judicial  rents.  But  on  non> 
judicial  rents  reductiona  of  10  per  cent,  will  bd 
made  on  all  payments  made.*' 
3  N 
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Now,  I  ask  any  hon.  Member  opposite 
not  whether  these  tenants  deserve  to 
pay  this  enormous  fine ;  but  whether 
there  is  the  least  chance  of  their  being 
able  to  pay  it?  There  is  none  at  all. 
And,  as  is  the  case  of  Lord  Clanricarde's 
estate,  so  are  practically,  with  less  fault 
OQ  the  part  of  the  landlords,  all  the  other 
estates  concerned  with  the  Amendment. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  shows  you  a  better 
way.  He  asks  the  Government  to  do 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  rightly  de- 
scribes as  placing  an  arbitration  on  the 
top  of  an  arbitration.  Is  there  any 
harm  in  that  in  Ireland  ?  In  1887  the 
Government  h»id  an  arbitration  on  the 
top  of  an  arbitr.ition.  Again,  the  lease- 
holders were  admitte  1  to  the  advantages 
of  the  Act  in  1881,  and  everyone  knows 
that  if  bad  times  come  again  in  Ireland, 
you  must  have,  iu  some  way  or  other, 
another  arbitration  on  the  top  of  an 
arbitration.  Now,  here  are  some  three 
or  four  arbitrations  proposed  which 
would  settle  this  great  and  outstanding 
controversy  in  its  present  phase,  and 
perhaps  another  one  would  not  occur  for 
a  long  time.  But  the  right  hon. 
.  Gentleman  says,  "  Ah,  but  you  cannot 

\  trust   the  tenants  to  keep  to  the  result 

of  the  arbitration."  I  think  too 
much  stress  has  been  laid  upon 
the  transactions  with  regard  to  the 
Vandeleur  estate.  It  is  qaite  true  that, 
as  time  goes  on,  there  are  tenants  who 
fall  behind  in  their  payments.  But  con- 
sider the  character  of  those  payments. 
There  were  the  accumulated  rents  of 
something  like  two  and  a  half  years,  to 
be  paid  within  a  very  short  time.  The 
question  is,  was  the  non-payment  con- 
tumacious or  not  ?  I  do  not  gather  that 
anyone  has  genuine  evidence  that  it 
was  ;  and  we,  on  the  other  hand,  have 
good  evidence  to  the  efEect  that  the 
tenants  have  been  trying  to  pay, 
have  been  selling  cattle  to  pay,  and 
have  been  borrowing  to  pay.  We 
know  that  there  has  been  a  bad  potato 
crop,  and  that  some  of  the  tenants  are 
now  behind.  But  as  far  as  rebellion 
against  the  law  is  concerned,  that  is 
over,  and  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or*  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell),  denies 
that  what  is  going  on  at  present  is  not  a 
contumacious  and  illegal  refusal  of  rents. 
I  have  just  had  a  telegram  put  into  my 
liand,  stating  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
arbitration  at  Gweedore,  everything  has 
jSir  G.  1  revel y an 
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been  paid  to  the  very  last  farthing.  On 
the  whole,  these  arbitrations  have  been 
most  successful.  But  the  Government 
would  enjoy  advantages  which  private 
arbitrators  do  not  possess. .  They  would 
be  able  to  feel  the  pulse  of  the  district  to 
which  they  went,  and  to  judge  whether 
an  arbitration  would  be  favourable  in 
that  district.  I  will  conclude  by  saying 
this  to  the  Irish  landlords :  If  you  do 
think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  not 
yet  been  defeated,  and  you  do  not  agree 
with  this  Amendment,  and  endeavour  to 
clear  away  all  that  remains  of  this 
wretched  quarrel,  you  will  be  doings 
something  that  is  unwise.  But  if  you 
think  the  Plan  has  been  defeated, 
then  you  will  be  doing  something  both 
ungracious  and  unwise  in  not  agreeing 
to  this  proposal.  To  the  Govemmeut 
I  say  this:  Seeing  that  Ireland  is,  in 
their  opinion,  quieting  down,  let  them 
remove  the  last  relics  of  agrarian  dis- 
order by  accepting  this  Amendment. 

(11.59.)     The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
213  ;  Noes  152.— (Div.  List,  No.  25.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That   Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Supply — Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

MOTION. 


LTCENSING   (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Licensing  (Ireland)  Acta,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald,  and  Mr.  Cox. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  ISO.] 


PURCHASE    OF    LAND,  &c.    (IRELAND) 
BILL,  1890-91  (SINKING  FUNDS.) 

Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Return  showing  the  operation  of  Sink- 
ing Funds  on  first  Advances  and  additional 
Advances  under  the  Purchase  of  Land,  &o. 
(Ireland)  Bill,  1890-91."— (if r.  Jackton.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed* 
[No.  65.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Cottesloe,  after  tlie  deatli 
of  hii  father. 

ARABI  PASKA. 

QUESTIONS— ODSERVATIOKS. 

•ExRL  DE  LA  WARE:  My  Lords,  I 
wish  to  ask  Her  Majosty's  Government 
whether  they  are  in  possess  ion  of  infor- 
mation relative  to  the  state  of  health  of 
Arabi  Pasha  in  Ceylon ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  will  lay  that  information 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House?  I  am  in- 
duced to  ask  this  question  in  consequence 
of  reports  which  have  reached  this 
country,  and  which  I  believe  from  private 
information  to  be  correct,  that  Anibi 
Pasha  is  suffering  greatly  from  the  eiTccts 
of  the  climate  of  Ceylon.  It  will  l>o  in 
the  recollection  of  your  Lordships  that 
Arabi  was  banished  to  Ceylon  for  the 
crime — if  it  can  be  called  a  crime — of 
fighting  for  the  independence  of  his 
country ;  and  I  hope  to  hear  from  the 
Government  that  they  consider  that  the 
so-called  crime  has  been  now  atoned  f«ir, 
and  that  the  aged  Eg-yptian  exile  mrty 
be  ^allowed  to  end  his  days  in  his 
own  country  and  among  his  own 
people. 

The  prime  MINISTER  ani>  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOK  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  the  question  of  the  noble  Earl 
raises  somewhat  extensive  speculations 
on  the  suhjept  of  political  ethics.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  lately  about  the 
difference  between  political  and  ordinary 
offences ;  but  I  never  expected  to  hear 
the  distinction  strained  so  far  as  to  make 
Arabi  Pasha  an  innocent  man.  The 
crime  for  which  he  was  tried,  aod  for 
which  he  was  condemned  to  death,  was 
not  Ihat  of  fighting  for  his  country, 
bat  that  of  rebelling,  he  being  a 
soldier,  against  his  Sovereign.  He 
Mraa  condemned  for  military  mutiny,  and 
if  he  had  been  a  less  distinguished  person 
he  would  undoubtedly  have  been  shot. 
The  Government  of  that  day,  for 
reasons  which  I  will  not  in  the  h^aBt 
contest,  which  I  have  no  doubt  they  con- 
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sidered  sufficient,  thought  it  desirable  to 
press  on  the  Egyptian  Government  that 
the  sentence  should  he  commuted,  and 
the  sentence  was  commuted  to  perpetual 
banishment.  I  do  not  in  the  least 
impugn  the  wisdom  or  discretion  of  their 
action ;  but  I  cannot  admit  tliat  Arabi 
Pftsha  is,  among  the  other  offenders, 
entitled  to  the  very  special  sympathy 
which  my  noble  Friend  ha^*  assigned  to 
hinit  But  I  quite  agree  that  the  banish- 
mojst  should  Ije  simply  banishment ;  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  banishment  to  a 
climiite  which  would  seriously  endanger 
the  offender's  health.  That  was  not  la 
the  terras  of  the  original  sentence. 
When,  therefore,  it  was  shown  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  that  there  wem 
persons  who  believed  that  the  health 
of  Arabi  Pasha  and  of  some  of  hia 
companions  was  being  seriously  affected 
by  their  residence  in  Ceylon  a  medical 
inquiry  was  ordered  to  be  held.  A 
Medical  Board  was  appointed  last  autumn 
to  examine  and  inquire  into  the  state- 
ment  They  did  examine,  and  their 
Report  was  that  the  climate  of  Ceylon 
had  exercised  no  injurious  effect 
upon  the  health  of  the  banished 
persona.  In  thesj  circumstances,  it  did 
not  appear  necessary  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  urge  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  make  any  change  in  the 
puliey  they  were  pursuing.  The  par- 
ticuhir  doL'umeut  in  which  the  opinion 
of  the  Medical  B.mrd  is  recorded  is  not^ 
I  think,  in  this  country.  I  think  it  was 
sent  to  Ej/ypt,  and  is  tbere  now  ;  but  I 
will  inquire  of  Sir  Evelyn  Baring 
whether  there  would  be  any  diiliculty 
in  producing  it ;  and,  unless  I  hear  that. 
there  are  re^isons  which  I  do  not  eip^ict 
to  hear,  I  should  l>o  very  happy  to  lay 
it  on  tlio  Table  of  the  House. 

*Earl  DE  LA  WARE:  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Marquess  what  was  the  date  of 
that  Report  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  It 
was  made  la.st  autumn;  but  I  cannot  give 
the  pi'ecise  date. 


THE  PLEURO- PNEUMONIA   ORDER. 

QUESTION— OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY,  in  rising^ 
to  ask  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  whether  tho 
Board  of  Agriculture  would  grant  special 
licences,  after  full  inquiry,  to  pedigree 
cattle  entered  for  the  approaching  spring 
3  0 
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Bales  at  Perth,  InTernoss,  and  elsewhere, 
although  such  cattle  may  be  located  in 
countiefi    now     scheduled     under    the 
•*  Pleuro-pneamonia   Order/*   said  :    My 
Lords,    the  breeders  of  pedigree  cattle 
throughout  the  country  ore  very  seriously 
inconvenienced    hy   the    scheduling    of 
whole  coiiotieR  under  the  Pleuropneu- 
monia  Order,  and  tlie  question  which  I 
have  to  put  tc^niynohle  Friend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  i.^,  whether  certificates  could 
not  be  granted  lor  those  cattle  to  attend 
the  Spring  Sales  1  I  may  explain,  ia  a  few 
words,  the  reason  for  this  demand.    The 
breeders  rely  upon  theS3  Spring  Bales  for 
getting  rid    of    their   animals.       Unless 
breeders  are  able  to  send   them  t<>  the 
annual    sales   throughout   the    country, 
which    are    looked  forward  to  for    that 
purpose,  breeders  are   unable  to  sell  the 
aninmls   they  have  bred,   and    I  he   loss 
thereby  caused  to  them   is  considerable. 
I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  considered  that  I 
put  this  question  in  nny  way  antogoniottc 
to  the  Bmrd  of  Agriculture,  wlio,  I  am 
sure  it  will   be  recognised,   are    taking 
very  vigorous   means  for  stamping  out 
pleuro^pneumnnia  ;  but  it  is  known  that 
among  these  pedigree   herds  there   has 
been  no  case  of  pleuro-pncumonia,  and 
that   ifc    is    very    unjast,    therefore,    to 
include    them     in     the     scheduling    of 
counties.      Tf   proper   inquiry   is   xnade 
they    might,    with     perfect    safety,    be 
brought  to  these  sales,  and  transaiitted 
under  certificates  to  any  place   to  those 
persons     who    have     purchased     them. 
This  asKista  both  ways,  because  not  only 
would  bulls  entered  from   places  wlucli 
ar3  not   schednled  at  auctions    lie  Id   in 
trchedaled    districts    be    allowed   to   be 
removed,    but    it     would    permit     the 
movement  of    such  animals    within   the 
scheduled    country,       I   most    earnestly 
hope   that   the    President  of   the  Board 
of  AgricuUure   will  be    able    to  see  his 
way    to  giving  this    relief   to    breeders 
of   pedigree  cattle,  who  will   otherwise 
suffer   serious   loss.     I   beg   to  put  the 
question  which  stands  in  my  name. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadogan):  Mylx>rds,  the  Doard  of  Agri- 
culture have  carefully  con  side  red  theques 
tiou  to  which  the  noble  Marquess  has 
referred,  but  they  are  unable  to  grant  the 
special  licences  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
cattle  in  an  infected  district,  which  is 
scheduled  under  the  Pleuro-pneamonia 
Order,  to  bo  exposed  for  public  sale 
T/te  Marquess  of  Iluni^y  ' 


beyond  the  limits  of  such  district.  To 
concede  what  my  noble  Friend  asks 
would  be  tantamount  to  revoking  the 
Order  for  all  practical  purpose Sw  Tha 
Order  is  essential  for  carrying  out  the 
Plearo-pneumonia  Act.  If  I  understand 
the  question  of  my  noble  Friend  arighty 
he  proposes  to  bring  cattle  to  sales  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  in  several 
instances  from  parts  adjacent  to  those 
whers  pleura- pneumonia  is  already  iji 
existence, 

♦The  Makquess  op  HUNTLY  :  No; 
certjiinly  not.  On  th«  contrary,  t 
should  desire  to  be  very  careful  that  no 
animals  should  be  brought  from  an  in- 
fected circle. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  Bu^  under  such 
circumstances,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Bonrd  to  say  that  any  sale  could  bo 
held  without  risk  of  infection.  Certifi- 
cates might  be  asked  for  cattle  which 
had  been  exposed  to  danger,  though 
apparently  healthy,  and  tho  Board  would 
not  be  justified  in  granting  licences  to 
place  out^side  a  scheduled  district  cattle 
which  had  been  exposed  to  that  danger. 
I  may  mention  that  for  purposes  of 
breeding  the  Board  have  already  in- 
dicated  their  willinguess  to  give  special 
movement  orders  for  pedigree  buUft 
to  bo  transferred  from  one  district  to- 
another,  but  only  after  special  examina* 
tion,  and  in  special  cases. 
♦The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY :  Thc» 
last  part  of  the  noble  EarFs  answer  realljr 
comprises  all  I  ask  with  regard  to  pedi- 
gree bulls  ;  but  in  the  North  we  cannot 
understand  what  has  to  be  done.  Thai 
was  the  XQvy  object  of  my  question.  Per* 
hajs  the  noble  Earl  will  promise  that 
directions  or  orders  will  be  promulgated, 
so  as  to  inform  pedigree  breeders  what  is- 
required  ? 

Eaml  CADOGAN :  I  am  afraid,  from 
information  which  I  have  received  from 
the  President  of  tho  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, that  I  can  give  no  promise  whatever 
to  the  noble  Marquess,  nor  can  I  hold 
out  any  hope  to  him  that  his  request 
will  be  acceded  to. 

THAMWAYS  ORDER  IX  COUNCIL  (IRE- 
LAND) (ATHENKY  AND  TUAM  RAIL- 
WAY) BILL.     (No.  19.) 
House    in   Committee    (according    to 
ortier)  ;  Bill   reported   without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  to-morrow. 
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CUSTODY  OF  CHILDUEX  BILL.  (No.  18.) 
SECOND   READING* 

Order  of  the  DaLj  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing-, read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Iteading  of 
this  Bill  I  ask  your  Lordships'  patience 
for  a  few  momenta  while  I  aiention  a 
few  facts  in  connection  with  the  measure 
a3  it  orig^inally  pissed  your  Lordships' 
House  and  with  its  fate  in  anotbcr  place. 
A  Member  of  your  Lordshipti*  House, 
whom  I  regret  not  to  kco  present  (the 
Earl  of  Meath),  originallj  brought  the 
question  forward  ;  and  in  the  address 
which  ho  delivered  to  your  Lordships 
up:>n  it  he  established,  certainly  to  my 
satisfaction,  and  1  believe  to  the 
satisfaction  of  most  of  your  Lord- 
ships, the  fact  that  there  is  an 
evil  which  requires  to  be  remedied. 
Bat  it  appeared  to  ma  that  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  wa&  not 
altogether  appropriate ;  it  appeared  to 
me  to  interfere  tix)  much  with,  and  to 
shake  the  foundations  of,  the  right  of 
parental  control.  I  certainly  tht>ULrht 
that  the  object  aimed  at  by  tbo  noble 
Lord  could  be  met  by  a  simpler  form  of 
procedure.  On  the  part  of  the  Govern* 
meat,  I  undertook  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  I  accordingly  brought  in  a  Bill 
which  was  certainly  very  short  and 
simple  ;  in  fact,  I  believe  that  some  of 
your  Lordships  thought  that  while  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Eiirl  went  too  far,  my 
Bill  did  not  go  far  enough.  The  two 
Bills  were,  in  the  result,  referred  to  one 
of  the  Standing  Committees,  and  were 
there  very  fully  considertd.  Forty-five 
Peers  attended  npin  that  Committee,  the 
conditions  certainly  were  calculated  to  add 
weight  and  authority  to  its  proceedings, 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  actuated  by  a  desire  to 
amend  the  law.  For  two  days,  I  think, 
and  part  of  a  third  day,  the  deliberations 
of  that  Committee  were  conducted,  the 
matter  being  very  freely  discussed  among 
persons  representing  differeiit  religious 
opinions,  but  all  the  Peers  in  attendance 
being  desirous  of  amending  the  law  in  a 
direction  which  would  get  rid  of  the  evils 
which  undoubtedly  exist.  The  rciiult  of 
their  deliberations  was  a  Report  which 
was  adopted  unanimously,  and  with  a 
slight  alteration,  moved  by  myself,  lest 
the  existing  state  of  tlie  law  with  regard 


to  the  discretion  of  the  Court  should  be 
interfered  with  by  the  language  used  in 
the  Bill,  and  preserving  therefore  the  right 
of  the  Court  to  consider  the  wishes  of  the 
child  itself,  the  Bill  recommended  by  the 
Committee  passed  this  House  by  the 
unanimous  vote  of  your  Lordships, 
In  the  Houso  of  Commons  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
House,  when  the  Bill  was  brought  on 
there  for  consideration,  had  entered  Into 
an  engagement  with  the  Members  of 
that  House  that  contentious  mattera 
should  not  be  introduced  at  that  period 
of  the  Session.  Although  a  considerable 
number  of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  were  in  favour  of  the  BUI,  it 
was  felt  that  at  that  |>eriod  of  the 
Session,  and  after  the  pledge  that  had 
btren  given  by  the  Government,  it  waa 
impossible  to  proceed  with  it,  and  it 
was  dropped.  I  regret  that  that  result 
should  have  happened,  and  I  believe 
that  the  occurrence  of  the  intervening 
period  has  been  fraught  with  great 
mischief.  It  is  one  of  the  results  of  the 
discussion  of  a  subject  of  this  kind, 
followed  by  an  ineSectual  attempt  to- 
legislate,  that  opportunity  is  presented 
t/y  people  to  take  advantage  of  the  state 
of  the  law  that  has  been  disclosed.  The 
evils  disclosed  were  monstrous,  and  such 
as  undoubtedly  and  urgently  demanded 
a  remedy.  It  was  evident  that  the 
parental  rights  which  the  common  law 
iiave  given  were  being  grossly  abused, 
nnd  in  some  instances  for  prosely^ 
ti^slng  purposes  by  Societies  in  the 
interests  of  one  religion  or  another. 
It  might  be  said  for  both  sets  of  prosely- 
tize rs  that  they  endeavoured,  at  all 
events,  to  promote  the  moral  and  social 
welfare  of  the  children  whom  they  took 
into  their  charge  ;  and,  perhaps,  it  is 
only  natural  that  they  should  desire  to 
give  to  children  that  religious  education 
which  they  believed  would  be  of  most 
advantage  to  thsm.  But  what  can  be 
said  for  parents  who,  by  the  nypothesifl 
upon  which  alone  the  Bill  could  be  ap- 
plicable to  them,  have  abandoned  every 
parental  duty, and  only  strive  to  make  us© 
of  their  parental  rights  for  the  purpose  of 
extorting  money  from  those  wlio  have 
rescued  their  children  from  wretched* 
ness,  and  sometimes  from  sin  and  vice  ? 
Apart,  however,  from  the  proselytizinfjf 
aims  of  any  Society,  there  are  a  number 
of  benevolent  and  charitable  people  who 
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have  no  other  aim  tliao  that  of  rescuing 
children  from   miserahle   surroundings, 
and  seeing  that  they  are  properly  cairod 
for ;  and  these  people  are  also  made  th« 
victims  of  abandoned  parents,  who  have 
sometimes     demanded    to    have    their 
children   priven   back   to   tbem   for  the 
vilest  of  all  purposes,  with  the  object  of 
extorting  money,  or  else  that  the  parents 
themselves  might  derive  pecuniary  ad- 
vantage   from    the    wages    that    their 
<^bildren    might  be   capible  of   earning 
from      the     train  iag     they     have     re- 
ceived.      I    believe   that  the  Bill  as  it 
is  now  settled,  moulded  as  it   has  been 
by  the  dolib^nitions  of  the  Committee, 
simply  gives  to  the  children  of  the  poor 
the  same   kind    of    protection   that  the 
Court  of  Chancery  extends  to  the  chil- 
drflri  of  the  rich»     It   is  obvious  that  the 
Bill  u  nifist  iirifently  d^mmded  from  the 
fiicfcs  which  have  been  ma«Ie  public  from 
time  to  time,  and  which  come  to  me  now 
from  day  to  day,  that  efforts  are    being 
jiiade  by  tlie  most   abandoned  parents  to 
^resume  possassion  of  children  under  such 
r^jircumHtances  that  no  one  could  say  they 
were  just  either  fc«5   tlis  children  or  to 
•  g-xiiety,  or  tfiat  in  justice  or  truth  such 
(nrents  o  v^rhfc  to  have  the  p3wer  to  exer- 
-rise  tlie  Common  Law  rig^ht  given  them. 
Under  thesb*  circumstances,!  cannot  for- 
baar  from  p)intini|  out  that  those  who 
^rolotiiT   the  existing  condition  of  thing-a 
incur  a  very  grave  responsibility,   and 
that    they  are    acting    contrary   to  the 
unanimous  opinion   of  a  Committee,  in- 
cluding men  of  all  shades  of  politics  and 
of  different  reliiifious  beliefs.     The  ori- 
gination   of   this     measure     cannot   be 
attributed   to  one  side  in  politics^  and 
certainly  not  to  one  side  in  religion.     It 
is   a   distinctly   serious   and    an  almost 
.awful  (consideration  thnt  a   few  narrow- 
minded  persons  should,  by  their  opposi- 
tion,  delny   the   passing  of  a  who'esoma 
and  necessary  piece    of  legislation.     My 
Lords^  I  thought  it  right  to  make  these 
observations,    that  the  Bill   should   not 
-P'\8S   without   something   being  snid  to 
show   the  urgent   need  of  the    matter 
being  dealt  with  ;   and  I   hope   the  Bill 
'W  i  111  no  w  rec e  i  ve  t he  u  n  a n  i  raous  ap  pro val 
of  the  other  House,  and  that  those  who 
have  obstructed  it  will  see  that  by  con- 
tinuing^ to  do  so  they  wiil    be   incurring 
a   very   serious  responsibility  Ixsfore  the 
country   in   delaying  a  wholesome   and 
neces<;ary  reform, 

Tke  Lord  Chancellor 


Moved,  *^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V* 
— (The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

♦Lord  THRmG :  My  Lords,  I  desire 
to  make  a  few  observations  upon  this 
Bill,  in  which  I  take  the  deepest  interest. 
I  think  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  society  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  taken  up  the 
Bill  and  pressed  it  upon  Parliament 
through  its  several  stages.  I  know  that 
I  am  liable  to  be  regarded  aa  a  philan- 
thropic faddist ;  but  I  do  not  care  about 
that  in  this  instance,  although  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  arc  in  favour  of  benevo- 
lent legislation,  or  who  think  that  people 
can  be  converted  from  wickedness  to 
goodness  by  Act  of  Parliament.  What 
I  do  say  is  this  :  that  where  there  is  an 
existing  law  which  is  shown  to  interfere 
with  a  course  of  action  which  is  bene- 
ficial to  many  of  Her  Majesty^s  subjects, 
and  to  the  most  helpless  class  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  1  trust  your  Lord- 
ships will  not  be  deterred  from  repealing 
that  law  immediately.  Now,  what  are 
the  circumstances  under  which  this  Bill 
is  brought  forward  1  What  are  the  cases 
to  which  it  applies  1  It  applies  princi- 
pally to  two  classes  of  children :  the 
deserted  children  found  in  workhouses, 
and  the  waif^i  and  strays,  the  "  ^tter- 
children,**  as  they  are  often  called,  who 
may  be  picked  up  by  benevolent  persons 
in  the  street,  Wlmt  is  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  deserted  workhouse  children, 
those  poor  deserted  workhouse  children, 
who  have  never  known  anything  but 
the  monotonous  onlerly  duhiess  of  a 
workhouse,  who  have  really  never  felt 
any  individual  existence  ?  In  every 
well-managed  union  they  are  put  out 
to  fo8ter-[>a rents  under  the  guidance  of 
a  committee,  and  it  was  shown  before  a 
Committee  upon  which  I  hud  the  honour 
of  sitting,  of  which  Lord  Kimberley  was 
Chairman,  that  those  foster-parents  are 
almost  invariably  kind  to  the  children 
entrusted  tt>  them;  that  they  usually 
take  the  greatest  care  of  the  little  beings 
until  they  are  able  to  be  put  to  some  em* 
ployraonfe;  and  that  they  look  after  them 
during  their  after  life  if  not  interfered 
with.  But  what  usually  happens  is  that 
when  one  of  these  littki  children  who 
have  been  rescued  and  trained  up  to  the 
age  of  15  or  16  is  able  to  earn  a  small 
wage,  the  parent  who  has  never  shown 
any  care  for  his  child  demands  that  it 
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shall  be  peturned  to  him,  and  it.  ia  very 
often  taken  back  to  misery  and  ruin. 
Take  the  ciise  of  the  little  waifs  and 
strays.  They  are  taken  charge  of  by 
kind  and  benevolent  people,  are  clothed, 
maintained  and  educated  at  the  expense 
of  those  people,  sometimes  with  the 
knowledge  and  at  the  voluntary 
action  of  the  parents,  while  sometimes 
they  are  children  whose  parents  cannot 
be  found,  and  who  are  in  tbe  position  of 
deserted  children.  Hero,  again,  the 
same  thing  happens*  The  time  arrives 
when  these  poor  children  can  earn 
wages,  and  they  have  to  be  delivered 
up  again  to  their  wretched  abandoned 
parents  under  this  wicked  and  cruel 
law.  What  possible  objection  can  thei^ 
be  to  repealing  this  law  ?  Surely  in  the 
case  of  workhouse  children,  who  have 
been  maintained  and  clothed  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  pnbliC)  the  com rti  unity  htis 
a  right  to  say  the  entire  expenditure 
which  has  been  bestowed  ujwn  tliem 
shall  not  be  wasted,  and  that  something 
ghall  be  done  to  ensure  that  they  shall 
be  brought  up  in  the  cour-^e  in  which 
they  have  been  educated  at  the  exponsR 
of  the  State  !  Take,  again,  the  case  of 
the  waifs  and  stmys ;  is  it  right 
that  kind  and  benevolent  people  should 
at  the  very  moment  when  the  child 
is  in  the  greiitest  danger  at  the 
age  of  perhaps  15  be  deprived  of  the 
control  over  that  child  ?  Is  that  right 
or  just,  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
munity 1  From  all  wo  can  learn  from 
a  book  by  Mr.  Booth — not  General 
Booth's  Darki'st  England  —  hwt  a  book 
upon  the  condition  of  tbe  East  Ead  of 
London,  it  seemjs  that  often  the  only 
hope  of  saving  the  children  is  to  take 
thera  away  and  keep  them  from  thoir 
parents,  and  to  bring  them  up  under 
ordinarily  good  conditions*  The  money 
and  the  effort  that  has  been  ex  pet  id  ed 
upon  a  child  in  so  far  helping  to  make  it 
a  useful  member  of  society  should  not 
be  thrown  away  by  restoring  tbe  child 
to  the  custfxly  of  those  from  whose 
cruelty,  neglect,  and  bad  example  it  baa 
been  rescued.  Is  it  the  object  or  inten- 
tion of  the  law^  that  these  poor  children 
should  bo  handed  over  to  degmdation 
and  ruin  ?  Surely  not.  What  possible 
harm  can  be  done  by  preventing  it '?  I 
have  been  told  that  the  measure  is  an 
attack  upon  the  home,  and  upon  parental 
control.     The  "  home,"  forsooth  1     Wha^ 


baa  been  the  home  of  these  children  ol 
the  workhouse?  How  can  that  home 
possibly  be  invaded  1  What  has  been 
the  home  of  the  waifs  and  strays  ?  The 
streets.  Are  the  streets  a  home  to 
which  we  are  bound  to  pay  any  regard  t 
It  is  idle  to  talk  of  the  parents*  "  home  ** 
when  the  only  home  of  these  rescued 
waifs  and  strays  has  been  the  streets. 
Then,  again,  with  respect  to  parental 
control,  I  have  heard  one  individual 
talk  of  the  desecration  of  the  Fifth 
Commandment.  Is  tliere  anj  command, 
div'tne  or  human,  which  lajs  an  obit* 
gilt  ion  upon  any  one,  even  upon  thest? 
poor  children,  to  honour  Hnd  obey  their 
drunken  and  pfofligato  jarents,  who 
have  never  discharged  anyone  of  the 
duties  of  parent'*?  Then  the  last  argu- 
ment I  have  heard  is  that  with  regard 
to  religion  as  it  is  CrtUed.  R.-ally  I 
think  it  is  a  mere  mockery  to  say  that 
any  religious  diUerences  should  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  saving  of 
these  poor  children.  Is  is  not  better 
that  a  child  should  be  brought  by  even 
the  most  bigoted  sect  that  can  be  found 
in  Eugland,  but  in  molality  and  decency 
than  that  it  should  l:»e  allowfd  to  be 
placed  in  surroundings  of  immorality 
and  indecency  ?  But  even  if  there  were 
a  chance  of  Ihe  father's  religion  being 
disregarded,  or  if  it  is  necessary  that 
in  such  eases  the  father's  inalienabh* 
right,  as  they  call  it,  to  have  Lis  child 
educated  in  a  particular  religion,  should! 
be  maintained  with  so  much  strictness., 
all  1  can  say  is  that  the  Bill  safeguards, 
it,  and  provides  that  the  duty  shall  bo 
imjxpsed  of  seeing  that  the  child  shall 
h©  brought  up  in  tl^e  religion  which  its 
parent  may  require  it  should  be  brought 
up  in,  1  do  not  pretend  to  say  that 
fcliLs  Bill  is  a  great  nr  comprehensive  or 
heroic  measure,  but  it  is  a  measure  which> 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  has  said,  is  roost  urgently 
needed.  It  is  a  Bill  which  will  give- 
heart  to  those  benevolent  persons  of 
whom  everybody  has  heard,  whom  these 
who  sat  upon  the  Sweating  Commission 
or  the  Poor  Law  Commission  know, 
and  to  those  societies  of  good  and  kind 
jieople  who  are  working  obscurely  yet 
earuestly  and  diligently,  who  give  their 
time,  their  money,  and  their  thoughts^ 
througliout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  land,  in  reclaiming  the  abandoned 
children  of  the  poor.     I  say  it  is  a  Bill 
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which  caniioi  do  liarm  ;  that  it  is  a  tnea* 
sure  which  must  do  much  good ;  and  I 
trust  jour  Lordships  will  give  such  an 
assent  to  it  that  in  the  other  Houso  of 
Parliament  it  will  meet  with  that  atten- 
tion which  I  am  sony  to  say  it  did  not 
receive  during-  last  Session, 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  L.uds,  I 
8 h on  id  lilce  to  say  a  word  or  two  to  add 
mj  hearty  support  bo  the  measure  which 
has  been  introduced  by  ray  ntihle  and 
learned  Friend.  It  is  ditlionlt  to  see 
how  there  can  be  any  controversy  as  to 
the  principle  underlying  thia  legislation. 
It  assumes,  what  surely  is  known  to  be 
the  fact,  that  a  parent  may  so  conduct 
himself  towards  his  child  as  to  shock  all 
right  feeling.  When  a  parent  has  aban- 
doned or  deserted  his  child,  has  cared 
nothing  for  it,  and  has  left  it  to  be  cared 
for  by  others,  it  is  outrageous  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  go  before  a  Court 
and  say,  *'  Although  I  have  neglected 
every  dnty  which  I  owed  to  my  child, 
and  although  to  deliver  it  up  to  me  now 
will  be  most  disastrous  to  the  child,  still 
I  have  a  legal  right  to  the  custody  of 
the  child,  that  custody  I  will  have,  and 
yon  ransfc  give  it  to  me/'  Can  anyone 
maintain  such  a  proposition  thus  barely 
stated,  and  say  that  ought  to  be  law  ? 
All  that  this  legislation  proposes  to  do 
is  that,  where  the  Court  is  satisfied  that 
a  parent  has  so  behaved  as  to  disentitle 
him  to  the  custody  of  the  child,  it  shall 
have  power  to  refuse  its  aid  to  procure 
the  delivery  of  that  child  hack  to  the 
parent.  Tlie  only  objection  which  I 
have  heard  raised  is  that  which  arises 
out  of  what  is  sometimes  called  the  reli- 
gious difficulty.  I  believe  that  this  diffi- 
culty may  be  greatly  exaggerated ;  and 
it  seems  to  me  absnrd  to  suppose  tliat 
your  Lordships  cannot  so  safeguard  this 
legislation  as  to  meet  that  ditlieulty,  and 
yet  carry  out  this  beneficial  change  in 
the  law.  I  do  not  believe  that,  on 
account  of  the  religious  difficulty  which 
may  arise  in  one  case  out  of  a  vast 
number  of  instances,  your  Lordships 
will  leave  the  children  unprotet'tyd, 
and  compel  the  Courts  to  deliver  them 
op  to  parents  >v ho  ought  not  to  have  the 
custody  of  them.  That  is  a  proposition 
which  surely,  it  seems  i<o  me,  it  is  diffi* 
cult  to  insist  npon.  If  the  present  safe- 
guard ill  the  Bill  is  not  sufficient,  suggest 
additional  safeguards ;  but  I  would  call 
the  attention  of  those  who  are  pressed 
Lo^'d  ThHng 


with  this  difficulty  to  the  fact  that  thi» 
reUginus  question  was  very  fully  dis- 
cussed in  the  Standing  Committee  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  and  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they  now  stand 
were  inserted  on  account  of  that  diiii- 
culty,  and  met  with  the  full  jissent  and 
approval  of  tho^^e  who  were  pressed  by 
that  difficulty,  and  who  urged  it  upon 
the  Committee.  As  that  difficulty — the 
only  difficulty,  as  it  seems  to  me — haa 
been  met,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the 
Bill  should  not  speedily  become  law. 
Again  I  say,  if  the  present  provisions 
and  safeguards  are  not  sufficient,  in 
the  opinion  of  any  of  your  Lordships, 
to  meet  what  is  called  the  religious 
difficulty,  by  all  means  amend  them  ;  but 
do  not  let  that  objection  stand  in  the 
way.  Those  who,  on  account  of  this 
difficulty,  delay  or  render  impossible 
this  beneficial  legislation,  ivill,  in  my 
opinion,  take  upon  themselves  nn  enor- 
mous responsibility,  and  I  would  only 
add  that  the  very  religion  whose  name 
they  invoke  imposes  upon  them  the 
highest  possible  duty  of  suggesting  pro- 
visions which  may  be  deemed  sufficient. 
TeE  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Since 
I  addre,ssed  your  Lttrdships  just  now, 
several  cases  have  been  put  into  my 
hands  which  have  occurred  recently,  and 
which  ray  noble  Friend  is  anxious  should 
he  quoted.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
read  the  particulars  of  ihem,  but  in  each 
case  the  child  who  had  begun  to  support 
itself  in  respectability  and  with  intelli- 
gence had  been  taken  from  the  place 
where  it  had  established  itself.  In  the 
last  ciise — I  think  I  had  better  quote  more 
of  the  particulars,  taking  one  example 
out  of  many  —  a  father  had  deserted 
his  six  children.  He  ivas  sent  to 
prison,  and  when  the  man  came  out 
he  began  to  live  with  another  woman. 
The  father  brought  back  two  girls,  of  12 
and  1 4  years  of  age,  to  live  with  this 
woraan^  whom  he  had  taken  instead  of 
his  wife,  and  to  look  after  their  illegi- 
timate children. 

On  Question,  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2-^ 
accordingly;  and  commilted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  Houso  on  Thursday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutca  past  Five 

o*clock,  till  To-morrow,  i*  quarter 

paat  Ten  o' clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Snd  Februai%  189L 


UNOPPOSED    MOTIONS. 


ENDOWED  CHARITIES  (CQMBEULAND). 
Befcara  ordc^red— 

**  Of  the  Digest  of  Endowed  Charities  in  the 
-County  gf  CumborUnd,  the  particulars  of 
which  arc  reconled  in  the  hooka  of  the  Chaiity 
Coramisaioners  for  England  and  Wales,  but 
'  are  not  recorded  in  the  General  Digest  of 
Endowed  Charittea  in  that  county,  186i-d  (in 
HCOntinualion  of  PiirliamentaTy  Paper,  No.  433 
(17),  of  Session    186S)/*— (.Ifr.   Jamt*  WilUam 

ENDOWED  CHARITIES  (DERBY). 

Return  ordered  — 

"Of  the  Digest  of  Endowed  Charitiea  in  tho 
County  of  Derby,  the  particulajs  of  which  aro 
recorded  in  the  boobs  of  the  Charity  Commts  • 
sioners  for  Eoglaud  and  Wales,  but  are  not 
recorded  in  the  General  Digest  of  Endowed 
<Jharitiiia  in  I  hut  county,  1869-70  (in  continua* 
lion  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  25,  of  ^eaaion 
ISn},'*— {Mr.  Jmnex  fFtlltam  Luwih$r.) 

ENDOWED     CHARITIES    (NORTHAMP- 
TON). 
Return  ordered— 

**0f  the  Digest  of  Endowed  Charitiea  in  the 
Connty  of  Northampton,  the  particulars  of 
which  are  recorded  in  the  books  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales,  but 
are  not  recorded  in  the  General  Digest  of 
Endowed  Charities  in  that  county,  1870-2  {in 
coDtiQuatlon  of  pArliamentary  Paper,  No»  2o 
(I)  of  Session  1673).**— (i/r,  Jamei  TFiltiam 
Zowthir. ) 

ENDOWED   CHARITIES  (SURREY). 
Beturu  ordered^ — 

•'Of  the  Digest  of  Endowed  Chanties  in  the 
Gotmty  of  Surrey,  the  particulars  of  which 
are  recorded  in  the  hooks  of  the  Charity 
CommidsioncTS  for  England  and  Wales,  but 
are  not  recorded  m  the  General  Digest  of 
Endowed  Charities  in  that  county,  1861-3  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No,  433 
t(l4),  of  Session    1863)/*— (iff.  James  Waiiam 

EAST  INDIA  (SCARCITY  IN  EUMAON 
AND  GARWHAL). 

Address  for — 

■**  Copies  of,  or  extracts  from,  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  scarcity  which  prevailed  in  the 
Eumaon  and  Garwhal  districts  of  the  North- 
Weetem  Provineeiia  1690/'— (Ifr.  EowQi-tK) 


Q  U  EST  to  NS, 

SCOTCH  SALMON  FISHERY  RIGHTS. 

Mr.  eraser  MACKmTOSH  (In- 
veraesashire) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  Ixird 
Advocate  wliefeber  ho  is  aware  that  much 
dissatisfaction  prevails  in  Scotland  iu 
consequence  of  the  alienations  in  recent 
yeara  of  the  Crown  rights  to  salmon 
fiiibings  in  Scotland;  and  whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  state  the  intention  of 
Govt^rnraent  in  referenro  to  the  Report 
and  Recommendations  of  the  Goramifctee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  these  Crown 
rights  ? 

The  secretary  to treTREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  not  aware 
that  muiih  dissatisfaction  prevails  in 
Scotland  in  consequence  of  the  aliena- 
tions in  recent  years  of  the  Crown's 
rights  to  salmon  fishings  in  Scotland. 
The  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
missioners does  not  disclose  tho  pre- 
valence of  dissatisfaction  on  this  subject, 
and  tlie  Commissioners  report  that  — 

*'  The  Commisj^ioners  of  Woods  and  Forest* 
have  acted  judiciously  in  disposing  by  sale  of 
somf^  of  tho  ti^hint^s  of  which  they  had  pre- 
vioualy  iiscertnined  the  average  value  by 
letting  under  tender ;  and  that  in  their  opinion 
no  injury  was  done  to  the  pubUc  in  dispofiing; 
of  what  is  not  a  property  held  in  trust  by  thd 
Crown  for  the  public,  but  part  of  the  patri* 
moHiitm  of  the  Crown,  to  the  owners  of  lands 
ex  advent)  the  fiahio^s/^ 

In  reply  to  the  second  paragraph,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  had  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  question 
in  conjunction  with  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  owing  to  his  Lordship's  illness  ; 
but  I  may  point  out  that,  as  regards  the 
recommendations  relating  exclusively  to 
Crown  fishings,  the  Committee  were  not 
unanimous,  and  that  one  out  of  the  three 
members  of  the  CommittL'e  eacpresaed 
himself  as  decidedly  opposed  to  any  ex- 
ceptional treatment  of  C^rown  fishings— 
an  opinion  in  which  ho  is  supported  by 
a  considerable  number  of  witnesses  who 
appeared  before  tho  Committee,  and  by 
several  of  the  District  Fishery  Boards^ 
who  have  since  memorialised  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject.  The  recomraenda^ 
tions  of  tho  Committee  as  to  enforcing 
the  removal  of  illegal  fixed  engines  and 
the  removal  of  natui^al  obstructions 
which  impede  the  passage  of  salmon  to 
tbe  spawning  grounds  ara  clearly  desir- 
able   in  the   interest  of  the    public  at 
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large ;  and,  when  an  opportnnity  occnra 
for  introducing  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Scotch  Salmon  Fishery  Acts,  these  re- 
commendati  ana  will  not  be  lost  sight  of* 

ELECTORS  IN  THE  SCOTCH  CROFTER 
COUNTIES. 
Mb.  FRASERrMACKINTOSH  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  if  moved  for,  ho 
will  grant  a  Return,  limited  to 
the  Croftins^  Counties  of  Scotland, 
showing,  first,  the  nam  her  of  ParhV 
mentary  electors  in  each  parish  ;  and, 
second f  the  number  of  electors  in 
each  parish  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election 
of  School  Boards  ? 

♦The  loud  AVOCATE  (Mr.  J,  P. 
B.  HoBERTsON,  Bute) :  I  see  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  giving^  a  Re- 
iarn  of  the  Parliamentary  electors  in 
each  of  the  parishes  referred  to.  In 
regard  to  the  Return  of  iSchool  Board 
electors^  a  separate  roll  of  such  electors 
is  not  always  necessary  in  small  parishes  ; 
and  80  far  as  possible,  in  order  to  save 
expense,  the  dimwing  up  of  such  a  roll, 
even  where  necessary,  is  postponed  until 
it  is  certain  that  the  election  will  l)e 
contested.  Where  snch  a  separate  roll 
is  drawn  up,  it  may  be  done  either  by 
the  assessor  or  by  the  School  Bcmrd 
officials.  I  shall,  however,  be  glad  to 
give  a  Return  in  those  cases  where  the 
separate  roll  has  been  actually  drawn  up. 
This  could  not,  however,  be  done  until 
the  elections  have  taken  place. 

H.M,S.  SAh'H  PA  REI L~TUE  UO-TON 

GUN, 
Mr,  GOTJRLEr  (Sunderland)  r  I  beg 
to  aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  is  correct  that,  when 
under  trial,  one  of  the  110-lou  guns  of 
the  Sans  Pareil  was  hopelessly  disabled, 
after  firing  the  third  round  with  reduced 
charges ;  if  so,  can  he  state  the  cause  ; 
and  whether,  seeing  that  other  simihir 
big  guns  on  the  Victoria  and  Benbow 
liave  proved  failures,  it  is  intended  to 
abandon  guns  of  this  calibre,  or  replace 
them  with  Krupp  guns  similar  in  typo 
to  those  supplied  to  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment, and  which  have  already  stood  a 
test  of  200  rounds  without  the  sliglttest 
indication  af  any  defect  whatever  ? 
^  *The  first  lord  ,or  the  ADMI- 
RALTr  (Ijord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  It  is  not  true  that  one  of  the 
Mt\  Jackson 


1 10- ton  gnus  of  the  SariB  Pareil  was  hope* 
lessly  disabled  after  firing  the  third 
round  with  reduced  charges,  as  the  gun 
has  since  fired  six  rounds  with  maximum, 
service  charges.  The  gun  in  question  is 
stOl  under  proof,  and  has  not  been  as  yet 
accepted  into  the  Service,  The  other 
guns  of  this  calibre  in  the  VictoTia 
and  Benhow  have  not  pnjved  failures, 
and  it  is  not  intended  to  abandon  guD» 
of  this  calibre,  or  replace  them  with 
Krupp  guns  similar  in  type  in  the  three 
ships  in  which  these  guns  are  mounted. 
The  information  which  hns  reached  me 
gives  a  very  different  account  of  the 
performance  of  the  Krupp  gun  to  the- 
statement  of  the  hon,  Gentleman. 

ITINEUANT  MCSrCIANS. 
Mr,  JACOBY  (Derbyshire,  Mid.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  he  would  take  into 
con  side  mti  on  the  advisability  of  requir- 
ing all  itinerant  musicians  to  take  out 
licences,  such  licences  to  be  subject  to 
endorsement  by  Superintendents  of 
Police  in  respect  of  any  breach  of  any 
bye-laws  or  regulations  affecting  suck 
street  musicians? 

*The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE^ 
QUER  (Mr,  GoscnEN.  St.  George"* 
Hanuver  Square)  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  really  the 
function  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  impose  taxes  for  social  pur- 
poses ;  taxes  are  imposed  only  for  the 
purposes  of  raising  revenue.  If  it  be 
desirable  for  police  purposes  that  licences 
should  be  taken  out  by  the  people  alluded 
to — who,  although  I  daresay  they  ,iuflict 
excruciating  torture  upon  some  persons, 
yet  to  other  persons  do  afford  a  limited 
amount  of  enjoyment — it  would  be  for 
the  Home  Office,  and  not  for  the  Ex- 
chequer,  to  move  in  the  matter. 

THE  VALUATION  (METROPOLIS)  ACT. 
Mk.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  no  less  than  567  appeals  under 
**  The  Valuation  (Metropolis)  Act, 
IBGO,"  are  entered  for  trial  at  the  ap- 
proaching Quarter  Sessions  for  the 
County  of  London,  18  cjf  which  are 
appeals  by  the  London  County  Council, 
one  being  a  test  case  involving  the 
rating  of  some  4,000  hereditaments,  and 
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tbftt  the  trial  of  the  said  appeals,  wliich« 
under  Section  42,  Sub-section  (1 3),  of  the 
Act  must  be  determined  before  the 
ensning  Slst  of  March,  now  devolves,  by 
the  Local  Goverjnnent  Act,  upon  Sir  P. 
Edlin,  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  for  the  Connty  of  Jjondon ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  London 
County  Council  have  refased  to  incrt^ase 
the  salary  of  Sir  P.  Edlin,  although  the 
criminal  business  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  has,  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  been  increased  hy  one- 
third,  and  the  trial  of  all  assess- 
ment appeals  transferred  to  it  ; 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  enormous 
importance  to  the  ratepayers  of  London 
of  the  re-assessment  of  tlie  Metropolis, 
he  will  take  steps  to  re-constitute  the 
old  Court  of  Assessment  Sessions,  and 
charge  the  salary  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
same  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and 
thus  make  him  completely  independent 
of  the  London  County  Council,  whose 
appeals  he  is  required  to  adjudicate 
upon  ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  London  County  Council, 
he  will  advise  that  the  salary  attaching 
to  the  office  of  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  of  London  shall  besupplemented, 
on  public  grounds,  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  as  was  the  case  prior  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Local  Government  Act  ? 

Tot  SECRETARY  of  STATE  Foa 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews, Birmingham,  E<)  :  By  the  Local 
Government  Act  the  trial  of  the  appeals 
referred  to  devolves  upon  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  the  County  of  Loudon,  and 
can  take  place  before  the  Chairman  or 
before  his  deputies.  The  old  Court  of 
General  Assessment  Sessions  could  not 
be  re-constituted  without  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  its  revivaT^  if  possible, 
would  not  be  expedient  I  am  aware 
that,  although  Sir  P.  Edlin*s  duties  have 
been  largely  increased  by  the  Local 
Government  Act,  there  has  been  at 
present  no  increase  made  in  his  salary. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  act  on  tho  sugges- 
tion in  the  last  paragraph.  It  is  hardly 
accurate  to  say  that  before  the  Local 
Government  Act;  Sir  P.  Edlin *8  salary 
was  supplemented  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  He  had  a  fixed  salary,  of 
which  one-half  was  charged  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  and  one-half  on  the 
County   Rate*     Parliament  decided   by 


the  Local  Government  Act  that  the 
whole  of  the  salary  shall  be  paid  out  of 
the  County  Fund. 

AUMY  PENSIONS- CASE  OF  J,  HIGHAM. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  he  can  state  why  a  pension 
13  refused  in  the  case  of  John  High  am, 
who  enlisted  in  tho  Rc»yal  Horse  Guards 
at  Regent^a  Park  Barracks  in  1848,  aged 
19  years  ;  served  12  years  and  19  days; 
waswillingto  re-enlist,  but  was  refused  on 
account  of  bodily  injury  ;  and  left  with 
a  good  conduct  badge  ;  and  whether 
similar  applications  have  been  rejected 
in  the  same  way  without  any  reason 
being  given  1 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  xa 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Brodhick, 
Surrey,  Guildford)  :  John  Higham 
claimed  his  free  dischar>;e  from  tho 
Army  in  1860,  before  he  had  completed 
the  minimum  service  required  by  tho 
Regulations  to  quahfy  him  for  any 
pension.  There  is  no  record  of  his 
having  been  refused  permission  to  re- 
enlist,  nor  of  his  having  any  bodily 
injury.  Peusion  after  so  short  a  period 
of  service  cm  only  be  granted  when  a 
soldier  is  discharged  for  injuries  received 
in  the  Service. 

THE  LATE  DUKE  OF  BEDFORD. 
Mil.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E„  Rngby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Homo  Department  whether  he  has 
yet  ascertained  from  the  Coroner  if  the 
statement,  which  he  furnished  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  truly  repre^ 
sen  ted  the  facts  as  to  tho  inquest  upon 
the  late  Duke  of  Bedford  ;  whether  he 
has  been  informed  that,  in  this  case,  the 
usual  practice  was  departed  from,  and 
that  upon  the  notice  card  in  the  Coroner's 
office,  which,  for  the  information  of  tho 
public  and  the  Press,  gives  the  date», 
places,  times  and  numbers  of  inquests 
to  be  held,  no  reference  of  any  kind  was 
made  to  the  inquest  in  question  ;  whether 
it  is  the  custom  to  use  a  notice  card 
until  the  notices  extend  to  the  bottom 
of  tfie  card,  and  if  in  this  case  the  notice 
card,  although  not  filled  up  withnotices^ 
was  removed  on  the  afternoon  of  the 
day  of  the  public  announcement  of  the 
suicide,  and  destroyed,  and  another  card 
substituted  ]  and  whether  he  will  cause 
a  thorough   investigation  to   be   mado 
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into  all  the  circamstances^  in  order  that 
the  pabHc  may  know  upon  what  official 
in  the  Coroner'a  office  the  blamo  rests  t 
Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  question  im- 
plies  a  charge  of  uatruthfulness  against 
the  Coroner^  whicli  on  his  behalf  I  am 
bound  to  repudiate.  The  statement 
wbicb  he  furnished  truly  represented 
tho  facta.  The  usual  practice  was  not 
departed  from.  The  card  waa  filled  in, 
as  is  customary,  and  the  inquest  in  ques- 
tion was  referred  to  on  tKe  card,  the 
place  and  date  of  holding  it  being  men- 
tioned. Tbe  notice  card  never  mentions 
the  name  of  tbe  deceased.  It  was  not 
removed  before  it  was  filled.  The  hon. 
Member  i^  probably  not  aware  that  by 
iaw  it  was  absolutely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Coroner,  if  he  thought  proper,  to 
hold  the  inquiry  in  private.  I  am  not 
Aware  that  any  blame  attaches  to  any 
official  in  the  Coroners  office,  and  I 
should  not  be  justified  in  makin<>  any 
further  investigation  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested, 

♦Mr.  COBB:  If  I  cui  prove  to  the 
right  hou,  Gentleman*8  satisfaction  that 
the  statement  wliich  the  Coroner  made 
to  him  for  the  information  of  the  House 
ts  not  true,  will  further  inquiry  be 
made  into  the  matter  1 

Mu.  MATTHEWS  :  Of  course,  I  shall 
listen  with  the  greatest  attention  to  any 
proof  that  the  lion.  Member  tenders  to 
me,  and  I  shall  ar^t  upon  mj  judgment 
in  reference  to  it. 

POSTAL  FACTLITIE.S. 

Sir  Frederick:  mappin  (York, 

W.R.,  Hallamshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  it  is  the 
practice  of  the  Post  Office  authorities  to 
debver  letters  only  three  times  a  week 
in  a  parish  situated  six  or  seven  miles 
from  a  town  containing  more  than 
300,000  inhabitants;  and  whether  he 
will  re-consider  his  decision  declining  to 
aSord  better  postal  facilities  for  the 
parish  of  Bradfield,  near  Sheffield,  on  tbe 
ground  that  the  cost  would  exceed  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  letters  de- 
livered ? 
*1^HE  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes,  Cambridge  University) :  In  re* 
ply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state 
that  it  is  the  general  practice  of  the  De- 
partment U^  provide  for  an  official  de* 
livery  of  letters  six  days  a  week  in 
rural  districts  wherever  the  number  of 
Mr,  Cobb 


letters  to  be  delivered  warrants  the  coat, 
In  some  cases,  where  the  houses  are  very 
scattered  and  the  letters  few,  the  de- 
livery is  restricted  to  three  days  a  week, 
and  the  district  referred  to  in  the 
question  is  one  of  these.  The  expense 
even  now  incurred  in  matuULining  tbe 
three  days  pcjst  to  the  district  of  Brad- 
field  is  considerably  in  excess  of  the 
revenue  derived  from  the  letters  de- 
livered, and  I  regret  that  1  do  not  feel 
justified  in  inourriug  further  expen- 
diture. 

PIRACY  IN  THE  CHINESE  SEAS. 

Mr.  a.  E.  GATHORNE-HARDY 
(Sussex,  East  Grin  stead) :  I  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  plunder  of  the 
steam  ship  Xamoa  by  pirates  near  Hong 
Kong^  in  December  last,  and  the  murder 
of  her  captain ;  whether  any  of  the 
pirates  have  been  brought  to  justice, 
and  how  soon  after  tbe  arrival  of  the 
KairMa  the  Government  were  able  to 
send  a  gnnlxmt  in  pursuit  of  tbe  pirates  ; 
and  whether  it  is  intended  to  present  to 
Parliament  any  Papers  or  Reports  on  the 
occur i*e nee  ? 

TtiK  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  *m  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E»)  : 
Reports  have  been  received  from  the 
Commodore  on  the  station  and  tbe  officer 
administering  the  government  of  Hong 
Kong  of  the  seizure  of  the  A^amoa  by 
Chinese  pirates  who  iiad  embarked  in  her^ 
when  about  50  miles  from  Hong  Kong 
on  the  10th  of  Derember.  The  captain 
and  a  German  gentleman,  named  Pater- 
son,  in  tlie  employ  of  the  Chinese  Cus* 
tiims  Department,  and  two  quartermasters 
were  killed  and  the  second  officer  slightly 
wounded.  The  pimtes  t^ifok  possession 
of  the  ship,  and  having  got  together  pro- 
perty estimated  at  over  $20,000  dis- 
embarked into  jtinks  off  the  coast  of 
Cliioa  and  escaped.  The  Namad  then 
returned  to  Hong  Kong,  where  she 
arrived  on  the  morning  of  the  11th  of 
December.  H.M.S.  Linnet  started  on 
the  morning  of  the  12  th  to  endeavour  to 
trace  the  pirates,  and  appears  to  have 
reeeivod  all  possible  assistance  from  the 
Chinese  authorities.  Nothing,  how- 
ever, was  ascertained,  and  she  returned 
to  Hong  Kong  on  the  evening  of  the 
13th.    The  Admiral  on  the  Station,  wh 
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subsequently  arrived,  despatched  two  of 
Her  Ma  jest  J  ^s  vessels  to  endeavour  to 
discover  the  whereabouts  of  the  pinitea* 
The  resuU  of  these  further  investigations 
is  not  vet  known.  Papers  can  bo  laid 
before  Parb'attient  if  desired,  but  it 
would  bo  better  to  awaifc  further  news* 

THE  LEEW.ARD  ISLANDS. 

Sis  THOMAS  ESMOXDK  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  tlie  Colonies  >vliat  are 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  the 
Colonial  Office  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
disallow  the  Act  to  nmend  the  constitu- 
tion  of  the  Leeward  Islands,  which  passed 
the  Federal  Council  of  the  Colony  of  the 
Loewaid  Islands  in  February,  It^DO  ;  and, 
if  tliis  Act  lias  not  been  disallowed,  what 
are  the  reasons  which  havo  prerented 
the  passing  into  law,  and  the  proclanm- 
tion  in  the  Colony,  of  an  Orditmnco  which 
formed  the  most  imnortnut  item  in  the 
Governor's  Address  to  the  Leeward 
Islands  Federal  Council  in  the  Session  of 
181)0,  and  which  was  introduced  by  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  Colony,  and 
carried  by  the  v«ttes  of  both  the  nominee 
and  the  official  members  thereof  ] 

The  under  SFJCRCTAEY  of  STATE 
FO[i  TUE  COLONIES  (Baron  H,  de 
WoKMs,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
The  Bill  to  amend  the  constitution  of 
the  Leeward  Islands  was  reserved  for 
the  signification  of  Her  Majesty's  plea* 
sure.  It  has  not  been  disallowed  ;  but 
the  Secretary  of  State  crmMdered  that 
supplementary  legislation  by  the  latand 
Councils  was  required  before  the  Royal 
Assent  could  l:)e  given  to  it.  and  when 
that  legislation  has  b^en  passed  the 
Secrefciry  of  State  will  be  prepared  to 
advist)  fi,'iSL*nt  to  the  Constitution  Bill, 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stf\te  for  the 
Colonies  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Provost 
Marshal  of  the  Presidency  of  Dominica, 
in  the  Colony  of  the  Leeward  Islands, 
has  been  engaged  f«ir  several  houra 
each  day  dunng  tho  months  of  Ocbo- 
ber^  Novoml^er,  and  December  last,  in 
seUing  the  houses  and  lands  of  over 
1,000  p.^asant  proprietors  for  default 
under  tho  House  and  Land  Tax  Ordi* 
nance  ;  and  that  for  want  of  bidders  at 
these  officio!  sales  the  President's  clerk 
has  been  detailed  to  buy  in  such  houses 
and  lauds  for  the  Government :  and  that> 
owing  to  these  sales,  an  impetus  has  been 


given  to  emigration  from  tho  Island  of 
Dominica  to  the  French  settlement  of 
Cayenne,  and  to  the  Republic  of 
Yene/^uela ;  and  whether,  under  thes^ 
circumstances,  tho  Secretary  of  State  will 
instruct  the  Governor  of  the  Leeward 
Islands  to  reduce  or  abolish  this  tax  1 

Baron  H.  vb  WORMS  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  received  no  information  from 
the  Governor  of  the  Leeward  Islands  as 
to  the  matters  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet ;  but  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  the  Otficial  Gazette  of 
Dominica  contains  a  large  number  of 
notices  of  sales  of  leases  and  land  for 
default  in  payment  of  Land  and  House 
Tax.  The  Governor  will  be  called  upon 
fur  a  Report  on  this  tax,  and  until  that 
Report  is  received  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  not  prepared  to  say  wliat  instructions 
he  "will  give. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  forth© 
Colonies  if  it  is  a  fact  that,  while 
the  gross  valae  of  the  exports  from  tho 
Island  of  Dominica  is  given  as  amount- 
ing to  £G 5,0 00  annually  for  all  products, 
tlie  revenue  exacted  by  tho  Govornmont 
is  £22,000,  or  one-third  of  tho  yearly 
production  ;  and,  if  these  figures  are  in- 
correct, what  are  the  correct  for  revenue 
and  exported  produce  respectively  for 
tho  year  just  ended  ;  and  w  liether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
sanction  any  further  loans  on  tho  local 
revenue  of  Dominica  for  public  works, 
the  interest  and  sinking  fnnd  of  which 
will  have  to  bo  provided  by  increased 
taxation  1 

Baeon  H.  de  WORMS  :  Returns  have 
not  been  received  of  the  revenue  of 
Dominica  or  of  tho  gross  value  of 
exports  from  the  Island  in  1890.  Tho 
estimated  revenue  for  1890  was  £21,482 ; 
the  average  value  of  exports  for  the  ten 
years  ending  in  1S89  was  £54,752;  and 
the  average  revenue  for  the  same  period 
was  £18,345.  The  Secretary  of  Stat© 
has  not  been  asked  to  siuiction  any 
farther  loan  for  public  works* 

ARDCHATTAN  AND  MUCKAIRN SCHOOL 
BOARD, 

Mk.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St 
Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  it  is  the  case,  as  stated  by  tho 
ScIuxjI  Board  of  A  rd  chat  tan  and  Muck- 
airn,  that  on  26  th  January  last  there 
were  only  10  children  on  the  roll  of  tha 
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Episcopal  school,  and  only  13  in  actual 
attendance  that  daj»  four  of  these  being 
the  children  of  the  teacher  recently 
appointed,  who  came  to  the  district 
about  a  month  ago,  whilst  the  School 
Board  had  been  informed  that  one  of  the 
19  had  gone  to  the  B<>ard  fichool ;  and 
upon  what  authority  was  the  statement 
made  iu  the  communication  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Scotch  Educatiun 
Department  to  the  School  Board  of 
22nd  lilt,  that  **  there  are  38  children 
on  the  school  register  of  the  Episcopal 
school ? " 

•Mr.  X  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
School  Board  of  Ardchattan  and  Mnck- 
airn,  in  a  letter  of  27  Jannary,  state  the 
atteDdance  at  the  Episcopal  School  ns  it 
is  given  in  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. My  Jjords  ha  Ye  no  further  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  this  ;  but  I  mny 
point  out  that  the  decision  of  the  De- 
partment to  recognise  the  school  was 
baaed  upon  the  statements  before  them 
at  the  time  when  that  decision  was 
arrived  at.  In  May,  1890,  the  promoters 
of  the  school  stated  that  there  were  .i8 
on  the  registers;  and  in  July  of  the 
same  year  the  School  Board  returned  the 
number  as  40.  The  letter  of  the  Secre* 
tary  of  the  Scotch  Ediic^ition  Department 
of  22  January  did  not  make  the  stJite- 
ment  referred  to  in  the  question.  The 
words  of  the  letter  are  as  follows  \^ 

'*Itwa8  distinotly  asserted — and  in  regar<3 
to  this  the  t-xtract  from  the  mmuteti  of  your 
Board  proven  the  exiKteneo  of  a  discrepaDcy 
which  ought  eaeily  to  bo  cleared  up— that  then* 
are  3ti  children  on  the  school  regietera  of  the 
EpiAcopal  School  instead  of  ihe  16  named  by 
your  Board.*' 

The  hon.  Memher  has  thns,  I  presume 
through  inadvertence,  omitted  the  Bub- 
Btantive  part  of  the  sentence  from  which 
he  quotes »  and  his  question  thrn^  seems 
to  ascribe  to  the  Secretary  of  the  De- 
partment an  assertion  which,  ou  the  face 
of  that  sentence,  was  not  made  by  him, 
but  was  cited  by  him  as  showing  the 
existence  of  a  di.screpaney  which  ought 
easily  to  be  cleared  up. 

TITHES. 

Mr*  R,  FARQUHARSOK  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W,)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether,  when 
the  Tithes  Bill,  now  before  the  House, 
beoomea  law,  the  plate,  pietui-es,  and 
furniture,  and  personal  effects  of  a  land- 
owner will  be  liable  to  be  distrained 
Mr,  Caldtmll 


upon  for  tithes  ;  and  whether,  if  sach  13 
the  case,  he  will  be  willing  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill  a  clause  providing  that 
nothing  but  agricultural  prodiico  shall 
be  subject  to  distraint  for  tithe  1 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  I  The  question  can  only  relate  to 
tithe  rent -charge  due  from  an  otTUpying 
owner.  The  Bill  now  before  the  House 
makes  no  alteration  in  the  law  as  to  tho 
goods  which  are  liable  to  distraint  for 
tithe  rent-charge,  and  I  do  not  propose  to 
make  any  alteration  in  that  law*  I  can- 
not give  an  authoritative  exposition  of 
what  the  law  is ;  but  I  may  say  that,  if 
the  owner  of  the  land  liable  to  tithe  rent- 
charge  were  fortunate  enough  to  be 
possessed  of  plate  and  pictores,  and  ho 
was  distrained  on  for  tithe  rent-charge, 
they  might  be  in  considerable  danger. 

INTIMIDATION  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  CRAWFOrtD  (Lanark,  N,E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advoc^ate  if  he  can 
inform  the  H<3use  whether  the  con* 
viction  of  Robert  Smith,  in  the  Edin- 
bnrgh  SherifE  Criminal  Court  on  2(itb 
January  for  intimidation  by  using  threats, 
is  to  be  brought  under  the  review  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justiciary ;  an^ 
whether,  it  it  is  not,  he  will  lay  ujx)n 
the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  indictment 
and  of  the  sheriff  substitute's  charge  to 
the  jury  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  have, 
as  yet,  had  no  otReial  intimation  ;  but  I 
am  otherwise  led  io  Ix^lieve  that  the  con- 
viction referred  to  in  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  to  be  broaght 
under  review  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justiciary, 

THE  LOCAL  TAXATION  (CUSTOMS  AND 
EXC(8E)  ACl\ 
Colonel  HAMBRO  (Dorset,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Liocal 
Government  Board  whether  the  money 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  County  Councils^ 
under  ''  The  Lfjcal  Taxation  (Customa 
and  Excise)  Act,  1890,"  was  intended  to 
ho  so  employed  ns  to  benefit  the  agri- 
culturifcl  kbourcr  equally  with  tb© 
artisan  % 

♦The  PRESIDENT  or  ihe  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib, 
Tower  HaraletB,  St.  Georgt  *s)  \  The 
Councils  id  CountiesatidCounty  Uoroughs 
are  empowered,   in   their   discretion,  to 
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apply  tke  moneys  wbich  are  pLwJod  at 
their  disposal  under  **The  Local  Tttxa- 
tion  (Customs  and  Excise)  Act,  1890," 
for  the  purposes  of  technical  education, 
under  the  Technical  Instruction  Act, 
1889.  That  technical  education  is  in- 
tended to  inclade  not  only  technical 
instruction  but  rannnal  instruction^  and 
the  latter  comprises  instriictioD  in  pro- 
cesses of  agriculture, 

THE  GOAL  MINES  ACT. 

Mr,  FENWTCK  (Northumberland, 
Wan  shock)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  auare  that  the  examiners  appointed 
under  **The  Ctml  Mines  Acfe»  1887,"  in 
the  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  and  Darlington 
districts,  re(|uire  from  those  who  deaii*e 
to  he  examined  for  lirst-class  certificates 
that  they  must  have  served  five  years 
either  as  overman  or  uaderviewer  before 
they  can  sit  for  such  examination  ;  and 
whether  such  restriction  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  the  said  Act ; 
if  so,  under  Avhat  section  1 

Mr,  MATTHLIWS:  Yes,  Sir;  the  fact 
is  as  stated,  I  am  advised  by  the  Law 
Othcers  of  the  Crown  that  the  restriction 
is  one  that  the  linard  of  Examiners  have 
a  right  to  impose  under  Sub-section  2  of 
the  24tb  clause  of  the  Act. 

Mu.  FENWICK  :  Will  the  effect  of 
that  restriction  bo  to  leave  out  99  p^^r 
cent,  of  the  men  otherwise  cpialitied  ;  and 
is  the  right  htm.  Gentleman  prepared  to 
propose  legislation  to  remedy  the  griev- 
ance ? 

Mb.  M^VTTHEWS:  The  result  may 
be  as  the  horn  Member  has  stated,  and  I 
confess  it  mfcher  startled  mo  ;  but  I  hare 
taken  the  opinion  of  the  Law  OiEcers  of 
the  Crown,  whieli  is  embodied  in  znj 
reply  to  the  hon.  Heniber's  question.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  iiropose  any  legis- 
latiou  on  the  sabject.  The  Examiners 
have  the  confidence  of  the  House  and 
the  country. 

VACC[NATION. 
Mr.  FEN^\^CK :  X  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Da- 
partment  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
fact  that  a  lad  named  Arthur  Brown- 
john,  who  was  engaged  at  the  Clarendon 
Press,  Oxford,  with  a  view  to  his 
becoming  an  apprentice  in  the  classical 
composing  department,  on  making  appli- 


cation to  the  medical  officer  for  a  certifi- 
cate of  physical  fitness,  as  required  by 
the  Factory  Act,  was  refused  such  cer- 
tificate on  the  ground  that  he  had  not 
been  vaccinated  ;  and  whether  the  medi- 
cal oflScer  is  justified  in  withholding  the 
certificate  on  such  grounds ;  and,  if  go^ 
w^hether  he  is  prepared  to  advise  the 
Government  to  amend  the  Law  in  this 
respect  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir.  The 
certificate  was  not  refused  by  the  medical 
officer,  but  signed  in  the  usual  way.  It 
was  stated  in  the  "  Remarks  "  column  of 
the  form  that  the  lad  was  **nnvacoi- 
nated."  The  Controller  of  the  Clare n- 
don  Press  considered  this  to  be  an  in- 
sufficient certificate,  and  refused  to  era- 
ploy  the  lad. 

NOTES  FOR  SILVER. 
Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  or 
not  he  has  power,  without  fresh  legisla- 
tion, to  permit  tho  issue  of  notes  repre- 
senting four  or  eight  half-crowns,  in- 
stead of  issuing  the  silver  coins  them- 
selves ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  No,  Sir.  I  have 
no  such  power. 

MADRID  INDUSTRIAL  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (SI»eflield, 
Central):  I  \jeg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if 
any  results  have  yet  attended  the  Inter- 
national Industrial  Conference,  held  at 
Madrid  last  year,  and  particularly  as 
regards  the  extension  in  Foreign  coun- 
tries of  the  legislative  measures  adopted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  against 
false  marking,  the  counterfeiting  of 
British  trade  designations,  and  in  fur- 
themnce  of  honest  trading  1 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  projects 
submitted  by  the  Madrid  Conference  for 
the  approval  of  the  respective  Govern- 
ments were  designed  to  be  concluded  ou 
the  14th  of  Oct<jber  last;  but  an  exten- 
sion of  that  period  till  the  Htli  of  April 
next  has  been  requested  by  certain 
Governments  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
give  the  subject  more  careful  considera- 
tion. Comiounications  on  the  subject 
are  now  in  progress,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
the  above- mentioned  extension  of  time 
will  not  be  over-passed. 
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BUSINESS  OP  THE  nOUSE-CHAUf- 

TADLE  SCHEMES. 
Mr.  COBB:  I  h2g  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in  the 
interests  of  the  health  and  eonvexjience 
of  the  Members  and  officials  of  the 
House,  Jie  will  endeavour  to  make 
ar range meuts  by  which  Addresses  to  the 
Crown  relating  to  Charitable  Schemes 
may  not  be  considered  tif ter  12  oVlocV, 
but  may  be  brought  on  im mediately 
after  Private  Business  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  ofthlTREASCEY 
(Mr*  W.  H,  Smith,  Stmnd,  Westminster)  : 
I  am  exceedingly  anxious  to  consult  the 
convenience  of  Members  and  of  officials 
of  the  House,  but  I  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  the  suggestions 
whieh  ho  makes  are  impracticable.  The 
procedure  with  regard  to  Addresses  to 
the  Crown  relating  to  charitahlo  schemes 
is  regulated  by  Standing  Order  of  this 
House,  and  I  should  hesitate  to  snggest 
an  alteration  of  the  Standing  Order, 
which  would  seriously  curtail  the  time 
either  of  the  Government  or  of  privatt^ 
Members*  My  personal  experience  shows 
that  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  there 
would  b3  opportunities  for  bringing 
forward  such  schemes  afc  an  early  hour. 

EEPitlNrS  OF  PAltTLY  CONSIDERED 
BILLS. 

Mr.  HOBY  (Lincashire,  S.E,,  Eccles) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  arrancre  for 
the  distribution  to  the  Memljers  with  tlie 
Votes  of  a  reprint,  (mm  time  to  time, 
of  such  portions  of  a  Public  Bill  as  have 
been  amended  in  Comraitfeee,  without 
waiting  for  tho  whole  Bill  to  have  passed 
through  Committee  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  cases  of  Bills 
of  great  iraportAnce  the  sugi^estion  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  has  been  adopted, 
and  a  reprint  is  circulated  with  the  votes 
indioating  the  progress  madej  but  I 
think  that  it  would  be  inconvenient  to 
adopt  the  rule  with  reference  to  all 
Bills,  as  it  would  involve  a  considerAble 
addition  of  labour  and  expense, 

IRELAND-THE  land  PUfiCHASE 

AOTB. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask   tlfe   Attorney    General    for 


Ireland  in  how  many  cases  has  Lord 
Waterford,  when  selling  land  to  tenants 
under  the  Purchase  Acts  compelled  them 
to  reserve  to  him  rights  of  game,  hunt- 
ing, fishing,  and  sporting  generally  ;  bow 
many  agreements  containing  such  reser- 
vations have  been  sanctioned  altogether 
by  the  Purchase  Commissioners ;  do  some 
of  the  London  Companies  conveyances 
under  the  Purchase  Acts  contain  reser- 
vations of  mines  or  quarries ;  and  will 
the  Government  eitlier  deal  comprchen- 
eively  with  surh  questions,  or  void  all 
covenants  whereby  the  landlord  merely 
sella  to  the  occupier  the  right  of  agri- 
cultural p<^iBsession,  and  still  retains  to 
himself  other  privileges  attaching  to  the 
fee  simple? 

Thk  attorney  GEiVEIlAL  for 
IRELAXD  (Mr,  MAtDtx,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Tho  Land  Commissioners  report 
that  in  the  cases  of  74  out  of  230  holdings 
sold  upon  the  estute  of  the  Marquess  of 
Waterford  the  rights  of  game  and  fishing 
were  reserved.  These  reservations  appear 
to  have  Vieen  agreed  upon  between  the 
con t riveting  parties  iu  the  cases  of  all 
holdings  adjacent  to  the  demesne  of 
Curraghmore,  where  the  vendor  resides, 
and  ujxm  mountain  holdings  in  the  same 
district  where  there  were  game.  The 
Commissioners  are  uoKble  to  state  the 
number  of  the  agreements  referred  to  in 
the  second  paragraph  ;  but  they  point 
out  that  such  rcseriations  must  be  made 
in  all  cases  in  which  the  landlord  himself 
holds  under  a  fee  farm  grant  containing 
those  reservations,  or  where  the  shootings^ 
or  fishings  were  leased.  The  Commis- 
sioners see  no  obj  ^ction  to  a  residential 
landlord,  or  a  landlord  having  an  estate 
with  valuable  sporting  rights,  contracting 
with  his  tenants  for  the  reservation  of 
such  rights  upon  sale ;  but  they  are  of 
opinion  that  in  the  eases  of  sales  of 
ordinary  agricuHural  holdings  or  non- 
residential estates  these  reservations 
should  not  as  a  general  rule  be  made. 
In  the  cases  of  the  estates  of  the  Baiters' 
and  Skinners'  Companies  there  are  such 
reservations,  tliL'se  companies  themselves 
being  subject  to  them  in  their  grants 
from  the  Irish  Society-  In  the  cases  ol 
the  Drapers^  and  the  Fishmongers'  Com- 
panies, who  appear  to  have  acquired 
these  rights  by  conveyance  from  the 
Irish  Society,  there  are  no  such  peserm^ 
ttons. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I   beg  to  give 

notice  that  I  slialJ  move  an  Anieudroent 
to  tho  Land  Farchase  Bill  to  make  such 
reservationB  imposBible. 

IRISH  TITHEPAYERS. 
Mr.  PEKROSE  FITZGERALD  (Cam- 
bridge) :  I  bag  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  he  would  state  what 
portion  of  tho  annuity  of  £,\  98.  per 
cent,  which  ia  charged  to  Irish  tithe- 
payers  for  a  term  of  52  years  for  loans 
for  the  redemption  of  tithe  rent-charge 
under  **  The  Irish  Church  Act  Amend- 
ment Act,  1 87*2,"  represents,  oris  required, 
for  tho  purpose  of  a  Sinking  Fund,  and 
what  is  (accordingly)  the  rate  of  interest 
reserved  or  charged  by  the  Treasury  on 
such  loans  ;  and  in  cases  where  the  tithe- 
payer  desires  during  the  currency  of  the 
52  years'  term  to  redeem  the  outstand- 
ing instalments  of  his  annniiy,  or  where 
he  is  compelled  to  redeem  them  nnder 
the  Irish  Land  Purchase  Acts,  what  is 
the  rate  of  ipterest  allowed  to  him  in  the 
Table  for  the  Redemption  of  Outstand- 
ing Instalments  adoptetl  by  the  Irish 
Laud  Commission  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEiV:  If  my  hon.  Friend 
will  put  down  the  question  for  to-morrow 
I  shall  be  able  to  give  a  clearer  answer 
to  it. 

COUNTY  CESS  IN  KERRY. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  seen  a  report  of  the  last 
Land  Sessions  in  Kenmare  ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  county  c^sa  of  Kerry  amounts  to 
48*  in  the  XI,  and  that  the  extra  police 
force  in  the  county  is  tho  cause  of  the 
high  county  cess  j  and  whether  he  will 
consider  whether  this  extra  polico  force 
is  now  necessary  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  am  informed  that, 
according  to  the  IV^sentment  Book  for 
last  Assizes,  the  connty  cess  of  Kerry 
averages  4s,  3d.  in  the  il.  The  portion 
fop  the  police  tax  is  about  9d.  in  the 
^1.  The  authorities  responsible  for 
the  preservation  of  tUo  peace  of  this 
county  are  unabla  nt  present  to  re- 
commend any  reduction  in  the  numbs r 
of  the  extra  force  serving  there,  but  they 
hopa  to  be  in  a  pisition  to  do  so  within 
the  next  two  or  throe  months. 


IMPRISONMENT  OF  MR.  LONG. 
Mr.  FLYNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  ho  can- 
ex  plain  why  Mr.  Long,  editor  of  the 
NaiionaliM  paper,  has  been  lately 
removed  from  Clonmel  Gaol  to  Kilkenny 
Gaol ;  and  whether,  at  the  former  place, 
the  prisoner  was  entitled  to  visits  from 
members  of  his  family? 

•Mr.  M.\DDEN  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  usual  practice  is  that,  in  any  case 
where  the  connections  or  associations  of 
a  prisoner  with  a  district  are  such  as,  in 
tho  opinion  of  the  General  Prisons 
Board,  to  b3  ctilculatsd  to  interfere  with 
the  due  maintenance  of  discipline  in  tho 
local  prison,  his  transfer  to  another 
prison  is  made.  On  this  general  prin- 
ciple the  transfer  referred  to  was  made. 
Bath  at  Clonmel  and  at  Kilkenny 
Prisons,  Mr.  Long,  being  a  bail  prisoner, 
was  and  is  entitled  to  receive  visitft 
under  the  rules  governing  that  class  of 
prisoners. 

Mr.  PLYNN  :  Has  not  Itir.  Long  been 
removed  from  Clonmel  to  Kilkenny 
Gaol  in  order  to  deprive  him  of  the 
visits  to  which  he  is  entitled  1  Has  not 
that  been  the  object  of  his  removal  I 

•Mr.  madden  :  No,  Sir. 

MR.  P.  NULLY. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  Genera!  for  Ireland 
if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  received 
Memorials  pointing  out  that  Mr.  P. 
Nully,  of  Mayo,  was  imprisoned  for  10 
months  before  the  date  of  his  second 
trial,  and  that  a  Crimes  Act  jury  dis- 
agreed at  Ilia  first  trial  ;  if  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  been  informed  that  the 
nearest  relation  of  Mr.  Nully  is  very  old, 
ill^  and  not  likely  to  survive  for  any  long 
period  j  and  if,  under  theso  circum- 
stances, the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  bo 
pletised  to  advise  Her  Majesty  graciously 
to  permit  that  the  10  months*  imprison- 
ment suffered  by  Mr.  Nully  shall  be 
allowed  to  reckon  as  part  of  his  sen- 
tence ? 

Mr,  MADDEN:  A  Memorial  on 
behalf  of  the  convict  mentioned  and  of 
the  nature  indicated,  has  recently  been 
before  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  His  Ex* 
eel  I  en  cy  has  decided  that  the  law  must 
take  it3  course,  and  the  memorialist  has 
bi^en  so  informed. 
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EAILWAY  FROM  TUAM. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  Greneral  for  Ireland  if  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad  from  Tuam  has 
been  delayed,  owing  to  the  Bill  for  it 
having  fsoled  to  reach  the  House  of 
Lords  before  the  Christmas  Recess ;  and 
if  in  consequence  there  is  likely  to  be 
no  employment  in  that  neighbourhood 
until  the  railway  authorities  have 
agreed  with  the  landowners ;  if  such 
an  agreement  generally  requires  three 
months ;  and  if,  in  the  meantime,  he 
will  be  pleased  to  recommend  the  insti- 
tution of  a  few  works,  under  the  Belief 
of  Distress  Act,  at  Tuam  and  MiUtown  f 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Tuam  and 
Claremorris  Railway  Bill  has  been  read 
a  second  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  will,  I  hope,  become  law  in  a  few 
days.  The  experience  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  connection  with  other  light  rail- 
way projects  leads  to  no  such  conclusion 
as  that  suggested  in  the  second  para- 
graph. The  Grovernment  would  be  very 
glad  to  see  work  started  on  this  line  of 
railway.  Inquiries  are  proceeding  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  Tuam  Union. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  IN  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Greneral  whether 
the  seven  hours  system  has  been  intro- 
duced into  all  Civil  Service  Departmental 
offices  in  Dublin,  except  the  Greneral 
Post  Office ;  and  whether  it  is  intended 
to  introduce  it  there ;  and,  if  so,  when  f 
*Mb.  B  AIKES  :  As  soon  as  the  Glovem- 
ment  has  arrived  at  a  decision  in  the 
matter,  proper  notice  will  be  given  to 
the  persons  concerned,  and  the  hon. 
Member  may  rest  assured  that  every 
care  will  be  taken  to  respect  existing 
interests. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 
Mb.  CONWAY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Rules  for  the  establishment  of  a  fund 
for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  Irish 
National  teachers  have  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  state  what  has  caused  the  delay  % 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Rules  have  been 
referred  for  revision  to  a  Conference  of 
Actuaries,  and  when  the  Report  is  re- 
ceived it  will  be  considered  without 
further  delay. 


in  Ossory. 
DISTRESS    IN    IRELAND. 


1532 


Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  Report  has  been  reoeiTed 
from  the  Local  Grovernment  Board 
Inspector  in  respect  to  the  amount  and 
nature  of  the  destitution  prevailing  in 
the  Kanturk  (County  Cork)  Union ;  and 
whether  anything  has  yet  been  done 
with  regard  to  the  opening  of  pablic 
works  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  A  Report  of  the 
character  indicated  in  the  question  has 
been  received  from  the  Inspector,  and  is 
now  under  consideration. 

Mb.  FLYNN:  I  will  put  a  farther 
question  upon  the  subject  to-morrow. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  b^  to  ask  the  Attorney 
Gl^neral  for  Ireland  whether  he  has  bad 
brought  to  his  notice  the  representations 
made  to  the  Innishowen  Board  of 
Guardians  as  to  the  extreme  distress 
existing  in  the  congested  district  -of 
Urris,  and  whether  there  is  any  im- 
mediate prospect  of  employment  being 
afforded  to  the  people,  in  order  to  avert 
the  necessity  of  giving  gratuitous 
relief  f 

Mb.  madden  :  Representations  re- 
garding distress  have  been  received  from 
the  Innishowen  Board  of  Guardians. 
The  condition  of  the  district  is  being 
inquired  into. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  there  is  any,  and,  if 
so,  how  much  money  over  and  above 
what  is  appropriated  for  the  construction 
of  the  Killybegs  and  Glenties  lines,  avail- 
able for  similar  purposes  in  other  parts 
of  Donegal  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  If,  in 
addition  to  the  agreements  already  made, 
the  Glenties,  Achill,  and  CoUooney 
lines  be  constructed,  the  whole  of  the 
funds  available  under  the  Act  of  1889 
will  be  absorbed,  and  there  will  be  no 
surplus  for  any  other  lines. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  OSSORT. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  scheme  promoted  by  the 
Roscrea  Board  of  Guardians  for  building 
two  labourers'  cottages  in  the  Boons  in 
Ossory  Electoral  Division,  and  one  in  the 
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[lectoral  Division  of  Moneenalassai  was, 
Dn  the  Report  of  the  Local  Government 
ard  Inspector,  sanctioned  by  the  Privy 
Conncil  ;  whether  the  Board  of  Works 
have  written  to  t!ie  Guard iann  stating 
that  they  could  not  send  down  an 
arbitrator  to  value  the  three  half -aero  plots 

id  assess  the  compensation  to  be  paid 
landlords  and  occupiers  nntil  a  aura. 
£30  wa3  lodged  oq  that  account, 
but  that  they  would  not  undertake 
that  that  sum  should  cover  the  ex- 
penses of  the  arbitrator ;  and  if  he  could 
explain  why  the  fee  cliarged  for  valuing 
one  and  a  half  statute  acres  should  be 
almost  equal  to  the  price  of  the  land  ? 

tMn,  JACKSON  :  I  believe  the  facts 
ro   as   stated   in    paragraphs    1   and    2 
f    the    qneation,     aad    I    am   making 
tiquiriea. 
V 


■Ml 


POSTAL  ABRANGEMENTS  IN  CORK. 
Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
e  recent  Report  of  the  Cork  Cliamber 
^  Commerce  and  Shipping  with  re- 
ference to  the  postal  arrangements  of  the 
City  of  Cork,  in  which  complaint  is  made 
of  the  action  of  the  General  Post  Office 
nthoritiea  in  not  supplying  a  sufficient 
lumber  of  experienced  sorters,  in  con- 
aequence  of  which  the  in-coming 
morning  mail  is  not  delivered  in  time  in 
the  city  to  permit  of  replies  being 
despatched  by  the  outgoing  mid -day 
mail ;  and  whether  this  state  of  things 
will  be  remedied  1 
♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  answer  to  the  hon, 
ember»  I  have  to  state  that  an  addi- 
tion to  the  Sorting  Force  at  the  Cork 
Post  Office  has  just  been  made  for  the 
purpose  he  deecriljes,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  anything  further 
is  needed.  I  will,  however,  make 
inquiry  in  the  matter,  with  a  view  to 
ascertaining  how  the  new  arrangements 
are  working. 


ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY,, 


MOTION. 


t  ELECTORAL  PISABltlTIES   BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  tieneral.  Bill 
remove  oertttin  l>i*abiJitit's  of  Per  sot*  8  by 
reasoQ  of  absence  lo  bo  re^iatered  as  Voters  at 
pHrliamenlary  and  Lucul  EU'Ctions,  ordered  to 
te  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  Generali  Mr. 
Solicitor  Genorul,  itnd  i[r.  T^nnjr, 
Bill  preaet»tP«»,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  132.] 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [thied  series.] 


TITHE   BENT-CHARGE    RECOVERY 

BltU--(Ko.  1100 

COMMITTEE, 

Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  3. 

{4.10.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden)  :  In  the  abseoce  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  B. 
Roberts),  I  beg;  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  standa  in  his  name,  which  pro- 
vides that  in  cases  where  the  tithe  rent* 
char  go  is  to  be  remitted  on  more  than 
two* thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  tho 
land  the  rent  shall  be  assessed  under 
Schedule  A,  and  not  under  Schedule  B, 
as  proposed  in  the  BilL  I  think  that 
this  alteration  will  be  of  great  service^ 
espcciftUj  in  those  hard  cases  in  whicb 
the  tithe  payors  require  to  be  assisted^ 
If  the  BitI  is  allowed  to  pass  as  it  stands^ 
it  will  give  a  large  advantage  to  the- 
tithe  owner  without  a  commensurate- 
advantage  to  the  tithepajer. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3^  line  10» 
to  leave  oat  *rB  "  and  insert  **  A.'* — {Mr. 
U.  Gardner,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That   *  B  *  Btand^ 
part  of  the  Clause," 

*(4.1i3.)    The    PRESIDENT    or    the. 
BOARD  or  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beack^ 
Bristol,  W.)  :  I  hope  to  be  able  to  con- 
vince the  hon.  Member  opposi»e  that  he 
has    not    considered    the  effect  of  his 
Amendment.     I  think  that  by  giving  a 
concrete  case  1  can  convince  the  hon. 
Member   that    this    Amendment    could 
not   be   adopted.     If  a   farm  is  let  f04^ 
X90  a  year,    after  the   passing  of  thL» 
Bill  it  would,   of   course,    be   let   tithe 
free   to    the    tenant.      Supposing    thab- 
the  farm  were  liable  to  a  tithe  of  £75, . 
there  would  be  a  margin  of  only  £15 
rent  for  the  landowner — I    am    taking 
an    extreme   case.     The   assessment    to* 
Schedule  A  would  therefore  be  £15  ;  and 
under  this  proposal,  by  the  substitiitLon 
of  Schedule  A  for  Schedule  B,  the  tithe 
rjnt-charge     could     not     exceed    £10. 
Supposing  another  farm  also  let  at  £90 
a  year,  tho  tithe  rant-cbarge  being  £39, 
leaving   a   margin   of    £51    for   assess- 
ment  to  Schedule  A;    \inder  this  pro* 
3  P 
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RAILWAY  FROM  TUAM. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  the  con- 
struction of  a  railroad  from  Tuam  has 
been  delayed,  owing  to  the  Bill  for  it 
having  failed  to  reach  the  House  of 
Lords  before  the  Christmas  Recess ;  and 
if  in  consequence  there  is  likely  to  be 
no  employment  in  that  neighbourhood 
until  the  railway  authorities  have 
agreed  with  the  landowners ;  if  such 
an  agreement  generally  requires  three 
months ;  and  if,  in  the  meantime,  he 
will  be  pleased  to  recommend  the  insti- 
tution of  a  few  works,  under  the  Belief 
of  Distress  Act,  at  Tuam  and  Milltown  f 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Tuam  and 
Claremorris  Railway  Bill  has  been  read 
a  second  time  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  will,  I  hope,  become  law  in  a  few 
days.  The  experience  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  connection  with  other  light  rail- 
way projects  leads  to  no  such  conclusion 
as  that  suggested  in  the  second  para- 
graph. The  Government  would  be  very 
glad  to  see  work  started  on  this  line  of 
railway.  Inquiries  are  proceeding  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  Tuam  Union. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  IN  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
the  seven  hours  system  has  been  intro- 
duced into  all  Civil  Service  Departmental 
offices  in  Dublin,  except  the  General 
Post  Office;  and  whether  it  is  intended 
to  introduce  it  there ;  and,  if  so,  when  f 
♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  As  soon  as  the  Govern- 
ment has  arrived  at  a  decision  in  the 
matter,  proper  notice  will  be  given  to 
the  persons  concerned,  and  the  hon. 
Member  may  rest  assured  that  every 
care  will  be  taken  to  respect  existing 
interests. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 
Mb.  CONWAY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  Rules  for  the  establishment  of  a  fund 
for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  Irish 
National  teachers  have  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury ;  and,  if  not, 
will  he  state  what  has  caused  the  delay  ? 
♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  Rules  have  been 
referred  for  revision  to  a  Conference  of 
Actuaries,  and  when  the  Report  is  re- 
ceived it  will  be  considered  without 
farther  delay. 


DISTRESS    IN    IRELAND. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  what  Report  has  been  received 
from  the  Local  Government  Board 
Inspector  in  respect  to  the  amount  and 
nature  of  the  destitution  prevailing  in 
the  Kanturk  (County  Cork)  Union  ;  and 
whether  anything  has  yet  been  done 
with  regard  to  the  opening  of  public 
works  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  A  Report  of  the 
character  indicated  in  the  question  has 
been  received  from  the  Inspector,  and  is 
now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  I  will  put  a  further 
question  upon  the  subject  to-morrow. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  has  had 
brought  to  his  notice  the  representations 
made  to  the  Innishowen  Board  of 
Guardians  as  to  the  extreme  distress 
existing  in  the  congested  district  '  of 
Urris,  and  whether  there  is  any  im- 
mediate prospect  of  employment  being 
afforded  to  the  people,  in  order  to  avert 
the  necessity  of  giving  gratuitous 
relief  f 

Mr.  MADDEN:  Representations  re- 
garding distress  have  been  received  from 
the  Innishowen  Board  of  Guardians. 
The  condition  of  the  district  is  being 
inquired  into. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  there  is  any,  and,  if 
so,  how  much  money  over  and  above 
what  is  appropriated  for  the  construction 
of  the  Killybegs  and  Glenties  lines,  avail- 
able for  similar  purposes  in  other  parts 
of  Donegal  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  If,  in 
addition  to  the  agreements  already  made, 
the  Glenties,  Achill,  and  Collooney 
lines  be  constructed,  the  whole  of  the 
funds  available  under  the  Act  of  1889 
will  be  absorbed,  and  there  will  be  no 
surplus  for  any  other  lines. 

LABOURERS'  COTTAGES  IN  OSSORY. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  scheme  promoted  by  the 
Roscrea  Board  of  Guardians  for  building 
two  labourers'  cottages  in  the  Boon's  in 
Ossory  Electoral  Division,  and  one  in  the 
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Electoral  Division  of  Moneenalassa,  was, 
on  the  Report  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  In  spec  tor,  sanctioned  by  the  Privy 
Council  J  whether  the  Board  of  Works 
have  written  to  the  GuardianH  stating 
that  they  could  not  send  down  an 
arbitrator  to  value  the  three  half -acre  plots 
and  assess  tho  compensation  to  be  paid 
to  landlords  and  occn piers  nntil  a  sum 
of  £30  was  lodged  on  that  account, 
but  that  they  would  not  undertake 
that  that  sum  should  cover  the  ex- 
penses of  the  arbitrator ;  and  if  he  eould 
explain  why  the  fee  charged  for  valuing 
one  and  a  hall  statute  acres  shoulrl  Ije 
almost  equal  to  the  price  of  the  land  1 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  believe  the  facts 
are  as  stated  in  paragraphs  1  and  2 
of  the  question,  and  I  am  making 
inquiries. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  IN  CORK. 
Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
"whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  recent  Report  of  the  Cork  Chamber 
of  Commerce  and  Shipping  with  re- 
ference to  the  postal  arrangements  of  the 
City  of  Cork,  in  which  complaint  is  made 
of  the  action  of  the  Genersil  Post  Office 
Authorities  in  not  supplying  a  sufficient 
number  of  experienced  sorters,  in  con- 
Bequence  of  which  the  in-coming 
morning  mail  ia  not  delivered  in  time  in 
the  city  to  permit  of  replies  being 
despatched  by  the  outgoing  mid -day 
mail  ;  and  whether  this  state  of  things 
will  be  remedied  1 

*Mr,  KAIKES  :  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  an  addi- 
tion to  the  Sorting  Force  at  the  Cork 
Post  Office  has  just  been  made  for  the 
purpose  he  describes,  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  anything  further 
IS  needed.  I  will»  however,  make 
inquiry  in  the  matter,  with  a  view  to 
ascertaining  how  the  new  arrangements 
are  working. 
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ELECTORAI   mSABILlTreS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  (ienbral,  RiU 
to  remove  certain  iJif-abililit-e  of  Peraooft  by 
reaaon  of  abaenc*?  U^  bt^  rejtfiatered  as  Voters  at 
ParlifttTieiTitary  «nd  Lucul  Elections,  ordered  to 
be  Woiij^ht  in  by  BJr.  Attorney  General,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  nnd  Mr.  Lon^^. 

Bill  pre8eDt«»^  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1S2.] 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [thibd  SEttiES,] 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT, 

TITHE    RENT-CHARGE    RECOVERY 

BILL,-(No,  no.) 

COMMITTEE, 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

ClauHG  3. 

(4,10.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex, 
iSaSron  Walden)  :  In  the  absence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  B, 
Roberts)^  I  becf  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  his  name,  which  pro 
yidea  that  in  cases  where  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  i«  to  be  remitted  on  more  than 
two-thirds  of  the  annual  value  of  the 
land  the  rent  shall  be  assessfid  under 
Schedule  A,  and  not  under  Schedule  B, 
as  pro{x»sed  in  the  Bill.  X  think  that 
this  alteration  will  be  of  great  servicev 
especially  in  those  hard  cases  in  whicb 
the  tithe  payors  require  to  be  assisted « 
If  the  Bill  m  allowed  to  pass  as  it  stands,, 
it  will  give  a  largo  advantage  to  the- 
tithe  owner  without  a  commensurate^ 
advantage  to  the  tithepayer. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  10» 
to  leave  out  **  B  '*  and  insert  *'  A." — {Mr. . 
li,  Gardntr.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  *  B  '  staud^ 
part  of  the  Clause," 

•(4.12.)    Tfib    president    of    ttc  . 
BOARD  OK  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beack, 
Bristol^  W.) :  I  hope  to  be  able  to  con- 
vince the  hon.  Member  opposite  that  he 
has    not    considered    the   effect   of   hia 
Amendment,     I  think  that  by  giving  a 
concrete  case  I  can  convince  the  hon,  . 
Member   that    this    Amendment    could 
not   be   adopted.     If  a  farm  \%  let  fot* 
JC90   a  year,    after  the   passing  of  this* . 
Bill  it   would,    of   course,    be    let   tithe 
free   ic»   the    tenant.      Supposing    thab 
the  farm  were  liable  to  a  titho   of  £75, 
there  would  be  a  margin  of  only  J&1& 
rent  for  the  landowner — I    am    taking 
an  extreme   case.     The   assessment    ta* 
Schedule  A  won  Id  therefore  be  £15  ;  and 
under  this  proposal*  by  the  substitution 
of  Schedule  A  for  Schedule  B,  the  tithe 
rent  charge     could     not     exceed    £10. 
Supposing  another  farm  also  let  at  £90- 
a  year,  the  tithe  rentcharge  being  £39, 
leaving  a   margin   of    £51    for  assess- 
ment  to  Schedule  A;    under  this  pro- 
3  P 
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poBal  tbe  landlord  wonld  have  to  pay 
a  tithe  rent^sharge  of  £34.  That  will 
show  the  injustice  of  such  a  proposal. 

(4.15.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Suffolk,  Eye)  :  I  would  advise  my  hon. 
Friend  not  to  insist  upon  the  Amend- 
ment; but  I  do  not  think  the  second 
instance  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man comes  within  the  extreme  cases  of 
the  proposed  clause. 

•Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  did  not 
fiay  that  it  would.  My  point  is,  that 
in  such  a  case  the  tithe  rent-charge 
payable  would,  under  this  Amendment, 
be  more  than  three  times  as  much  as  in 
a  case  where  twice  the  amount  of  tithe 
rent-charge  was  due. 

Mr.  F.S.  STEVENSON:  Unless  some 
concession  is  made  by  the  Government, 
I  think  the  arguments  used  against  the 
'Bill  on  Thursday  were  very  forcible. 
The  practical  relief,  however  well  it  may 
look  in  theory,  would  in  numerous 
instances  be  nothing  at  all. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  G.  Osborne 
Morgan  (Denbighshire,  E.),  which  were 
inaudible  in  the  Gallery,  the  Amendment 
was  negatived. 

•(4.20.)  Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY  (Essex, 
Maldon)  :  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
which  stands  next,  in  my  name,  is  to  pro- 
vide that  the  value  of  farm  buildings,  when 
their  value  exceeds  10  per  cent,  of  the 
Jkunual  value  of  the  land,  shall  not  be 
inoluded  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
the  annual  value  of  the  land  under 
•Clause  3.  My  contention  is  that  if  the 
Amendment  is  not  agreed  to,  the  clause 
will  work  great  injustice  to  the  small 
farmers.  I  will  give  an  instance  of  two 
9mall  farms  lying  close  together,  the  land 
of  both  being  of  exactly  equal  quality, 
but  the  buildings  good  in  the  one  case, 
and  old  and  dilapidated  in  the  other. 
Where  the  buildings  are  old  and  dilapi- 
dated this  crumb  of  relief  will  be  g^ven, 
bat  where  the  buildings  are  good  there 
will  be  no  relief  whatever.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  possible  to  defend  an  arrange- 
ment of  that  sort.  The  proposal  will  be 
a  direct  premium  against  spending 
money  on  a  farm.  I  admit  that,  theoreti- 
cally, relief  will  come  both  to  small  and 
large  farms,  but  in  practice  the  effect  of 
the  clause  as  it  stands  will  be  to  give 
relief  in  a  certain  number  of  cases  to 
large  farms,  but  none  to  any  number  of 
small  farms  worth  thinking  of.  The  tithe, 
Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach 


as  now  assessed,  goes  far  beyond  the 
intentions  of  the  donors  of  the  tithe. 
This  Amendment  will  remove  what 
is  an  undoubted  injustice  in  the 
clause,  and  I  therefore  hope  it 
will  be  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  As  a  rule  the  commuta- 
tion of  land  on'  which  buildings  stand 
has  followed  very  nearly  the  value  of  the 
labouring  fields.  At  any  rate  the  tithe 
upon  land  on  which  buildings  stood  in 
1836,  certainly  never  included  for  one 
moment  the  value  of  the  bricks  and 
mortar.  Qnder  this  clause,  however, 
the  value  of  the  buildings  will  be  in- 
cluded. It  may  be  said  that  I  am  ask- 
ing, for  relief  for  men  who  are  the  pro- 
prietors 'of  houses  and  buildings,  and 
who  may,  therefore,  be  presumed 
to  be  not  very  poor  men.  I 
have,  however,  not  been  influenced 
by  any  such  consideration.  Of  course, 
one  would  be  even  more  inclined  to  grant 
relief  to  poor  men  than  to  rich  men,  but 
the  question  has  never  been  in  my  mind. 
I  do  not  care  whether  the  owner  of  a 
farm  that  will  be  affected  by  the  clause 
is  rich  or  poor,  whether  hia  buildings  are 
good  or  bad,  or  whether  his  farm  is  well 
stocked  or  badly  stocked.  I  simply  say 
that,  having  shown  that  the  position  of 
the  tithe  has  now  gone  far  away  from 
the  intentions  of  the  original  donors,  or 
of  the  Act  of  1836,  such  an  Amendment 
as  this  is  necessary.  It  is  a  just  and  a 
fair  proposal,  and  if  it  is  not  agreed  to  it 
will  be  very  difl&cnlt  indeed  to  prove 
that  this  Bill  is  one  of  concession  or  com- 
promise. We  are  told  that  the  clergy 
are  anxious  to  compromise,  the  agri- 
culturalists in  the  Eastern  Counties 
have  suffered  loyally  and  patiently,  and 
have  paid  their  tithes  like  honest 
Englishmen,  and,  rather  than  see  ^his 
clause  stamped  with  the  approval  of  t|ie 
House  as  being  a  fair  adjustment  b)^ 
tween  the  two  contending  parties,  I  ani 
almost  sure  that,  if  my  Amendment  be 
rejected,  I  shall,  on  the  Report  stage, 
move  that  all  this  clause  be  set  aside. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "mentioned,"  to 
insert  the  words — 

''Exclasive  of  the  annual  value  of  any 
buildings,  unless  such  value  does  not  exceed  lb 
per  cent,  of  the  annual  value  of  the  land.*' — 
(ifr.  Oraif.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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out  thousands  of  pcundff  in  improving 
their  properties  the  tithe  owners  in  th© 
future  should  derive  no  advantage  from 
their  outlay.  Under  cover  of  that  Act 
the  agricultural  buildings  of  the  country 
have  enormously  improved.  Now,  50 
years  afterwards,  the  House  is  asked  to 
reverse  the  policy  which  has  hitherto 
been  pursued,  I  must  say  I  think  that 
unless  this  Amendment  is  agreed  to,  9i 
very  great  wrong  will  be  done  to  the 
landowners  of  England,  and  a  very  great 
injustice  to  the  tithepayers. 

♦(4.40.)  Mr,  G,  OSBORNE  MORGAN : 
I  would  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Mt^mbor  for  Maid  on  that  if  he  would 
add  the  word  *^ agricultural**  before 
**  buildings"  to  his  Amendment,  it  would 
completely  meet  the  objection  of  tbe 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

♦Mr.  S,  T.  EVANS  (Glamoi-gan,  Mid)  : 
It  seems  to  me  a  pity  that  inasmuch  as  the 
House  has  been  treated  to  Tithe  Bills  for 
five  successive  Sessions,  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  chanipioii  the  cause  of  the  tenant 
farmers  have  not  sumo  figures  to  submit 
to  show  how  the  Bill  will  work  out,  and 
how  it  ought  to  work  out  in  the  cases 
they  refer  to.  I  observe,  moreover,  that 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  (Mn  Chap* 
lin)  is  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
should  tliink  that  since  he  has  been 
appointed  to  his  important  ofEce,  he 
should  be  in  a  position  to  enlighten 
the  House  as  to  the  condition  of  things 
in  the  eastern  counties.  Up  to  bow  we 
have  lieard  nothing  save  that  there  is  ti 
good  deal  of  suiiering  there»  We  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  who  bold  diSerent 
views  frc>m  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
have  had  nothing  tangible  in  the  shape 
of  statistics  put  before  us  for  our 
enlightenment.  I  have  listened  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Maldon  Division,  and  I  do  not  suggest 
that  he  should  withdraw  his  Amend* 
ment.  On  the  contrary,  I  would  ask 
him  to  show  the  zeal  he  feels  in  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  farmers  by  dividing 
the  Committee.  No  doubt  he  will  be 
supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Dorset  (Mr.  Farquharson),  but  for  my 
part  I  think  the  argument  is  altogether 
against  the  Amendment. 


^  ♦(134.)  Si»  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I 
always  listen  with  very  great  sympathy 
•to  my  hon.  Friend,  because  I  know  he 
honestly  and  sincerely  feels  the  case  he 
presents  to  ua  on  this  Bill,  and  his 
Amendment  now  is  really  only  intended 
to  benefit  the  small  farmer.  But  I 
would  venture  to  submit  to  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  principle  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  really  inconsistent  with  the  view 
•on  which  the  clause  is  based,  and  which, 
:aa  far  as  I  have  hitherto  underatood,  he 
shares  equally  with  myself — namely,  that 
the  relief  to  be  afforded  by  the  clause 
should  be  afforded  in  those  cases  where 
-the  annual  value  of  the  land  has  been  so 
.much  reduced  in  proportion  to  the  tithe, 
fts  to  make  the  tithe  a  burden  beyond 
the  point  named  in  the  clause.  My 
bon.  Friend  wants  to  relieve  those 
cases  which  realiy  require  relief. 
I  would  point  out  to  him  that 
the  cases  which  really  require  relief 
arc  not  those  which  would  be  mainly 
, affected  by  this  Amendment,  Compare 
the  case  of  a  farm  with  the  ordinary 
farm  buildings  upon  it  with  the  case 
of  another  small  farm  on  which  the 
•owner  bad  erected  a  largo  house,  and 
bad  added  by  that  process  enonnotisly 
to  the  value  of  his  land,  and,  therefore, 
to  the  security  of  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
The  second  case  is  exactly  one  in  which 
ray  hon.  Friend  would  by  his  Amend- 
raont  give  relief,  for  he  would  provide 
that  the  value  of  the  country  house 
should  not  l>e  calculated  at  all,  eic*^pt 
to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent.,  and, 
'therefore,  property  which  would  be  far 
more  taluable  than  the  farm  property 
in  the  first  ciise  would  be  less  liable 
to  tithe,  as  the  farm  property  would  not 
be  relieved  by  the  proposals  of  my 
hojL  Friend,  I  think  my  hon.  Friend 
has  not  considered  his  proposal  suffi- 
ciently from  this  point  of  vieWj  and  I 
hope  he  will  not  press  it 

(4.3S,)  Mr.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSOI!^ 
X Dorset,  W.) :  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend^a  Amendment  was  intended  to 
a.pply  to  agricultural  land  and  not  to 
auburban  land^  or  land  used  for  building 
[turposes.  I  wish  the  Committee  to 
remember  that  if  the  farm  buildings  of 
England  have  enormously  improved 
daring  the  last  50  years  it  is  because  of 
the  Titho  Coram atation  Act  of  1836.  By 
that  Act  the  landlords  of  England  w^ere 
given  to  understand  that  if  they   laid 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(10.42.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (North- 
ampton)  rose   to    move    the    following 
a  P  2 
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Amendment;  In  page  3,  Hue  14,  at  end 
of  Sub-section  (1)  insert  the  words  — 

*'  And  in  surh  case  the  rent  of  the  tezmnt, 
if  the  land  be  let,  eball  be  reduced  by  a  lik« 
amoant.*' 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
This  Amendmeni  is  oatside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill. 

(10,43.)  Mb.  LLOYB  -  GEORGE 
(Carnarvon,  <fec.) :  I  rise  to  move  the 
following  Amendment :  In  page  3,  line 
14,  after  the  woi'd  **  recoverable/'  to 
insert  the  words — 

**  Provided  always  that  the  tithe  owner 
Bhall,  if  aggrtered  by  any  such  aaseii«ment, 
have  the  Batne  right  of  appeal  a  gain  at  the  said 
aasesiment  aa  the  owner  or  occapier  of  the  aald 
landa  DOW  pofiBGsa/' 

I  feel  I  am  right  in  stating'  that 
under  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stands,  a  tithe 
owner  has  no  right  of  appeal  against 
the  assessment.  He  may  feel  him- 
self  aggrieved  to  the  extent  of 
j^20  or  £30,  but  he  has  no 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Commissioners. 
I  think  this  is  an  Amendment  which  will 
recommend  itself  to  the  Government  and 
the  Committee  generallj*  At  any  rate, 
I  should  like  to  hoar  what  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  to  say  about  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3^  line 
14,  after  the  word  **  recoverable,'*  to 
insert  the  words — 

'*  Provided  always,  that  the  tithe  owner  ahall, 
if  aggrieved  by  any  such  aasessmenti  have  the 
aame  right  of  appeal  against  the  said  assess- 
ment as  the  fawner  or  occupier  of  the  said  lands 
now  poiv^i-8*" — (Mr*^ Lhyd'Oforgi ,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
ba  there  inserted." 

•(4.44.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Oar 
view  in  preparing  the  clause  was  that 
there  was  no  need  for  the  representa- 
tion of  the  tithe  owner  in  this  way,  for 
anyone  who  is  accustomed  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners knows  how  excessively  keen  the 
surveyors  are  to  keep  up  the  assessment. 
Well,  to  do  that  is  the  ohject  of  the  titbe 
owner,  therefore,  the  interests  of  t!ie 
tithe  owner  are  safeguarded  without 
giving  him  special  power  of  appeal. 

•(4,4.1)  Mil.  a  T.  EVANS:  It 
is  true  that  it  is  to  the  pecuniary  in- 
terest of  the  Surveyor  of  Taxes  to  keep 
up  assessments  :  hut  in  the  caae  of  the 
tithe  assessment,  I  doubt  if  he  will  have 
the  same  con  troll  ing  power  over  the  Com- 
M)\  Labouchere 


missioners  as  ho  has  in  the  case  of  iho 
Income  Tax,  The  Surveyor  of  Taxes  is 
now  directly  interested  in  keeping  up 
the  assessment ;  but  we  have  suggested 
that  the  Commissioners  maybe  interested 
in  keeping  down  the  assessment,  and  ii 
is  a  question  whether  the  Surveyor  of 
Taxes  will  in  future  be  stronger  than  the 
Commissioners,  and  will  be  able  to 
counteract  their  desire  to  keep  down  ih& 
assessment 

•(4.460  Mr*  ^-  OSBOENE  MORGAN  : 
Should  not  both  the  parties  have  the 
same  power  to  appeal — the  tithe  owner- 
as  well  as  the  tit  he  payer? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  will 
undertake  to  consider  this  point  before 
the  Report  stage. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn* 

(4,47.)  Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  Inow 
move  to  insert,  after  Sub-section  3 — 

**  If  in  any  case  the  owner^of  the  tithe  rent* 
charge,  or  the  owner  or  occupier  of  the  land,,  ia 
diaHalidfied  with  the  annual  value  so  ascertained 
as  aforesaid,  either  of  them  may  appeal  to  lb» 
County  Court  Judge  of  the  diatrict  in  which 
the  landei  are  situate,  who  mBy^  on  such  applj^ 
cation,  determine  Buoh  annual  value,  or  appoint 
a  valuer  to  ascertain  the  same.*' 

My  rea8t>ns  for  moving  this  Amendment 
are  these  :  I  do  not  consider  that  the 
Commissioners  are  an  impartial  tribunal 
in  these  caseSi  for  the  reason  that  they  aro^ 
Justices  nf  the  Peace,  residing  in  the  lo* 
cality  and  having  property  in  the  locality. 
I  happen  to  know  a  case  in  point  in  the 
particular  district  in  which  I  reside.  All 
the  Commissioners  there  are  land  owners 
who  won  Id  be  interested  in  keeping  down 
the  value  of  the  tithe,  and  also  the 
assessment  of  property.  In  one  caae 
with  which  I  am  acquainted,  valuable 
property  belonging  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Commissioners y  was  assessed  at  £80^ 
whereas  a  similar  property,  belonging  to 
a  gentleman  who  was  not  a  Commis- 
sioner, but  who  happened  to  he  a  Non- 
conformist, was  assessed  at  £120.  Re- 
presentations were  made  by  this  gentle* 
man  to  the  Commissioners  in  London, 
They  considered  it  a  strong  case,  and  sent 
down  a  Special  Commissioner  to  investi- 
gate the  matter,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Local  Commis- 
sioners had  the  assessment  of  his  pro- 
perty raised  from  £80  to  £200.  There 
was  another  Commissioner  who  had 
under- valued  his  property  by  assessing- 
it    at    £70.     A   Government    Commit 
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sioner  was  sent  down,  and  it  was  found 
that  the  value  of  the  proi>erty  was  £160. 
Another  case  was  that  of  a  gentleman 
who  was  very  fond  of  talking  of  the 
predatory  characteristics  of  R^idicalisni. 
He  assessed  his  own  property  at  £25  ; 
Imt  when  a  Government  Inspector  came 
to  investigate  the  matter,  he  discovered 
that  the  yalue  of  the  property  was  £45, 
BO  th»it  in  two  of  these  cases  the  Com* 
missionei-s  assessed  their  property  at 
hoM  its  value,  and  in  the  other  case  at 
aearly  half.  When  we  have  such  facts 
as  these  before  us,  a  tribunal  of  this  kind 
cannot  be  considered  impartial,  and 
there  ought  to  l^e  some  authority  on  the 
spot  to  whom  the  tithe  owner  can  appeal 
for  justice  if  he  thinks  he  is  wronged.  I 
think  I  am  right  in  saying  that  in  at 
least  two  of  the  Bills  introduced  by  the 
Government  to  deal  with  the  tithe  ques- 
Aion,  an  appeal — or  rather  an  applica- 
cation ^ — was  allowed  to  be  made  by  the 
tithe  owner  to  the  County  Court,  The 
County  Court  was  to  have  been  the 
authority  for  inquiring  into  the  value 
of  these  lands ;  and,  I  must  say, 
it  appears  to  me  more  in  con- 
sonance with  the  proposal"?  of  the 
Government  themselves,  that  the 
County  Court  should  be  the  appellate 
authority  rather  than  the  Commissioners. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
38,  after  Sub-scctiou  (3),  to  insert  the 
words  — 

**  If  in  any  casA  the  owner  of  the  litbt  rent- 
oharf^e,  or  the  owBor  or  ocoupier  of  the  land,  U 
dissatia^^ud  with  the  hhduuiI  value  bq  ascertained 
as  aforesaid,  either  of  them  laay  appeal  to  the 
County  Court  Judge  of  the  district  in  which 
the  laads  are  situate,  who  may,  oo  such  appli- 
cattonf  determiae  such  annual  value,  or  appoint 
«  valuer  to  ascertain  the  aume." — {Mr,  Lloyd- 
Qwrge,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
1>e  there  inserted." 
»(4.52.)  Tee  attorney  GENERAL 
(Sir  B.  Websceh,  Isle  of  Wight) :  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
mises  three  questions.  As  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Appeal,  as  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  pointed  out,  there  is 
already  in  eitistence  a  machinery  for 
appeal,  namely,  the  Income  Tax  Com- 
missioners ;  and  we  think  that  that 
machinery  should  be  adopted.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  says  that  in  previous 
Bills  we  allowed  appeals  to  the  County 
Court,  but  ho  must  be  good  enough  to 
remember  that   diiierent  questions  are 


now  raised  to  those  raised  under  the 
pi-evious  Bills.  Under  the  previous, 
Bill  the  rents  and  profits  had  to  be  ascer- 
tained independently.  It  was  a  matter 
of  vahiation,  and  we  adopted  the  tribunal 
we  thought  best  fitted  to  deal  with  it. 
Therefore,  having  adopted  Schedule  B  of 
the  Income  Tax  in  this  Bill,  we  have 
given  an  appeal  to  the  Income  Tajt 
Commissioners.  As  to  the  constitution 
of  the  tribunal,  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man objects  to,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Income  Tux  Commissioners  are 
chosen  from  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners, 
and  that  the  names  of  the  persona  chosen 
are  sent  tu  the  Members  of  Parliament 
representing  the  various  localities  in 
which  the  Commissioners  are  to  act. 
Objection  can,  therefore,  be  taken  to  the 
names,  and  others  can  be  suggested  in 
their  place.  With  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  valuer,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
suggests  that  the  Local  Authorities 
should  have  power  of  nominating  him. 
That  power  already  exists  under  Section 
47  of  the  Income  Tax  Act  of  1853,  and 
has,  to  my  own  knowledge^  been  exer- 
cised, so  that  we  have  already  the 
machinery  for  bringing  local  knowledge 
to  bear  on  the  matter  which  the  hon. 
Gentle  man  refers  to.  Lastly,  as  to  the 
appeal  from  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners, there  is  now  a  ready  appeal,  and 
one  which  does  not  bear  hardly  on  the 
appellants.  The  hon.  Member  will 
remember  that  when  a  person  desires  to 
appeal  he  asks  the  Commissioners  to 
state  a  case,  and  if  they  do  so  the  case  is 
disposed  of  without  any  considerable 
expense.  On  the  three  points  I  have 
dealt  with  I  think  the  proposal  we  make 
is  the  best,  and  for  that  reason  wo  can- 
not agree  to  substitute  for  the  appeal 
given  in  the  Bill  an  entirely  different 
one. 

(iM)  Mr,  LLOYD-GEORGE:  No 
doubt  the  appointment  of  the  valuer  is 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Gommissionerd 
themselves. 

•Sir  K  WEBSTER  :  No,  it  is  set  forth 
that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  appel- 
lant as  well  as  the  Commissioners 
in  any  such  appeal  to  require  a  valua- 
tion to  be  miide. 

Ma.  LLOy  D-GEOEGE :  It  is  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Commissioners,  how- 
ever, whether  they  appoint  a  valuer  or 
not.     They  are  not  bound  to  do  so. 

♦.Sm  R.   WEBSTER ;  They  are  bound. 
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Ms,  LLOYD  GEORGE:  Veiy  well, 
then  I  object  that  the  Commissioners  at 
the  present  moment  are  too  partizan. 
For  instance,  in  the  locality  in  which  I 
reside,  the  Commissioners  have  been  ap- 
pointed oat  of  one  political  party  and  out 
of  one  denomination.  Up  to  a  recent 
period  the  locality  was  represented  in 
Parliament  by  men  of  one  Party,  and 
whenever  names  were  submitted  to  them 
they  naturally  favoured  men  of  their 
way  of  thinking.  I  object  to  this 
political  class  of  men,  believing  them  to 
be  too  partial  to  be  entrusted  with  these 
duties.  As  to  the  first  point  mentioned 
by  the  Attorney  General^ — the  appeal  to 
the  County  Court  g^iven  in  the  first 
Bills  broutjht  in  by  the  Government — 
I  simply  mentioned  that  the  Government 
themaelvofl  thought  the  County  Court  a 
competent  tribunal  for  investigating  the 
value  of  land. 

•(4,58.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  : 
I  do  not  think  the  Attorney  General  has 
given  sufficient  weight  to  the  arguments 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  probably  because  he 
dt)es  not  know  the  locality  in  which  my 
hon.  Friend  resides.  Some  very  strong 
cases  were  meotioned,  all  of  which  will 
bear  investigation,  as  they  are  well 
fonnded,  My  hon.  Friend  stated  a  case  in 
whicli  a  Commissioner  had  actually  re- 
turned the  value  of  his  own  property  at 
less  than  half  the  pro;jer  amount,  and 
another  case  in  which  a  man's  assessment 
was  raised  iJ40  because  he  was  a  Noncon- 
formist. It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
objection  cfin  be  taken  to  the  persons  se- 
lected as  Commissioners  when  tlie  names 
are  submitted.  We  know  that,  but  it  is 
an  exceedingly  invidious  thing  to  take 
upon  oneself  to  object  to  a  certain 
name.  I  hold  it  is  desirable  that 
this  matter  should  be  removed  from  the 
region  of  politics,  and  that  the  present 
method  of  submitting  names  to  Members 
of  Parliament  gives  a  political  colour  to 
the  whole  thing,  nor  do  I  know  why 
the  Government  adopted  the  County 
Court  as  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  their 
former  Bills  and  do  not  propose  to  do  so 
now.  If  my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a  divi- 
sion, I  shall  support  the  Motion, 

*(4.59.)  Ytscojjsr  WOLMHR  (Hants, 
Petersfleld)?  Is  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caaraarvou  quite  sure  that  the  cases  he 
Hh^  given  are  of  aesesements  nnder 
Scfhedulo  Hi  Under  Schedule  A  there 
is'tobtte  f6i*;ptdbeediiig^  uttch  as  We  meil- 


tioned.  I  do  not  see  why,  in  tlie 
case  we  are  considering,  the  attltud©  of 
the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  in  ih& 
fnture  should  be  different  from  what  it 
has  been  in  the  past,  I  do  not  see 
what  inducement  there  is  which  does 
not  already  exist  to  them  to  EtUow 
Schedule  B  to  diminish  and  grow  small. 
On  the  contrary,  it  seems  to  me  that  th& 
machinery  is  absolutely  safe-guarded  at 
present  by  the  rule  that  prevails  in  the 
counties  which  which  I  am  acquainted^ 
which  is  that  no  reduction  is  allowed 
unless  it  can  be  shown,  on  the  prod  action 
of  accounts,  that  it  is  required.  The  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  according  to  my 
view,  prevents  the  possibility  of  abuse,, 
and  I  do  not  think  his  proposal  is  neces- 
sary. 

*(5.I,)  Mr.  W.BOWEN  ROWLANDS 
(Cardiganshire) :  I  have  listened  with 
some  surprise  to  the  observations  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
as  to  the  names  of  the  Commis- 
sion eri  being  submitted  to  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  I  should  think 
other  Members  have  listened  with 
surprise  equal  to  my  own.  On  this 
point  the  arguments  of  the  Attorney 
General  appears  to  me  to  be  somewhat 
unsatisfactory.  The  argument  in  favour 
of  his  contention  is  that  we  are  already 
provided  with  machinery,  but  that  exist- 
ing machinery  seems  to  me  insufficient 
and  bod.  First,  the  fact  that  the  ma* 
ehinery  exists  is  hardly  sufficient 
reason  for  denying  anch  a  tribunal 
as  my  hon.  Friend  proposes,  when 
you  are  legislating  exceptionally. 
Secondly,  the  existing  machinery 
is  shown  to  be  lamentably  insufficient. 
Upon  the  ground  that  the  County  Court 
has  been  selected  by  the  Government  fis- 
the  proper  tribunal  to  adjudicate  on 
matters  cognate  to  this,  and  secondly, 
as  the  existing  machinery  is  open  at  any 
rate  to  suspicion,  and  has  in  s^ome  oases) 
been  shown  to  be  guilty  of  very  grave 
derelictions  of  duty,  I  shall  support 
the  Amendment. 

(5.3.)  Mr. PICTON (Leicester): Ithink 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  4h& 
Attorney  General  mistakes  the  nature 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposition.  It' 
is  intended  to  protect  against  under 
assessment  as  well  as  against  over 
jiBsessment,  At  present,  I  understand^ 
there  is  a  protection  against  over  assess*' 
mentj  but  not  againai  under  assesitoent;*^ 
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I  do  hope  tho  Government  will  give  the 

I  tithe  owner  the  same  protection  aa  fa 
accorded  tbe  owner  or  occnpier  of  the 
land. 

♦(5.4.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  must  have  made 
I  ft  m^istake  as  to  the  Amendment  wo  are 
IdiBcnssing.  I  think  he  is  discussing 
[the  Amendment  which  U»e  hon.  Member 
also  placedup  on  the  Paper,  giving 
^the  owner  some  such  protection  as  is  asked 
Ifor.  That  I  promised  to  consider  on 
sport,  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  good 
I  thing  to  give  some  protection  against 
[under  assessment.  Sir,  I  hope  the  Cora- 
rmittee  will  not  make  the  Judge  of  the 
I  County  Court  the  judge  of  value.     That 

I  suggestion,  I  know,  was  made  by  the 
IXjovernment  two  years  ago,  and  after 
Ibcing  made  it  was  more  fully  con- 
l»idered,  and  it  was  felt  to  be  a  mistake. 

II  believe  the  proper  tribunal  to  judge  of 
rvalue  is  that  which  is  customary  in 
[England,  and  the  proper  ap{>eal  from 
[that  tribunal  is  that  which  the  law 
I  id  ready  provides, 

(5.6.)  Mr.  LLOYD-GEOKGK  :  I  have 
Jgiven  three  concrete  iiistoncea  in  which 
rthe  protection  of  the  surveyor  of  taxes 
was  proved  to  be  j^rossly  inadequate, 
and  the  same  thing  will  occur  again.  At 
present  it  is  the  interest  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Income  Tax  to  keep  down 
the  tithe  rent-charge  as  much  as 
possible. 

♦Viscount    WOLMER:    Which  sche- 
dule ? 

Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  r  I  am  sorry  T 
have  not  got  the  letter  of  tlie  Inland 
Revenue  with  me,  therefore  I  am  un- 
able to  quote  it.  I  may  be  able  to  do 
so  later  in  the  discu^ion«  It  makes  no 
difference  whether  Schedule  A  or  B  is 
concerned,  and  it  is  the  interest  of  the 
Income  Tax  Commissioners  to  keep  down 
the  a^essment  as  much  as  possible.  lu 
the  t^ses  which  I  have  cited,  it  has  been 
kept  down  extraordinarily,  and  I  might 
point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  in 
uvery  instance  the  balance  sheet  cannot 
be  employed,  for  I  should  say  the  case 
is  very  rare  in  which  accounts  of  the 
produce  are  kept.  I  certainly  hoj>etha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  consent  to 
this  Amendment  on  Report* 

(5.11.)  Tlie  Committee  divided: — - 
Ayes  il2  j  Noee  152,— (Div.  List,  No.  26.) 


(5.2,^.)     Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St  Pan- 
eras,  N.) :  In  moving  the  Amendment  I 
have  placed  upcm  the  Paper,  namely,  to 
leave  out  Sub- section  5,  I  suggest  thai 
th  is  sab-section  is  opposed  to  the  policy  of 
the  Bill,  and  is  unfair.     I  also  move  my 
Amendment,  because  it  would  be    im- 
possible for  the  sub-section  to  be  of  any 
practical   effect,    and  because   it   would 
only     cause    con  fust  on     and    unnecea* 
sary    expense.      The    provision    in   the 
Act     of     Parliament,     to     which     the 
sub-section     refers,    is    the    58th    sec- 
tion of  the  6th  «nd  7th  of  William  IV., 
w^hich  provides  that  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  Valaers  or  Commissioners,  upoa 
the  applicntion  of  the  landowner,  to  ap- 
portion   the    whole     of     a    rent-charge 
u[K>u  certain  land  to  the  exoneration  of 
other   land  belonging  to  the  same  owner 
and  equally   liable   to   the    rent-charge. 
But  there  is  a  provision   to    the  effect 
that  no  close  of  land  shall  be  charged  with 
any    rent-charge,    or    share     of     rent* 
charge,  on  account  of  the  tithe   of  any 
other   land,    unless    the    value    of    the 
land  charged    shall    be    at    least    three 
times    tbe    value     of     the   rent-charge. 
At     that     time,    therefore,     the    tithe 
rent-charge  did    not   exceed   one -third 
of    the    value   of    the  land.      Now,    if 
between  that  time  aud  the  present,  the 
land  lias  so  depreciated  in  vjilue  that  the 
tithe  exceeds   two-thirds   of   the  value, 
surt'ly    there    is     a    strong      caije     for 
relief.     Tho    object   of  the    whole    sec* 
tion  is,  that   where  the  tithe  has  practi* 
cally  absorbed  tho  land,  relief  shall  be 
given.     It  seems  to   me   that  relief    iiA 
et^ually  necessary  in  the  case  proposed 
to     l)e     excepted ;     and     to     put     an 
exception   of   this     kind     in    this    re- 
medial    Bill,    seems     to    me    opposed 
to    the    whole      policy     of     the     Bill, 
I  would  point   out  to    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of    the  Bill  that? 
there  is  no  evidence  existing  in  the  Office 
of   the  Land  Commiasioners  which   will 
inexpensively  enable  the  tu bisection  to 
bo      worked.      When     the     apportion- 
ments were  made  (at  any  rate    this  ia 
the   result   of  my  information  upon  the 
subject),  the  lands  specially  apportioned 
under  Section  58  of   the   6th  and  7th 
William  lY.  were   not  distinguished — - 
that  is  to  say,  the  apportionments  did  not 
in  terms  provide  thiit  certain  lands  were 
cluu'ged    to   the   exoneration    of    othei* 
lands,  and   therefgre,   it    wr^uld  be  inb 
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possible  to  give  evidence  of  that, 
except  by  a  very  laborious  process. 
In  fact,  I  do  not  know  how  this  could  be 
done  except  by  going  to  the  offices  of  the 
land  agents  who  acted  in  the  matter,  or 
to  the  Assistant  Commissioners,  and 
raking  up  the  old  papers,  if  they  could  be 
got  at,  endeavouring  in  that  way  to 
make  out  a  case.  What  will  happen 
under  the  Bill  when  a  claim  is  made  for 
remission  ?  Why  two  documents  will  be 
produced.  The  Tithe  Award  and  Appor- 
tionment^ showing  the  amount  of  tithe 
charged,  and  the  Income  Tax  assessment 
under  Schedule  B.  They  will  show  the 
relative  proportion  which  the  tithe  bears 
ito  the  value  of  the  land.  So  far  the 
evidence  is  simple ;  but  if  you  provide 
that  relief  is  not  to  be  given  in  cases 
where  the  tithe  has  been  specially  ap- 
jK)rtbned,  in  reference  to  which  you 
have  no  means  of  showing  what  was 
specially  apportioned,  except  by  resort 
^  the  land  agents  memoranda,  and 
•other  similar  documents,  all  I  have 
4»  say  is  that  you  will  be  intro- 
ducing a  provision  that  will  lead  to  a 
great  deal  of  litigation,  trouble,  and 
expense.  The  case  may  practically  be 
put  in  this  way :  The  tithe  owner  sues 
for  the  tithe,  and  the  landowner  con- 
tends that  his  land  has  been  depre^ 
^iated  in  value,  and  that  he  is  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  the  relief  to  be  given 
by  this  Bill.  The  tithe  owner  will 
then  say  to  him :  You  are  not  entitled 
to  reli($f,  because  the  tithe  was  specially 
apportioned  on  the  land  to  the  exonera- 
tion of  other  land.  The  award,  how- 
ever, does  not  show  this.  It  only  shows 
ihat  the  tithe  was  charged  in  particular 
portions  of  the  parish,  and  does  not  show 
what  parcels  of  land  were  particularly 
vexonerated.  In  this  case  the  tithe  owner 
will  have  to  give  the  next  best  evi- 
dence he  can  obtain,  which  may  be 
the  evidence  of  the  person  who  made 
the  appropriation,  if  he  is  alive,  or 
surveys,  plans,  declarations,  statements 
or  memoranda  for  what  they  are  worth. 
Now,  I  appeal  to  practical  men  in  this 
House  as  to  whether  that  sort  of  evi- 
dence is  not  of  a  most  unsatisfactory 
character,  especially  when  it  is  40  or  50 
years  old.  It  is  the  kind  of  evidence 
you  get  in  right  of  way  cases,  and  it  is  of 
a  nature  which  will  cause  expense  of  a 
serious  character.  Although  I  do  not 
go  so  far  as  to  say  the  sub-section 
Mr.  T.  U.  Bolton 


will  defeat  the  object  of  the  Bill,  yet  I 
do  assert  it  will  go  a  long  way  towards 
defeating  the  benefits  intended  to  be 
conferred  by  it.  I  am  satisfied  that 
there  is  no  evidence  to  be  obtained 
except  such  as  I  have  mentioned;  it 
will  be  most  expensive  to  get.  It  may 
also  give  rise  to  great  litigation,  and 
altogether  the  provision  is  a  most  un- 
desirable one.  I  believe  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  appreciate  the  difficulty 
of  this  matter.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  bear  me  out  in  what  I  say  as  to 
the  practical  nature  of  this  objection  to 
the  sub-section.  I  know  that  there  is  a 
rough  sort  of  justice  in  the  sentiment 
that  people  on  whose  land  the  tithe  was 
specially  apportioned  should  not  come 
under  the  benefit  of  this  remission  ;  but 
after  all  it  is  of  no  use,  with  a  view 
to  a  sort  of  sentimental  rough  justioe, 
to  leave  a  provision  of  this  objection- 
able nature  in  the  Bill.  I  hope  that 
hon.  Members  will  agree  to  my  Amend- 
ment, which  is  in  no  sense  hostile  to 
the  Bill,  but  will  make  it  practical  by 
stopping  a  loophole  for  endless  litiga- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (5). — (i/r. 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(5)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

♦(5.33.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  I  feel  very 
much  indebted  to  him  for  the  pains 
which  he  has  taken  in  discussing  this 
Bill,  and  for  the  way  in  which  he  has 
put  his  special  knowledge  of  this  tech- 
nical and  complicated  subject  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  House  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  have  listened  carefully  to  the 
objection  which  he  has  raised  to  this 
sub-section.  I  had  been  under  the  idea 
that  the  award  showed  whether  there 
had  been  a  special  apportionment,  but 
the  hon.  Member  with  his  practical 
knowledge  assures  us  it  does  not,  anl^ 
that  the  tithe  owner  would  have  enor-. 
mous  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  evi-; 
dence  necessary  to  prove  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  County  Court  Judge 
that  there  had  been  a  special  appor- 
tionment. As  this  clause  would  only 
apply  to  a  few  cases,  and  would  have 
a  tendency  to  encourage  most  expensive 
litigation,  I  am  bound  to  say  the  ob- 
jections to  the  retention  of  the  sub-sec-^ 
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tton  are  valid,  aad  therefore  1  do  uot 
intend  to  defend  the  proviso. 

♦(5.34,)  Mb.  SYDNET  GEDGE 
(Stockport) :  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  in  withdrawing  the 
clause  for  the  present  moment,  the 
Government  retain  liberty  to  ro-intro- 
duce  it,  should  it  be  found  not  to  be 
beset  by  such  difficulties  aa  tho  hon. 
Member  suggests.  The  clause,  it  will 
be  remembered,  was  not  contained  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  and  in  the  couri^e  of  the 
Second  Reading  Debate  I  pointed  out 
the  injustice  likely  to  arise  in  cases 
where  there  had  been  a  special  appor- 
tion ment-  I  am  very  much  obligt>d  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  for  putting  it  in 
thia  yt^ar,  and  I  should  be  sorry  indeed 
if  the  practical  diHicultiea  were  found  to 
be  so  great  us  to  prevent  its  object  being 
carried  out. 

'*(5,35.)SiR  J.  SWIT^BUBNE (Stafford, 
ehire,  Lichtteld) :  I  hope  that  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  will  adhera  to  his  de- 
cision to  omit  the  clause,  which  is 
certainly  one  calculated  to  lead  to  end- 
less litigation,  as  well  as  to  bad  feeling. 

(5.35,)  The  Committee  divi  led :—Ayea 
95;  Noes  19a— (Div,  List,  No,  27.) 

^(5.48.)  Mr.  a  T.  EVANS  :  I  beg  to 
move  at  the  end  of  Clause  3  tlie  addition 
of  these  words — 

*'  Or  held  by  any  Corporation  or  public  body, 
or  to  any  kads  oiher  ih&n  tho^te  Mn^d  lor 
agTiCullural  purposea/^ 

The  sole  object  of  this  clause,  accord* 
ing  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  is  to 
relieve  those  who  have  suffered  by  the 
agricultural  depression,  and  ther«^fore  I 
hold  that  its  beneiite  should  not  be 
extended  to  land  held  by  a  Cor  juration 
QT  other  Public  Body,. which  may  be  very 
wealthy.  Neither  should  it  be  extended 
to  land  used  for  other  than  purely  agri- 
cultural or  pastoral  purposes.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  i^  resident  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  been  good  enough  to  show 
me  some  words  the  Government  would  be 
willing  to  accept,  but  they  would  cover 
lands  used  for  the  growth  of  underwood 
and  timber.  I  venture  tosubm it  that  there 
has  been  no  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
timber  or  underwood,  and  therefore 
there  is  no  reason  why  such  land  ehoald 
come  within  the  operation  of  this  clause. 
Land  devoted  to  this  purpose  is  often 
used  for  purely  ornamental  purjjoaes, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  the  present  tithe 


owners  would  be  willing  that  tithe 
should  be  remitted  in  such  cases.  In 
order  to  get  an  expression  of  opinioiL. 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  lieg  to 
move  the  addition  of  the  words  I  haTo 
indicated. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
15,  at  the  end,  to  add  the  words — 

**  Or  held  hv  a  Corporation  or  public  body, 
or  to  any  lands  othor  than  those  nsed  for  purely 
a)?ricultari*l  OBpaatoralpurpoaes.'* — {Mr,  5,  T* 

Qnesfcinn  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'* 

•(5.50.)  Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH  j  I 
certainly  do  not  see  why  any  distinction, 
sltould  be  made  as  to  the  ownership  of 
land  benefitting  under  tlie  clause.  A 
Corporation  or  Public  Body  includes,  of 
course,  a  College,  and  I  may  ask  why 
should  land  held  by  a  College  for  public 
purposes— for  educational  purposes,  for 
instance— not  profit  by  the  provisions  of 
this  clause  equally  with  land  held  by 
private  persons,  I  cannot  think  the 
Jaon,  Member  will  attempt  to  defend 
such  a  distinction.  If  he  will  abandon 
that  part  of  his  Amendment,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  limit  the  operation  of  this 
clause  to  land  used  solely  for  agricul- 
tural or  pastoml  ]mrposc8,  or  for  tho 
growth  of  timber  or  underwood,  That 
would  avoid  the  possible  inclusion  in  the 
clause  not  only  of  land  used  for  building 
purposes,  but  also  of  land  which  ths 
owner  has  wasted,  and  in  regard  to 
which  my  bon.  Friend  tho  Member  for 
South  Kensington  had  intended  to  raise 
a  discussion  in  Committee.  But  I  must 
insist  on  the  inclusion  of  land  used 
for  the  grow  til  of  timber  or  underwood, 
because  if  the  hon.  Member  had  happened 
to  be  the  owner  of  a  ci^ppice  or  wood, 
he  Would  have  been  aware  of  the  great 
deterioration  in  value— a  deterioi'ation 
as  serious  as  that  which  has  befallen 
other  classes  of  land.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  to  take  issue  on  the  first 
words  of  his  Amendment,  I  hope  tho 
Committee  will  not  agree  to  them. 

♦{5.52.)  Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY  :  I  am 
glad  to  find  myself  in  accord  on  this 
point  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill.  I  think  corporations 
ought  to  be  admitted  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  unfair  to 
the  tithe  owner,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
unfair  to  let  the  owner  of  a  coal-pit  or 
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mine,  who  wastes  the  land  by  putting 
slag  or  rubbish  upon  it,  reap  the  benefit 
of  this  clause, 

♦(5.54,)  Mk.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN : 
Axid  we  to  understand  the  words  are  to 
run  :  "This  eectiou  shall  not  apply  to 
any  land  except  that  used  for  ijastoral  or 
agricultural  purposes,  or  for  the  growth 
of  timber  or  underwood  ?" 

*Sm  M.  HICKS  CKACH:  That  is  the 
intention, 

Mr.  PICTON:  I  cannot  quite  see  what 
all  this  means.  I  thought  these  condi- 
tions were  being  imposed  in  the 
interests  of  those  who  have  sufiFered 
from  the  agricultural  depre-^sion^  but  the 
inclusion  of  timber  and  underwood  is 
going  beyond  mere  agriculture,  and  there- 
lore  I  hope  my  Friend  will  persist  in  bia 
opposition  to  it. 

♦(5.55.)  Sib  J.  SWINBC'RNE:  The 
main  yalue  of  underwood  is  that  it 
supplies  fencing''  for  the  estate ;  there  id 
now  practically  no  sale  for  it,  its  value 
being  so  snialL  When  the  Tithe  Com- 
mutation Act  was  passed  a  good  price 
could  be  got  for  it,  as  there  were  heavy 
Import  Duties  on  foreign  timber,  but  now 
most  of  the  timber  used  for  building 
comes  from  the  Baltic  and  America,  and 
one  of  the  chief  uses  of  underwood  is  to 
protect  and  shelter  growing  crops  and 
tiocks  and  herds. 

(5.570  Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS 
(Carnarv^onshire,  Eifion) :  There  is  one 
strong  reason  why  underwood  should  not 
be  included.  The  object  of  the  clause  is 
solely  to  meet  the  changed  conditions  of 
agriculture.  Now  the  changes  have 
only  a^ected  corn  lands,  and  have  not 
affected  the  land  on  which  underwood  is 
grown.  I  believe  under svood  is  worth 
just  as  much  now  as  it  was  in  1836. 

Mr,  H.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faveraham)  :  I  should  not  have 
interfered  in  this  Debate,  had  it  net  been 
for  the  extraordinary  ignorance  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  last  spoke.  I  can 
corroborate  what  ha^  fulleu  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  f'»r  Lichfield, 
as  to  the  immense  fall  in  the  value  of 
underwood.  In  the  hop  counties  wo 
grow  underwood,  simply  because  it  is 
possible  to  get  a  supply  of  poles,  and  that 
is  its  main  value*  Indeed  it  is  a  regular 
agricultural  crop. 

(5.58.)     Mr,   PICTON :    Aa  we  here 
do  not  possess  landed  estates,  I  think  we 
are     able    to     oome    to     an     im  parti ul 
Mr,  C,  W.  Gra*j 


decision  on  this  subject,  far  we  do  not 
hojxs  to  put  any  money  in  our  own 
pockets,  nor  do  we  desire  to  benefit  our 
class.  It  appeara  to  me  it  is  not  the  poor 
agriculturist  whom  you  are  relieving  of 
the  burden  of  the  tithe,  hut  it  seems  the 
whole  tendency  of  the  Bill  is  to  destroy 
the  security  of  tho  natiou's  propeity. 

•(5.59.)  Siii  R.  WEKSTKR:  I  wiU 
give  only  one  illustration  to  prove  the 
necessity  of  including  land  used  for  tho 
growth  of  underwood.  Seven  years  ago 
undjrwoc»d  for  hoojs  was  worth  £17  or 
i;l8  per  acre ;  now  it  fetches  only  X5, 

Mr.  STUAUT  REN  del  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  I  hopcf  that  with  regard  to 
tfiu  (irst  fiart  of  his  Amendment  my  hon.  *  j 
Friend  will  give  way,  but  as  to  the  latter 
part  1  trust  ho  will  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. Under wootl  may  bo  used  for 
agricultural  pnrjxises,  and  its  value  may 
have  greatly  depreciated,  but  such  land  is 
not  generally  occupied  by  the  poorer 
Wnants.  It  is  generally  held  by  the 
owners  of  the  est;itej  and  there  is  there- 
fore no  necessity  to  intrlude  it  in  this 
clause. 

*'(6.0.)     Ma.  S.  T.  EVANS:  I  am  pre- 
pared  to  withdraw  the  first  six  words  of 
my  AmendniL^nt,  but  I  still  object  to  the 
words  **  or  for  the  growth  of  timber  or 
underwood,'*     No  answer  has  been  made 
by    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite,    to    the 
ussertion  that  these    words   would  apply 
to  lands  used  for  the  parp^->se  of  gi*owiug 
limber  for   ornamental    purposes.      Al- 
though many  of  us  on  these  Benches  are 
not   the    happy    possessors    of  land,  we 
know  something  alxjut    underwood,  aa 
we  h:\ve  been  able  to  show  in  the  course 
of  thia  discussion,     Hon.  Members  have 
not  advanced  any  bond  fide  argument  in 
favi^ur  uf  tiiis  clause.   The  sole  argument 
used  in  favour  of  the   clause  is  that  it  is 
designed    to  aid    those   people  who    are 
Buflering    from  agricultural    depressiOD| 
nnd  notwithst^ndinj^  what  the  Attorney 
General    has   said,    no    case    has     beenrj 
made  out  for  a  remission  of  tithe  in  th^] 
case  fjf  the  growers  of  underwood,   and 
Certainly  not  for  the  growers  of  timber. 
♦(G,2.)      fe^ia    J.     GOLDSMID     (St, 
Paneras,  S.) :     It   is  quite   evident  the 
hon.  Gentleman  docs  not  know  as  mu<;h 
alx^nt  underwood  as  Eibc»ut  tithe.     I  haT0 1 
had  25  yeai*?*  experience  of  the  trrowing' 
of  underwoodj  and  during  the   last  five 
years  we  have  had  a  depression  in  th^ 
sale  of  underwood  which  never  befo*^ . 
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occurred  in  tbe  history  of  that  vast  pro* 
duce.  The  underwood  on  land  which  I 
hare  had  to  manage  used  io  yield, 
for  a  ten  years'  cuttings,  from  XI, 000 
to  j£-l,100  per  100  acres :  now,  an 
average  crop  of  10  years*  growth  is 
only  worth  from  £300  to  £400.  Conse- 
quently you  will  see  that  when  you  have 
calculated  the  cost  per  acre — the  cost  of 
planting  and  maintenance — and  the  rates 
and  titheSp  there  is  less  than  nothing  loft 
for  the  owner.  I  c«uld  give  a  thousand 
instances  in  the  County  of  Kent  which 
have  come  under  my  personal  observa- 
tion during  the  last  five  years,  which 
prove  that  there  is  a  very  great  depres- 
sion in  the  sale  of  underwood,  I  can 
also  tell  the  hon.  Gentlejnau  of  cases  in 
which  Assessment  Committees  have, 
within  the  last  two  years,  reduced  the 
rating  of  underwood  by  60  per  cent. 
Nothing  can  prove  more  clearly  the 
truth  of  what  I  have  said  than  such 
action  on  the  part  of  Assessment  Com- 
mitteea*  I  assure  the  hon.  Member  he 
is  entirely  wrong. 

♦(G.4.)  Mr.  S,  T.  EVANS  :  I  am  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  his  information 
with  regard  to  underwood  ;  but  then  mj 
argument  as  to  timber  is  not  touched  at 
all.  I  fail  to  see  why  a  remission  should 
be  made  in  the  case  of  tlio  growers  of 
timber.  If  I  bought  silver  some  years 
ago,  when  the  price  was  high,  I  do  not 
see  why  now,  when  silver  has  depreciated 
in  value,  I  should  have  my  loss  made 
up  out  of  the  public  purse. 

♦(6.5.)  Sm  J.  GOLDSMIB:  I  should 
like  to  point  out  how  extremely 
inconsistent  the  hon.  Member  is. 
The  other  day  w^hen  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maldon  moved  to  increase  the 
amount  of  reductioQ  which  was  to 
be  given  by  the  tithe  owner  from  one* 
third  to  one-half,  the  hon.  Member  voted 
fbr  the  Amendment. 

*Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  I  did  nothing  of 
the  kind.  I  voted  for  the  omission  of 
the  words  "  two-thirds/* 

♦Sir  J.  GOLDSMID ;  The  hon.  Mem^ 
ber  voted  for  the  Amendment  with  the 
object  of  inserting  the  words  **  one-half/' 
When  the  hon.  Member  has  had  a  Httle 
more  practical  experience  of  Parliament 
he  will  know  what  hon.  Members  mean 
when  they  vote  for  the  omission  of 
words.  Th^  otbt^r  day  I  stated  that  I 
objected  not  only  to  *•  oae-half "  but  to 


**  one- third,*'  and  that  I  intended  to  vote 
against  the  whole  clause.  I  consider 
the  principle  of  the  clanse  wrong.  But, 
nevertbelessjif  you  apply  it  toagriculturo 
you  ought  to  apply  it  to  underwood.  If 
the  hon.  Member  Avould  like  information 
with  regard  to  timber  I  can  give  him  a 
little.  I  have  watched  the  timber  market 
%^ery  continuously.  About  15  years  ago 
the  price  of  oak  per  foot  was  about  3s. 
Five  years,  four  years »  and  three  years 
ago  the  price  was  about  Is.  6d  perfoot* 
There  has  been  a  slight  rise  since  then, 
and  now^  I  should  gay  the  price  is  about 
2s,,  or  about  two-thirds  what  it  was  1& 
years  ago.  And  oak  governs  all  the  rest 
of  the  timber  trade,  consequently  you  cau 
easily  ascertain  what  the  relative  values 
of  the  different  classes  of  timber  are. 
What  I  said  about  underwood  is  accurate. 
I  will  give  the  hon  Member  the  names 
of  the  Assessment  Committees  if  he 
would  like  to  he«r  them.  Certainly 
nothing  has  suffered  so  much  from  de- 
pression  as  the  value  of  underwood. 

•(6.8.)  Mr.  a  OSBORNE  MORGAN  t 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Goldsmid),  as  indeed  all  the  arguments 
against  the  Amendment,  have  related  to 
timber  or  underwood  regarded  as 
an  article  of  commerce.  I  can  under* 
stand  there  hns  been  de  pression » 
but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  timber  that  is- 
grown  in  England  is  grown  for  orna- 
mental purposes  and  for  sporting  pur- 
poses. It  seems  to  me  monstrous  thaf^ 
timber  grown  for  purely  sporting  or 
ornamental  purposes  should  be  entitled 
to  the  benefit  of  this  remission. 

(C.9.)  Mr.  H.  R.  FAKQUH arson  ; 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire 
says  the  remission  is  granted  owing  to 
the  agricultural  depression.  I  do  not 
understand  tlmt  to  be  the  case.  Wei 
were  told  the  other  night  that  the  remis-r 
sion  is  intended  as  an  inducement  to 
landlords  to^  keep  their  land  in  cultiva* 
tion.  Such  an  indn cement  would  apply 
to  underwood  with  equal  force,  becauso 
landlords  who  find  the  tithe  very  nearly" 
exceeding  the  total  annual  value  of  the 
underwood,  will  be  apt  to  cast  the  under- 
wood on  the  hands  of  the  tithe  owner. 
As  in  some  cases,  1 4  years  have  to  elapse*' 
before  any  profit  is  derived  from  under- 
wood, I  think  the  titho  owner  would  be 
a  sufferer  if  ho  were  to  take  underwood 
in  hand. 
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♦(6.10.)  ViscocNT  WOUIER:  I,  like  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Goldsoiid),  object  alto 
gether  to  the  principle  of  the  clause.  I  do 
nut  believe  any  case  has  been  made  out  for 
agricaltnrists  to  have  this  remission  given 
them.  A  great  many  mythical  cases 
have  been  presented  to  us,  but  not  an 
actual  one*  But  if  you  admit  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause,  as  I  understand  the 
Lon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr. 
S»  Evans)  does,  I  cannot  understand  why 
you  should  except  underwood,  Hazel 
and  ash  are  just  as  much  a  crop  as  oats 
or  barley. 

*^(I5JL)  Mtt.  S.  T.  EVANS:  There 
4ieems  to  be  some  misuDderstanding  as  to 
why  I  supported  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maldon.  My  position 
IB  perfectly  clear.  I  voted  for  the 
omission  of  the  words  **  two- thirds,"  and 
reserved  the  right  of  voting  as  I 
pleased  upon  words  which  might 
ho  proposed  in  their  place,  and  if 
the  kon.  Baronet  (Sir  J,  Goldsmid)  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  Amend- 
ments he  would  have  seen  I  bad  given 
Boticj  of  my  intention  to  move  the 
omission  of  Clause  3  entirely, 

Th£  CHAIRMAN:  The hon.  Member 
cannot  amend  his  own  Amendment  It 
would  be  more  convenient  for  him  to 
withdraw  this  Amendment  and  then 
propose  to  amend  the  Gt>vernment's  pro- 
posal. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
14,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  lands/' 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  and  insert  the 
words — 

**  Other  than  thoae  used  solely  for  agricul- 
tural or  paBtoml  purposea,  or  for  tho  fftowth 
of  timber  or  underwood.*' — (^iV  Michael  Mkfkt 

Question,  **That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause/' 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added,'' 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Araendmeut,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''\jr 
for  tlie  growth  of  timber  or  underwood.'* 
— (Mr,  S.  1\  Evana). 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment/' 

(tj.l5.)  The  Committee  divided  \- — 
Ayes  179;  Noes  112. —  (Di v.  List, 
No.  28.) 


Words  added. 

*(6.25.)  Mn.  S.  T.  EVANS:  I  now 
propose  to  add  these  words  :  *'  Nor  to  any 
lands  except  those  occupied  by ^he  owners 
thereof."  The  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  very  clear*  It  is,  in  a  word,  to 
make  the  clause  a  yeomans' clause.  It  is 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  bargain 
made  by  the  landlords  in  1836  was  a 
good  bargain  and  it  cannot  be  shown  why 
the  landlord  should  be  relieved  from  tithe. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  said  the  other 
evening  that  this  clause  was  intended 
to  apply  to  the  yeomanry  only.  I  pro 
pose  to  make  it  a  yeomanry  clause  and 
nothing  else.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man BAid  the  owner  ought  to  have 
enough  out  of  bis  land  to  keep  it  in 
cultivation.  I  would  not  go  so  far  as 
my  hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr,  Picton),  who  says  that  in  no  case 
ought  you  to  make  any  remission  in 
tithe.  If  it  can  be  shown  that  the  effect 
of  keeping  tithe  at  its  present  amount 
will  be  to  throw  land  out  of  cultivation, 
that  is  an  evil  which  ought  to  be 
remedied,  and  these  words  would  have 
the  desired  e^ect  as  far  as  the  land  of 
yeomen  is  concerned.  I  claim  the  sup- 
port of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester, 
and  that  also  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Barwen  (Viscount  Cranhome), 
who  said  the  other  evening  that  we 
ought  not  to  reduce  tithe  by  one  penny, 
except  in  so  far  as  it  would  prevent  land 
going  out  of  cultivation.  Of  course  I 
shall  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maldon  (Mr.  Gray),  because  he 
spsaks  merely  on  behalf  of  the  yeomen 
farm  era  Let  me  give  the  Committee  a 
few  figures.  Take  a  case  in  which  a 
farm  is  worth  £150  a  year,  and  the  tithe 
is  £125,  leaving  a  margin  for  the  rent  of 
£25.  It  is  proposed  by  this  clause  that 
tithe  shall  be  reduced  to  XIOO.  The 
result  would  be  to  put  £25  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landlord  without  benefit- 
ting anybody  else.  I  think,  therefore, 
the  clause  ought  to  be  confined  to  those 
cases  where  the  owner  himself  occupies. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  to 
add,  after  the  words  last  added,  the 
words  "  Nor  to  any  lands  except  those 
occupied  by  the  owners  thereof.'^ — (J/r, 
S,  T,  Evaiis.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'* 
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♦(6.27.)  Sm  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
My  argument  was,  and  is,  that  there 
shonld  be  a  sufficient  margin,  which  is 
snppoBed  to  be  allowed  for  bj  this 
clause,  for  keeping  the  land  in  cnltivation. 
The  hon*  Member  does  not  seem  to  know 
what  is  required  in  order  that  land  shall 
be  kept  in  cultivation.  It  is  not  merely 
the  possession  of  agricultural  implements 
or  stock,  or  the  power  to  pay  wages  ; 
there  roust  be  besides,  the  keeping  up  of 
buildings^  drainage,  fencing,  and  all 
the  other  things  which  fall  on  the  owner 
of  the  land,  and  not  on  the  tenant.  This 
clause  proposes  to  make  the  necessary 
ftllowance  to  the  owner  of  land  whether 
he  lets  or  occupies  ife.  The  hon  Member 
proposes  to  make  it  penal  for  an  owner 
to  let  his  land.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
wish  indirectly  to  discourage  tenant 
farmers  throughout  the  country?  Be* 
cause  that  would  be  the  only  practical 
effect  of  this  proposal  on  the  very  class 
which  I  suppose  he  desires  to  encourage. 
I  cannot  imagine  that  ho  will  persist  in 
what  would  be  a  gro^  and  unreasonable 
injustice,  and  I  oppose  the  Amendment. 

(6.29.)  Me.  a  W,  GRAY  :  Of  course. 
I  oppose  the  Amendment,  and  I  merely 
rise  to  mj  that  the  hon.  Member  erred 
in  stating  that  my  interest  in  this 
question  has  been  merely  on  behalf  of 
the  yeoman  farmers*  I  think  I  have 
made  it  plain  from  first  to  last  that  I 
have  at  heart  the  interests  of  the  farmers 
generally. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  p^opc^sed»  **  That  Clause  3, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill.*' 

♦(6.33.)  Mb.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  It  is  my 
intention  to  take  a  division  against  the 
clause,  and  I  hope  I  may  have  the 
support  of  the  noble  Lnrd  the  Member 
for  Darwen  (Lord  Cranborne),  and 
others  who,  in  their  discussions,  have 
spoken  against  the  clause.  The  circum- 
stances attending  agriculture  in  this 
country  have  not,  in  any  material  degree, 
changed  since  1887  ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  an  arguuient  made  use  of  in  that 
year  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  another 
place,  goes  directly  to  the  exclusion 
of  this  clause.  Upon  the  First  Reading 
of  the  Tithes  Bill  introduced  in  1887  the 
Prime  Minister  said — 

**  There  was  no  ground  for  the  misooncepticii 
that  landlords  had  luale  a  b&d  bargain  in  183b. 


The  bargain  of  I82G  wa^  a  good  one  for  Und* 
owntra,  and  it  remained  a  good  one  still." 

^ow,  of  course  the  Prime  Minister  woulj 
not  in  any  case  make  a  hazardous  state* 
ment,  and  it  cannot  be  that  he  did  so  ia 
this  instance,  because  he  repeated  it  at 
another  stage  of  the  Bill  when  he  went 
into  the  matter  more  fully.  Replying^ 
to  the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  he  said^ 

'^Hoh&d  a  distinct  opinion  that  the  land- 
owners  had  no  caae  whatever.  His  impresaioxi 
was  that  if  anyone  had  to  complain  it  wad  the 
tithe  owner.*' 

The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Cran- 
borne), it  seems,  holds  a  brief  for  the 
clerical  tithe  owner.  The  Prime  Minister 
went  on  to  say — 

*'  llie  whole  fall  hid  been  in  the  price  of 
grain,  and  be  very  much  doubted  if  there  had 
been  any  fall  at  all  in  the  price  of  green  crops 
or  of  stock.  That  mado  it  all  the  wor^Q  lor 
tboBG  who  came  into  the  arrani^emont  of  1836. 
If  there  was  any  case  at  all,  it  waa  on  behalf 
ol  the  clergy  and  not  ag^ainst  them," 

Then  agtiin  on  another  occasion,  when 
the  Bin  waa  in  Committee,  the  Prime 
Minister  spoke  strongly  on  the  matter* 
Replying  to  an  Amendment  moved  by 
Lord  Brabourne,  ho  said— 

'*  The  gettlement  of  1 836  is  more  ad7antageou9 
to  the  land-owner  than  if  he  remained  under 
the  old  law.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  make  out 
the  shadow  of  a  case  for  re-openiog  the  question 
of  valuation  and  tearinic  up  the  bargain  whioh 
Parliament  made  in  1836/' 

That  is  abundant  testimony  from  the 
Prime  Minister  that  landowners  have 
no  ground  for  complaint  or  reason  for 
altering  the  bargain  of  1836,  I  have 
pointed  out  on  another  oocasion  during 
these  discussions  that  the  Go\#rnment 
abandons  the  Tory  respect  for  con- 
tracts, and  sweeps  away  contracts 
that  are  prejudicial  to  the  interests 
of  the  landowners,  while  it  keeps 
strictly  to  those  which  are  bene- 
ficial to  the  landowner.  Take  the  case 
of  the  lay  tithe  owner.  Of  oonrse,  ou 
account  of  the  object  for  which  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  to  put  down  the  tithe 
agitation  in  Wales — an  object,  let  me  say 
in  parenthesis,  the  Bill  will  not  accom* 
plish — on  account  of  that  avowed  obj*»ct, 
the  discussions  have  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  that  the  main  part  of  the 
tithe  is  received  by  clerical  tithe  owners, 
but,  of  course,  there  are  lay  im- 
propriators. What  happens  in  that  case  ?" 
A  lay  impropriator  may  have  bought  tho 
tithe  only  last  year,  and  yet  you  deduct 


1559         Tiate  Bent-Charge 


{COMMONS} 


JRecdvery  BilL        1560 


-33^  per  cent,  from  the  income  of  one 
private  individual  and  hand  it  over  to 
(another  private  individaal.  I  do  not  see 
the  justice  of  such  a  proceeding,  and  on 
that  ground,  and  on  the  larger  ground 
that  no  sufficient  case  has  been  made 
out  for  reduction  of  tithe,  I  propose  to 
divide  against  the  clause. 

(6.40.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  182;  Noes  103.--(Div.  List, 
No.  29.) 

(6.49.)  Clause  4. 

Verbal  Amendments  made. 

(6.50.)  Mr.  RADCLIFPE  COOKE 
(Newington,  W.) :  I  desire  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  line  21,  as  follows:-^- 

'*And  any  corn-rent  in  lieu  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  paid  by  virtue  of  any  Local  Act  which 
haj  not  been  converted  into  tithe  rent-charge 
under  the  Act  of  I860.*' 

I  move  this  in  consequence  of  an  answer 
I  received  a  day  or  two  ago  when  I  in- 
iquired  if  these  corn-rents  would  come 
within  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  I  was 
informed  bj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thej  would  not.  Now,  there  are 
many  parishes  in-  this  country  in 
'which  tithe  rent-charge  is  not  levied, 
but  there  are  corn-rents  fixed  by 
Local  Acts  of  Parliament.  In  one 
parish  where  I  have  a  little  landed 
interest  tithe  takes  this  form  under  an 
Act  of  1795,  and  from  that  day  to  this 
the  rents  have  been  readjusted  every  14 
years.  This  Bill  does  not  propose  in  any 
way  to  affect  the  valuation  of  tithe,  it 
is  merely  a  recovery  of  tithe  Bill,  a  Bill 
for  facilitating  the  securing  of  the  tithe. 
In  these  circumstances  it  seems  desir- 
able that  tithepayers  and  tithe  owners, 
in  a  parish  affected  by  a  Local  Act  such 
as  I  speak  of,  should  not  bo  deprived  of 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill.  The  tenant 
should  go  to  the  landlord  and  say,  "  In 
future  you  must  pay  the  tithe,"  and  the 
^rector  should  be  able  to  recover  from  the 
landowner  in  the  County  Court.  I 
see  no  reason  whatever  why  this  should 
not  be  BO,  and  I  see  no  difficulty  in  prac- 
tice why  these  corn-rents  should  not  be 
under  this  Act.  It  is  true  that  by 
'agreement  among  the  tithepayers  and 
tithe  owners  in  a  parish  they  can  come 
under  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  1860, 
and  convert  these  corn-rents  into  tithe 
rent-charge ;  but  in  the  instance  with 
which  I  am  familiar  there  seoms  to  be 
no  disposition .  of  payers  and  owners  to 
Mr.  S.  T.  Evans 


take  advantage  of  that  Act,  nor  is  there 
any  reason  why  they  should  be  cpii- 
pelled  to  do  so.  The  Bill  does  not  affect 
the  valuation  and  apportionment  of  corn- 
Tents  in  any  way,  it  merely  gives  facili* 
ties  which  I  think  ought  to  be  availed 
of  in  these  cases,  and  I  hope  on  reflec- 
tion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3Q, 
after  the  word  aforesaid  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  And  any  corn-rent  in  lieu  of  Uthe,  by 
virtue  of  any  Local  Act  of  Parliament  which 
hag  not  been  converted  into  a  rent- charge  undeir 
the  Tithe  Act,  1860.  '*— (.tfr.  ^adel'ft  Cook$.) 

Question  proposed,  •*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(6.65.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
There  are  hundreds  of  these  Local  Act^ 
and  it  is  not  too  much  to  say  that  hardly 
two  of  them  are  identical.  The  circum- 
stances vary  to  an  extraordinary  degree, 
and  though  no  doubt  in  principle  it  i» 
desirable  that  the  same  law  should 
govern  all  these  matters,  it  is  in  practice 
impossible  to  apply  it  in  this  way,  just 
as  it  was  to  apply  other  AmendmentF  of 
the  Act  of  1836  to  all  these  Acts.  The 
proper  way  is  to  take  advantage  of  the 
first  section  of  the  Act  of  1860.  Tha) 
Act  provides  that  wherever  corn-rent^ 
are  payable  by  virtue  of  these  Local 
Acts,  and  such  corn-rents  are  subject  to 
variations  at  certain  periods,  parties  may 
apply  to  the  Commissioners,  and  obtain 
commutation  under  the  Act  of  1836, 
at  any  time  when  the  revision  of  the 
com  rents  takes  place,  and  in  some  ca^ei^ 
this  is  the  way  these  rents  have  been 
dealt  with.  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  press  the  Amendment. 

(6.56.)  Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE: 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
somewhat  misapprehended  the  case.  If 
it  be  true,  as  he  says  it  is,  that 
there  are  hundreds  of  these  cased, 
then  there  are  that  number  of 
parishes  where  the  parties  have  not 
availed  themselves  of  the  Act  of  1860, 
for  some,  reasons  that  seems  good  to 
themselves.  That  there  are  so  many 
cases  still  extant,  shows  that  neither 
tithe  owners  or  tithepayers  desire  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  Act  of  1860.  I 
suppose  the  Gt)vernraent  considered  these 
rcases  when  contemplating  an  amendment 
of  the  Tithe  Act.     I  may  conclude  they 
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did  so,  and.  I  should  li>ire  thought  it 
•would  have  been  desirable  to  deal  with 
them  under  this  Bill,  withotct  alteration 
,in  the  valuation  or  incidence  of  the 
rents.  However,  as  the  Government 
refuse  the  Amendment,  I  do  not  press  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


•(7.30.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  beg 
to  move  the  insertioni  after  the  word 
"pasture "of  the  words  "nor  a  rent-charge 
payable  to  any  impropriator  or  corpo- 
ration." Last  Session  the  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  gave 
ns  a  notable  account  of  the  poor  clergy 
in  Wales  and  in  many  parts  of  England, 
who  he  said  were  practically  starving 
becauso  they  could  not  collect  their 
tithes.  Well,  I  wish  to  restrict  this 
Bill  to  the  poor  clergy.  Why  should  the 
lay  impropriator — and  I  am  one  myself — 
und  why  should  the  great  corporations 
.Rave  any  relief?  Colleges  and  corpo- 
rations who  own  enormous  quantities 
of  these  tithes  never  lay  out  one  far- 
thing upon  the.  land  from  which  the 
tithes  are  derived.  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  who  are  now  holding 
enormous  quantities  of  land,  to  the  great 
detriment  of  the  country,  because  they 
do  not  know  how  to  invest  the  enormous 
sums  they  have  in  their  hands.  They 
do  nothing  to  improve  the  land,  and  do 
not  contribute  a  penny  towards  drainage 
or  building.  As  a  matter  of  justice,  I 
do  not  think  the  tithe  owner  should  be 
called  on  to  receive  the  tithe  in  a  new 
shape,  while  the  tithepayer  should  be 
called  on  to  collect  the  tithe.  At  present 
the  tithe  owner  is  spending  from  5  to 
10  per  cent,  in  collecting  his  tithes,  even 
in  the  most  peaceable  districts.  When 
the  Bill  passes,  he  will  practically  get 
them  collected  for  him  by  the  land- 
owner, besides  having  the  tithe  made 
the  first  charge  on  the  land. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
33,  after  the  word  "  pasture,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  nor  a  rent-charge  payable  to 
any  lay  impropriator  or  corporation." — 
(Sir  J.  Sunnburne.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.** 

*(7.4.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  rightly  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
that  he  himself  is  a  tithepayer  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 


•Sib  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  am  a  tithe 
owner. 

•Sib  M..  hicks  BEACH:  But  is  he 
also  a  tithepayer  to  the  Commissioners  ? 

•Sib  J.  SWINBURNE :  I  do  happen 
to  be  a  tithepayer  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Well,  then, 
this  Amendment,  if  passed,  will  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  from  recovering  the 
tithe  from  him,  and  compelling  them  to 
distrain  upon  his  tenants.  I  am  also  a 
tithepayer  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, and  the  view  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber does  not  commend  itself  to  me  as 
just. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

(7.5.)  Mb.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON  : 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name  is  to  extend  Clause  4. 
I  propose  that  no  notice  shall  be  taken 
of  rents  arising  from  sporting  rights.  I 
think  we  may  well  ask  the  Government 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  so  as  to 
prevent  the  tithe  owner  being  placed  in 
a  better  position,  as  far  as  sporting  rights 
are  concerned,  than  he  was  before. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  4,  line 
37,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

"  The  expression  '  rents  and  profits '  in  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  rents  and  profits  arising: 
from  any  sporting  rights. "—(Jfr.  H,  Zt.  Far* 
quharton.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(7.6.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
cannot  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  ban 
quite  considered  what  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  will  be.  If  it  passes,  and 
the  proprietor  uses  his  land  as  a  rabbit- 
warren,  he  will  free  himself  of  the  tithe. 
That  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  a  way  of 
meeting  the  present  agricultural  depres- 
sion. 

(7.7)  Mb.  H.  R.  FARQUHARSON : 
I  have,  of  course,  anticipated  that 
objection,  but  my  Amendment  would 
only  apply  to  sporting  rights,  where  the 
land  is  also  let  for  agricultural  purposes. 
These  would  only  be  exceptional  cases  in 
which  the  land  would  be  turned  into  a 
rabbit-warren,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
for  the  sake  of  such  exceptional  cases  the 
tithe  owners  of  the  country  should   be 
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given  a  lien  upon  the  sporting  rights  of 
the  landowners. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

♦(7.8.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS :  I  beg  to 
move  the  next  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  namely,  to  leave  out  "becomes 
payable,"  and  insert  ••commences  to 
accrue."  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Government  intend  that  the  Act  should 
be  retrospective  in  its  character,  but 
legislation  is  not  often  made  retrospec- 
tive where  the  rights  of  parties  are 
concerned,  and  that  would  be  the  effect 
if  the  clause  is  passed  as  it  stands.  It 
wonld  be  so  if  tithe  was  payable  on  the 
28th  of  February,  and  the  Bill  became 
law  on  the  1st  of  March.  I  hope  the 
(Jovernment  will  see  their  way  to  adopt 
the  suggestion  I  have  made,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  time  it  would  take  to 
adopt  the  necessary  County  Court 
rules,  and  to  appreciate  the  changes 
effected. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
39,  to  leave  out  the  words  "becomes 
payable,''  and  insert  the  words  "com- 
mences to  accrue." — {Mr.  S.  T.  Evans.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

•(7.10.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  say  that  the 
words  of  the  clause  make  the  Act  re- 
trospective. The  Amendment  which  has 
been  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bryn 
Boberts)  would  have  that  effect,  but  of 
oonrse  we  cannot  discuss  that  now.  The 
Act  would  only  apply  as  it  stands  to 
every  sum  on  account  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  which  first  become  payable  on 
the  half-yearly  tithe  paying  day,  which 
comes  next  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  a  fair  and  pro- 
per date  for  the  commencement  of  the 
Act.  The  effect  of  the  %  Amendment 
would  be  to  postpone  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  for  six  months.  I  think  that  ' 
would  be  in  every  degree  undesirable. 
The  matter  has  been  long  before  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  think  every  one  is  prepared 
for  a  change.  Three  months  must  elapse 
before  proceedings  can  be  taken. 
Mr.  H.  R.  Farquharson 


•(7.11.)  Sir  J.  SWINBURNE:  I 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
bear  in  mind  that  the  contract  between 
the  landlord  and  tenant  has  been  torn  np, 
and  therefore  some  reasonable  notice 
ought  to  be  given  to  the  tenant  of  the 
coming  into  force  of  a  new  one. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID:  Is  it  true  that 
tithe  rent-charge  becomes  payable  only 
on  the  1st  of  January  and  the  lui  ci 
July?  [Cries  of ''^oV']  I  am  informed 
so ;  and,  if  that  be  the  case,  the  supposi- 
titious case  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glamorganshire  would  not  of  course 
apply.  This  Act  should  be  brought  into 
force  at  once  and  no  exceptions  should  be 
made. 

(7.13.)  Mr.  STUART  RENDBL : 
If  this  Act  were  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  process  of 
recovery,  I  think  the  position  of  the 
Government  would  be  one  to  which 
we  should  all  give  in.  But  it  is 
really  more  than  that.  It  is  an  Act  for 
altering  the  whole  sUUus  of  tithes  in  the 
most  complicated  way,  and  no  doubt 
landlords  and  tenants  will  reqnire  time 
to  reconcile  themselves  to  the  new  con- 
dition of  things.  It  seems  hardly  con* 
sistent  with  the  gravity  of  the  change 
Pkrhament  is  contemplating,  that  it 
should  come  into  operation  with  the 
suddenness  that  the  Government  pro- 
pose. I  hope  the  decision  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  final  on  this  point. 
I  cannot  help  believing  that  if  the 
matters  were  more  considered  the  value 
of  the  Amendment  would  be  recognized. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
reserve  this  Amendment  for  further 
consideration  on  the  Report  stage  of  the 
Bill. 

•(7.15.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  : 
I  think  the  Government  can  hardly  have 
thought  of  the  great  change  this  Bill 
will  effect  in  the  relations  of  the  parties. 
If  it  merely  altered  the  process  of  reco- 
very, it  might  reasonably  come  into 
operation  at  once ;  but,  as  has  been 
pointed  out,  it  does  a  great  deal  more 
than  that,  and  will  involve  readjust- 
ments and  rearrangements,  which  cannot 
be  carried  out  without  time  being 
allowed  for  that  purpose. 

♦(7.16.)  Mr.  round  (Essex.  N.E., 
Harwich):  I  think  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Goldsmid)  is  in  error  as  to  the 
date  when  tithe  is  due.  For  my  part 
of  England  it  is  payable  on  the   1st  of 
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April  and  the  1st  of  October.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Geutlenmn  (Sir 
M.  Hicks  Beach)  at  what  date  thia  Bill 
will  come  into  operation  ? 

♦Sm  M,  HICKS  BEACH  t  It  will  come 
into  operation  on  the  passing  of  the 
Act 

*(r.l70  Mr.  a  T,  EVANS  :  The  right 
iion.  Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  the 
Act  ought  not  to  be  retrospective  in  its 
character  ;  hut  he  has  not  answered  the 
question  I  put.  As  it  affects  the  rela- 
tionship between  landlord  and  tenant,  I 
do  not  think  the  Bill  ought  to  come  into 
operation  on  its  passing,  I  say  that  if 
tithe  becomes  payable  on  the  28tH  of 
February,  and  this  Bill  receives  the  Royal 
Assent  on  the  next  day,  it  willl^e  retro- 
spective in  its  character.  I  do  not  think 
this  point  has  been  sufficiently  considered 
by  the  Government,  and  I  press  it  fur- 
ther upon  their  consideration. 

•(7.180  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
Of  course,  any  point  that  is  raised 
will  hiAve  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  I  will  consider  this 
question  further  j  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
I  do  not  at  present  see  any  reason  what- 
ever  for  accepting  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


(7.19.)  Mr.  J,  BRYN  ROBERTS: 
I  do  not  intend  to  move  the  Amendment 
on  the  same  point  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

♦Silt  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pa^e  5,  line 
14,  after  the  word  **  shall,*'  to  insert  the 
words  **  as  respects  any  sum  becoming 
due  after  the  passing  of  this  Act.''^ 
(iS**/-  J/.  Hicks  Beach.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  he  there 
inserted,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  6,  aa  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  6. 

♦(7.20,)  Mh.  g-  osbor:n^e  morgan  : 

I  now  move  an  Amendment  with  the 
cibject  of  excluding  Wales  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  My  reason  for 
moving  the  Amendment  is  because  we 
are  all  agreed,  and  have  been,  that  it  is 
to  do  away  with  the  disturbances  which 
have  taken  place  in  the  Principality  that 
the  Bill  has  been  introduced.  The 
Government  would  never  have  touched 
the  subject  at  all  unless  they  had  been 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [third  seriis.] 


guided   by   the    so-called  agitation    in 
Wales;     but    the    Bill    is    of    such   a 
character  that    instead   of  allaying  the 
effects  of  thia  agitation  it  will  add  to 
them.      Instead    of    assuaging  the    ill- 
feeling  which  exists  it  will  embitter  the 
relations  between  the   Church  and  the 
Nonconformists — and    goodness    knows 
they  are  bitter  enough  already.     What 
conrse      will     be      followed      in      the 
future      by     conscientious     Nonconfor* 
mists?      Why,  they  will  refuse  to  pay 
tithes  just  as  their  fathers  refused  to  pay 
Church  rates.     The  Nonconformists  have  I 
hitherto  refused  to  pay  ;  tbey  decline  to 
pay   at   the    present   time,  and    in   the 
future  they  will  continue  to  refuse  to 
pay.     What  will  the  Government  gain 
by  the   2nd   clause,  which  ia  the  main 
operative   part  of    the  measure?     They 
will  be   creating  litigation  where  there  ' 
was  none  before.      As  things  stand  at 
present  the  course  of  the  tithe  owner  is 
clear.     All  he  has   to  do  is  to  give  his 
notice  and  to  distrain,  but  under  the  Bill 
he  will  have  to  take  his  pjirishioner  into 
Court — ^and  surely  nothing  will  tend  less 
to  allay  ill-feeling  between  a  farmer  and 
his  pardon  tiian  such  a  thing  at  that. 
And  what  will  becomu  of  the   litigation 
created  by  the   Bill  ?     When  you  have 
gone   tlirtiugh  all  the   processes  of  the 
County    Court    you    will    be   precisely 
where  you  are  now,  the   only  difference 
being  that  wherens  at  present  the  tithe 
is  collected   by  the  agents  of  the  tithe 
owner,    they    will   be    col  let 'ted  'by  the 
officer   of  the    Conrtt     What   has   hap- 
pened before    would  happen  now.     The 
pers4jn    who   on   principle   has  hitherto 
objected  to  pay  w:ll  still  refuse  to  jiay, 
and  the  effect  of  the   measure   will   be, 
not  to  put  the  Church   in  Wales  on  its 
legs,  but  to  bring  discredit  on  theadmin- 
istration   of  justice  by   associating  that 
administration  with  the  maintenance  of 
an  unixjpular  and  anti-national  Church. 
For  those  reasons  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  BilU  so  far  as  it  applies  to  Wales,  ia 
a  mistake,  and  I   therefore  venture  to 
recommend   my  proposal   to  the  House- 
If  English   Meraliers  want   the  Bill,   let 
them    have   it,    but   as   to   AVales    it  it) 
not  required,  either  by  tithe  owner  or 
tithepayer,     and     fails    to     effect     the 
object    for    which    it   has    been    Lntro- 
duced.    I   do   not   care   to   go  into  the 
matter  further,  as  on  Friday  fortnight, J 
under  the    Motion   of    which   the   hon/' 
3  Q 
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Member  for  Merfchyr  gave  notice  a  short 
tiintj  ago,  we  sliall  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing:  the  wliole  question,  aud  of 
showing  on  what  a  Irail  basis  the  Church 
ia  Wales  rests.  In  the  meantime,  be- 
cause I  think  the  Bill  will  fail  in  the 
main  object  with  which  it  has  been 
introduceti,  I  move  the  Ainendment  to 
exclude  the  Principality  from  its  opera- 
tion. 

Araendmcjnt  proposed,  in  pa^o  5,  lino 
16,  after  thfl  word  **  to/' to  insjrt  the 
word  ''  Wales,"  —  (j/r.  G,  Oitbonie 
Morgan,) 

Question  pro  pose  d»  "That  the  word 
*  Wales'  bo  there  inserted/* 

(7,250  Mr.  J.  L.  MORGAN  (Car- 
marthen, W*)  :  I  do  not  propose  to  say 
more  than  a  few  wonis  on  this  Amend- 
ment. When  the  Bill  was  readn  second 
time  I  opposed  it,  and  stated  my  reasons 
for  offering  opposition.  Those  reasons 
nrc  as  stron^r  nnw  as  they  were  then.  I 
ventured  on  that  occasion  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  the  Government  in  bring* 
in^  forwai'd  the  Bill  would,  so  far  as 
Wales  was  concerned — and  I  am  dealing 
simply  with  the  question  of  Wales  now 
' — fail  in  the  object  they  had  in  view. 
I  ventured  to  point  out  that  tht^  Welsh 
olcrgy  wlien  thoy  came  to  understand 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  oppose 
it.  Since  then  a  large  body  of  Conserva- 
tives and  clergymen  in  Pembrokeshire 
have  met  together  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  the  Bill,  and  I  think  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  the  view  they  took 
was  hostile  to  the  Bdh  1  put  it  b^  the 
Government,  that  in  the  interests  of  the 
the  body  they  are  so  anxious  to 
bene6t,  it  would  be  w^ell  for  them 
to  consider  whether  It  would  not 
be  wise  of  them  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
clergy  in  Pembrokeshire  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  County  Court  was  a 
very  unsatisfactory-  remedy,  and  one 
reverend  gentleman — a  rural  dean,  I 
think  —  expressed  a  strong  feeling 
against  procedure  through  the  medium 
of  the  County  Court*  These  clergymen 
if  not  very  numerous  were  certainly  very 
representative.  They  expressed  very 
Btrang  disapproval  of  the  Bill,  and  1, 
therefore,  put  it  io  the  Government  that 
it  would  be  well  for  them  t^  consider 
even  at  the  last  stage  of  the  measure  the 
advisability  of  accepting  this  proposiiL 
Mr,  G*  Oibonie  Morgan 
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«(7.28.)    Thk     postmaster 
GENERAL    (Mr.    Raikes,    Cumbridgaj 
University) :  I  will  imitate  the  exampli 
of  the  two  hon.  Members  who  preceded  * 
me,  and  will  not  detain  the  House  more 
than  a  moment  from  arriving  at  a  con- 
clusion.    The   Committee  has,    I   think, 
shown   that   it  regards  this  Amendment 
as  an  exceedingly  bad  joke,  and  one  thati^ 
has  fallen  extremely  flat.     Anyone  with 
any  real  sense  of  liuraour  would,  I  think, 
have  been  unable  to  put  on  the  PaperJ 
such   an    Amendment ;  l)ecause,    really^i 
the  only  light  in  which  it  can  Ijo  treated 
is    with   good-humoured    ridicule.     The , 
fact  is  pretty  well  known,  that  it  wa 
the  disturbances    in  Wales    whjch  first 
called  attention    to  the  question  of  the 
tithes,  and  whicfi  induceii  Her  Majestj'a 
Government    to    deal    with    it.      The) 
have  takrn  up  the  questic»n,  and  haval 
dealt  with    it  not  in    a  provincial  wavl 
but    on   a   national    basin.     They    have  1 
not    confined    tlie    Bill    to    Wales,  biltj 
have     mide     it     a     genei-al     measure  ( 
affecting  the  whole  country.    The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    opposite    proposes 
exclude    from  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
that  portion  of  Her  Majest^^'s  dominions 
to  which  it  seems  certainly   to  be  most 
applicable,  and   I  am  glad  that  he  ha 
shown  the  country  in  so  plain  aud   un-  ' 
mistakeablo  a  m  tanner  tlie  way  in  which 
he  and  his  friends  are   diK|x>sed  to  treat 
this  measure,  althougli  I  am   still  ehari-j 
tnble    enough  to   believe   that   ho    and 
they  are    not    perfectly    in    earnest  ii 
the     {)roj>o8al     he     has,    at     the     lasb 
moment,    intn»diiced.      I     hope,  there- 
fore,   that    other    hon.     Members,    wbc 
have    conducted    these    discussions     it 
a    Ydry   different   spirit,   and  who  have 
argued    the    different    points     brought 
forward    with    great     mt»<lerrition,    and] 
without  any  undue  animus  or  violence, 
will  nob  be  disposed  to  assist  the  ngh4| 
hon.    Gentleman    in    the    course    he    is 
pursuing.     I  am  glad,  however,  that  thol 
Motion  has  been  made,  because  it  clearly  I 
shows  the  nature  of  the  opposition  ilm  ] 
right   hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends^ 
are  dispir^sed  to  offer  to  the  Bill,  and  that 
when   Her   Majesty^s   Government   pro 
posed  to  relieve  the  occupiers  throughotitJ 
the  Kingdom  from   the  payment  of  thuj 
tithe  the  Welsh   Members  on  the  otherl 
side  of  the  House  desire  to  exclude  fromj 
the  operation  of  the  measur.^  the  occtml 
piers  in  their  portion  of  the  country- 
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♦(7.29.)  Mr.  G.  OSBORlSrE  MORGAN : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly 
welcome  to  any  advantaiife  he  may  hope  to 
derive  from  the  course  1  have  felt  it  my 
duty  to  adopt ;  bat  I  tell  him  I  donbt 
very  much  whether  he  will  find  a  single 
Member  from  Wales  who  will  be  found 
in  the  same  Lobby  with  him  when  the 
Division  is  taken  U|.oa  thi^  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  lives  some 
part  of  the  year  in  Wales  is  not  himself 
a  Welah  Memlxjr ;  and  I  think  he  will 
find  that  ho  is  absolutely  nnsup|>orted 
by  the  Representatives  of  Welsh  curu 
Btitueneies. 

(7.30.)  Sin  HUSSErVIYIAN  (Swan, 
sea,  District)  :  I  am  glad,  Sir,  that  at  last 
it  has  been  clearly  and  distinctly  stated 
for  the  firsfc  time  by  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  this  Bill  hns 
been  in  reality  launched  at  the  Princi* 
pality  of  Wales.  We  have  all  known  this 
for  some  time,  but,  up  to  the  present 
moment,  wo  have  had  no  distinct  declara- 
tion of  the  fact  from  the  Front  Bench 
opposite.  Now,  however,  the  avowal  has 
been  made,  I  quitij  concur  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  G.  O.  Morgan)  in 
aaserfcing  his  belief  that  there  is  nut  a 
single  Welsh  Member  who  will  vote  for 
this  Bill.  For,  after  all,  what  is  the  Bill  : 
It  is  a  paternal  roeasorc,  emanutin'^ 
from  the  extreme  goodness  of  the  English 
Government,  who  are  endeavouring  Ui 
impose  their  own  views  on  the  Princi- 
pality. Has  Wales  asked  for  this 
measure  ?  Have  there  been  any  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  such  a  Bill  1  I  have 
beard  of  none,  and  I  doubt  whether 
there  has  been  a  single  Petition  from 
Wales  demanding  such  a  measure.  We 
are  accustomed,  when  other  measures  of 
importance  are  brought  forwani,  to 
almost  innumerable  Petitions,  both  for 
and  against,  but  in  this  case  there  lias 
been  no  desire  ^vhatever  on  the  part  of 
the  Welsh  people  to  be  legislated 
for  in  this  maoner,  and  after  this 
Division  has  been  taken — for  I  have  no 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  intends  tt) 
divide  the  Coramittoe  upon  his  Amend- 
ment—  [Mr.  G.  Osborne  Morgan:  Hear, 
hear  !] — it  will  be  made  quite  clear  that 
the  unanimous  opinion  ol'  the  Raprcsen- 
tatives  of  Wales  is  against  the  measure 
which  is  now  being  forced  upon  their 
country  by  the  Ensrlisk  Government, 

^7.33.)  Mr.  ABEL  THOMAS  (Car- 
marthen,   E,) :  I   should   like  to  say  a 
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two  on  this  matter  before  the 
is  taken.     I    t|uite   concur   in 


word  or 
Division 

what  the  right  hon.  GeDtleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  has  just  stated, 
and  I  would  add  that  if  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Raikes),  when 
he  next  goes  down  to  Wales,  is  able  to 
find  any  gentleman  who  will  be  affected 
by  this  measure  in  favour  of  it,  he  ought 
to  put  that  individual  in  a  glaj^s  case, 
and  bring  him  up  here  as  a  curiosity.  In 
point  of  fact,  no  one  in  Wales  desires  this 
measure  ;  it  is  not  wanted  by  the  land- 
lords ;  the  Welsh  parsfm  does  not  want 
it;  and  the  tenant  has  no  wish  for  it. 
The  tenant  in  whoso  benefit,  together 
with  that  of  the  landlord,  it  is  to  be 
passed,  says  he  does  not  want  it,  acd  it 
will  do  him  no  good.  If  it  does  affect 
the  tenant  in  any  way  it  will  merely  be 
by  preventing  him  from  being  able  to 
protest  against  the  payment  of  tithes, 
as  he  has  hitherto  done*  But  even 
then  he  will  find  a  mode  of  protesting 
aguinst  this  measure.  I  see  no  reason 
why  I  should  alter  the  opinion  I  ex- 
pressed at  the  time.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Carnarvon,  and  others 
near  me,  spoke  upon  the  subject  a  long 
time  ago  ;  and  it  seems  to  mo  that  now, 
after  what  the  right  hon.  Member 
opposite?  (Mr,  Raikes)  ba-s  siirl,  every 
Welsh  Member  in  this  House  will  be 
found  voting  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  against  the  entire  principle  of 
the  BilL 

•(7,30.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I  only 
interpohe  in  order  to  say  that  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken 
for  having  shown  what  is  the  object  of 
the  Welsh  tenant  farmers.  He  tells  ua 
that  their  object  is  to  continue  their 
protest  against  the  Tithe  Bill,  I  suppose 
in  a  manner  which,  as  a  general  rule, 
involves  a  breach  of  the  peace.  That 
kind  of  protest  will  be  taken  away  from 
the  tenants  by  this  Bill,  and  although 
the  hou.  Member  says  the  tenants  gain 
nothing  by  the  measure,  I  think  the  rest 
of  the  House  w.ll  agree  that  they  will  gain 
at  least  in  the  following  particulars  : 
First  of  all,  the  landlords  will  be  called 
upon  to  pay  the  tithe  rent- charge  instead 
of  the  tenants;  next, -the  clergyman 
or  tithe  owner  will  not  be  able  to 
distrain  aa  hitherto  upon  the  farmer  for 
non-payment  of  the  tithe,  but  will  apply 
to  the  landlords  direct ;  and  last,  if  the 
3  Q  2 
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tetiant  f.irmor  has  to  pay  the  tithe  under 
his  contract  instsad  of  having  to  do  it 
within  21  days  he  will  have  a  period  of 
three  months.  If  these  are  not  deemed 
vantages  by  the  Welsh  farmers  they 
must  be  very  differently  constituted 
from  other  people  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

(7.38.)  Mr.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Khondda)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  from  the 
Opposite  Benches  whether  if  he  were 
asked  to  give  u  p  a  portion  of  his  revenues 
tind  receive  nothing  for   it,  he  would  be 
the  less  ready   to   protest  against   that 
proceeding?     The  Welsh  Members  are 
glad  to  have  ifc  avowed  once  for  all  from 
ihe  Treasury  Bench — [Interruption.']    If 
hon.  Members  who   interrupt  me  only 
Jcnew  what  it  was  to  think  in  Welsh  and 
speak  iu  English,  they  would  be  inclined 
<fco  make  more  allowances  for  what  I  say. 
I  was  stating  that  we   were  glad  to  find 
it  avowed  from  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
this  Bill  has  been  brought  forward  with 
apecial  reference  to  Wales.     We  thought 
;fio  long  a^o,  and  now  we  find  we  have 
been   right  in   that  opinion.     We   now 
find  that  the  disturbances  in  Wales  have 
bjen  tlij  means  of  obtaining  the   inter- 
vention of  tlie  Government  in  this  matter, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Government 
in  all  seriousness  whether  it  is  their  in- 
ctdution  by  this  Bill   to   perpetuate   as  a 
{•legal      ri'^ht     in       our      Principality, 
jci'iat     which     the     Welsh    people    con- 
rsider  to  be  an   extreme   moral   wrong. 
'  That  is  the  difference  between  the  Welsh 
.•tithepayers  and   tho-e  resident   in  the 
rest    of    the    United    Kingdom.     They 
^regard   the  tithe  as  an   extreme  moral 
wrong,   because  they  are  compelled  to 
'pay    that    impost   irrespective    of    any 
.benefit   they    are    thereby    enabled    to 
•  derive.  The  House  will  probably  pardon 
me  for  putting  before  it  a  few  facts  as  to 
.'the   real   condition   (»f  things    in    that 
portion  of  the   Principality   where   the 
^-disturbance  originated.     I  will,  in  the 
.first  instance,  refer  to  a   report  which 
.appeared  on  the  13th  of  DeceAaber  last 
in  the  West-rn  MaU^  which,  although  a 
'  Tory  paper,  and  therefore  one  which  we 
«couid  not  expect  to  exaggerate  on  the 
ihide  of  the  Nonconformists,  is  a  paper 
-which  is    nevertheless  yery  fair  in  its 
reports  oa    Welsh    national   questionB. 
Et  says — 

Mr.  Sydney  Gedge 


"  The  condition  of  the  Church  in  the  rural 
distiicts  of  the  Priacipality  of  Wales  is  any- 
thing but  Bfitisfactory." 

Further  on  the  writer  refers  to  a  paragraph 
that  appeared  in  a  Northamptonshire 
paper  on  the  31st  of  October  last,  respect- 
ing the  National  Church,  and  gives  the 
population,  the  number  of  the  clergy, 
the  number  of  Churchmen,  and  the 
number  of  churches  in  eight  districts  in 
Pembrokeshire,  ono  of  the  districts  in 
which  the  disturbances  first  occurred. 
The  report  then  goes  on  to  say  that 
in  Bavil  Parish,  with  a  population  of 
140,  the  living  was  valued  at  £104; 
there  were  two  Churchmen  in  the  parish, 
the  rest  of  the  people  having  to  go  to 
another  parish  for  their  religious  service. 
In  another  parish,  with  a  population  of 
143,  the  living  is  valued  at  £103,  there 
are  no  Churchmen  at  all  in  the  parish, 
and  the  143  individuals  have  to  go  else- 
wherj  for  religious  purposes. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order !  I 
do  not  see  how  this  can  be  relevant  to 
the  question  before  the  Committee. 

Mu.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda)  :  With  all  due  deference,  I  am 
endeavouring  to  explain  that  the  people 
residing  in  the  districts  where  the  dis- 
turbances occurred  are  compelled  to  pay 
a  tithe  for  which  they  receive  no  service 
T^hatovGi* 

Thk  CHAIRMAN  :  That  is  not  rele- 
vant to  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  ABRAHAM  (GlamorKan, 
Rhondda) :  Therefore,  I  conclude  that 
Wales  ought  to  be  excluded  from 
the  operation  of  this  Bill.  Receiving 
no  service  at  all,  it  is  a  moral  wrong  to 
place  these  people  in  a  position  of  being 
compelled  to  pay  tithes,  and  to  lay  them 
open  to  imprisonment  also. 
♦(7.47.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS:  Sir,  I 
will  venture  to  say  a  few  words  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General,  who,  with  the 
two  hon.  Members  behind  him,  appear  to 
know  little  about  the  Principality.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  inclined  to 
indulge  in  a  little  prophecy.  I  also  will 
indulge  in  a  little  prophecy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think  that  this 
Bill  will  put  an  end  to  the  tithe  agitation 
in  Wales.  It  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind. 
This  Bill  will  be  an  exceedingly  useful 
Bill  to  us  when  we  become  the  owners  of 
this    public    property,   but    the    tenant 
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farmers  have  nothing  to  thank  the  Go- 
vernment for  in  this  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment thought  to  repress  the  tenant 
farmers  by  this  Bill,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  to  go  to  Wales  he 
wonld  find  that  he  had  very  little  power 
of  persuasion  over  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  gone  to  Wales  on  many- 
pro  vious  occasions,  but  he  has  not  been 
able  to  bring  back  one  Tory  Member  to 
represent  the  tenant  farmers  of  that 
country. 

(7.50.)  Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE  :  The 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  has  said  that 
the  farmers,  in  protesting  against  the 
tithes,  have  committed  breaches  of 
the  peace.  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  knows  nothing 
about  these  disturbances,  or  that 
he  has  read  the  reports  of  some  preju- 
diced paper.  These  tithe  disturbances 
have  been  grossly  exaggerated.  For  in- 
stance, there  was  a  tithe  disturbance 
lataiy  in  the  County  of  Denbigh ;  a 
great  fuss  was  made  about  it,  and  the 
military  were  sent  to  quell  the  rioters. 
They  were  sentabsolutely  without  neces- 
sity. An  inquiry  was  instituted  into 
the  facts  of  the  matter  with  this  result : 
that  it  was  proved  that  no  violence  what- 
ever was  offered  to  anybody,  and  that 
the  crowd  at  no  period  of  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings exceeded  100,  including  women 
and  children.  Yet  to  quell  that  formid- 
able disturbance— that  terrible  riot — the 
military  were  called  out.  During  the 
BecessI  had  the  opportunity  of  witnessing 
tithe  sales,  and  I  never  saw  any  distarb- 
ance.  On  the  contrary,  they  were  of  a 
most  orderly  chanicter.  The  police  were 
represented  by  a  constable  and  a  superin- 
tendent, and  never  for  a  moment  had  the 
superintendent  cause  to  regret  his  trust 
in  the  discretion  of  the  people.  At  the 
end  of  the  proceeding  he  thanked  the 
people,  who  were  protesting  against  the 
tithes,  for  their  orderly  conduct.  These 
disturbances  have  been  exaggerated  in  a 
most  monstrous  and  gr<  ss  m^tnner ;  and 
I  believe,  as  far  as  they  are  concerned, 
there  is  no  necessity  whatever  for  this 
Bill.  Hero  we  have  been  wasting  a 
fortnight  of  this  Session,  after  having 
waited  day  after  day  of  previous  Sessions, 
while  the  invaluable  time  of  the  nation 
has  been  wasted  in  another  place,  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  a  few 
expressions  of  opinions,  a  few  emphatic 
protests  by  the  farmers  of  Wales  against 


what  they  consider  to  be  an  injustice^ 
Legislation  for  the  benefit  of  the  work- 
ing classses  has  been  postponed  and 
blocked  by  a  miserable  Bill  of  this  kind. 
This  Bill  should  not  apply  to  Wales; 
because  it  does  remedy  the  evils  of  which 
the  Welsh  people  complain.  Our 
grievance  in  Wales  is  not  that  the- 
method  of  enforcing  the  tithe  is  not  as. 
eflBcacious  as  it  might  be.  We  have  not 
complained  that  the  costs  are  not  burden- 
some enough.  We  have  not  petitioned 
Parliament  for  the  County  Court  process- 
for  the  recovery  of  tithe.  On  the 
contrary.  Our  grievarce  is  this :  that 
tithe,  which  is  national  property,  is  at 
the  present  moment  applied  to  the  pur- 
poses of  a  sect  which  is  the  least 
influential  and  does  the  least  work 
of  all  the  religious  denominations  in 
Wales. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  argument 
is  hardly  relevant  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  LL0YD-GP:0RGE  :  I  submit  to 
your  ruling.  Sir.  I  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  because  there- 
is  absolutely  no  necessity  for  this  Bill', 
and  because  it  does  not  remedy  tho 
grievances  of  Wales. 

(7.55.)  The  Committee  divided : — 
Ayes  93 ;  Noes  140.— (Div.  List,  No.  30.)- 

(8.3.)  Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  The- 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name- 
is  to  insert  the  word  "  England, "  anr> 
the  effect  of  that  proceeding  would  be  to 
exclude  England  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill.  I  do  not  know  whether  the* 
Pobtmaster  General  will  see  in  this  pro- 
posal a  secret  or  recondite  jest,  but  P 
tell. him  I  mean  it  in  grim  and  solemTn 
earnest.  I  take  a  deep  interest  in  this  BiU^ 
w^hich  I  may  point  out  was  never  asked 
for  by  England.  We  have  had  it  from 
the  Postmaster  Genenil,  whose  name  is 
on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  that  the  measure 
was  brought  forward  to  meet  certain 
difficulties  in  the  Principality  of  Wales, 
where  the  collection  of  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  had  led  to  most  regrettable  riots. 
We  did  notask  for  the  Bill  in  England.  The* 
Bill,  which  is  one  of  a  saries  of  many 
which  the  Government  have  endea- 
voured to  pass,  was  brought  forward 
solely  and  absolutely  in  order  to  put  down 
the  riots  in  Wales.  To  use  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's,  the  Postmaster 
GeneraVs,  own  words,  it  is  to  facilitate 
the  collection  of  tithe  rent-charge.  Why 
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on  earth  then  has  it  been  imposed  upon 
us  ?  I  believe  the  sole  reason  for  includ- 
ing England  was  because  Her  Majesty's 
Government  found  it  convenient  to 
extend  the  operation  of  the  BiU  to  the 
.whole  of  England,  and  England  has  been 
penalised  solely  in  order  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  m<iy  not  be  taunted 
with  having  brought  in  a  Coercion  Bill 
for  Wales  as  well  as  for  Ireland. 
This,  I  repeat,  has  been  done  simply  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Government. 
The  agricultural  classes  in  this  country 
have  for  many  years  past  supported  the 
leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party,  and  I 
am  glad  that  they  will  be  able  to  see 
now  in  what  their  support  at  last  has 
landed  them.  Tithepayers  will  be  sub- 
jected to  very  great  inconvenience  and 
loss  under  the  Bill,  and  it  is  very  doubt- 
ful whether  they  will  not  be  subjected 
to  imprisonment  also  by  the  operation  of 
the  County  Court  clause.  They  cer- 
tainly are  put  in  a  worse  position  than 
they  were  before,  because  a  man  who 
through  religious  conviction  may  desire 
to  make  a  protest  against  the  payment 
of  tithe  rent-charge  may  be  subjected  to 
imprisonment  as  well  as  fine.  Will  the 
Government  give  us  their  reasons  for 
including  England  in  a  Bill  directed 
against  the  Principality  of  Wales  ?  Have 
there,  for  instance,  been  any  riots  or 
disturbances  in  East  Anglia,  or  in 
any  of  the  counties  which  are  specially 
protesting  against  the  tithe  rent- 
charge?  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  knows  there 
have  not  been  any  real  difficulties 
such  as  have  occurred  in  Wales  in  the 
collection  of  tithe.  Then,  why  have  the 
Government  deliberately  made  up  their 
minds,  after  so  many  years'  considera- 
tion, to  inflict  this  Bill  on  the  tithepayers 
of  England?  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  whom  I  am 
glad  to  see  in  his  place,  and  who 
deservedly  holds  a  position  created 
solely  to  guard  the  interests  of  agricul- 
ture, what  are  tho  reasons  which  have 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
introduce  this  Bill  ?  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  charges  against  the  Govern- 
ment, but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  only 
conceivable  reason  is  that  it  will  increase 
the  price  of  the  tithe  rent-charge,  so 
that  tithe  owners  may  get  it  redeemed 
at  a  higher  value  than  could  be  done 
under  the  Act  of  1 836.  Remember,  that 
Mr.  II,  Gardner 


a  Commission  is  to  inquire  now  into  the 
question  of  the  redemption  of  tithe,  and 
it  is  unfair  to  tho  tithepayers  of  this 
country  to  introduce  such  a  measure 
when  the  Government  are  goinor  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  do  this.  If  my 
hon.  Friends  will  support  me  I  shall 
certainly  press  this  matter  to  a  Division, 
because  the  tithe  owners  ought  not  at  this 
juncture  to  be  placed  in  a  position  to 
make  a  better  bargain  than  they  could 
do  under  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of 
1836.  I  beg  t)  move,  in  page  5,  line  18, 
after  the  word  "  to,"  to  insert  the  word 
"  England." 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  Committee  has  already  refused  to 
exclude  Wales  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  and  therefore  the  Amendment 
must  be  proposed  so  as  to  refer  to  Eng- 
land alone. 

Mr.  GARDNER:  That  is  what  I 
desire. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Then  the  Amend- 
ment will  be,  in  page  5,  line  18,  after  the 
word  "  to,"  to  insert  the  words  "  Eng- 
land, which  expression  does  not  here 
include  Wales." 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(8.13.)     Mr.    F.   S.    STEVENSON: 

1  think  my  hon.  Friend's  arguments 
might  have  elicited  some  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  Government,  and  that 
there  should  not  have  been  simply  a 
conspiracy  of  silence.  What  was  the 
point  of  what  he  said?  His  remarks 
were  elicited  by  a  frank  avowal 
altogether  uncalled  for  from  the 
Postmaster  General  that  the  begin- 
ning and  end  of  this  Bill  both 
are  to  be  found  in  the  Princi- 
pality of  Wales.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that  the  tithe  dis- 
turbances in  Wales  were  the  prime 
cause  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  If 
the  Government  thought  it  their  duty 
to  extend  the  Bill  to  England,  why  did 
they  not  bring  in  a  complete  measure 
instead  of  so  one-sided  a  proposal  ?  On 
the  contrary,  they  have  rejected  every 
proposal  which  would  widen  the  measure 
or  render  it  more  fair,  with  the  result, 
as  the  Bill  now  stands,  that  under  Clause 

2  it  coerces  the  tithepayers  of  Wales,  and 
under  Clause  3  it  deludes  the  tithepayers 
of  England.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are   bound  to  give  somo   reason  why, 
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having  decided  to  upset  the  settlement 
of  183G»  they  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  their  Welsh 
Tithe  Bill  to  England.  Why  did  they 
not  wait  nntil  such  an  extension  was 
asked  for  ?  Cunnot  they  see  that  con- 
ditions which  are  applicable  to  Wales  are 
altogether  inapplicjihle  to  England? 

*(8.16.)  Mr,  C,  W.  GRAY:  Altbongh 
I  have  agreed  with  several  of  the 
^uggeationa  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite, 
I  cannot  go  witli  him  when  he  says  that 
this  measure  will  place  the  tithepayer  in 
-a  worse  position  than  he  has  hitherto 
occupied.  The  Clovernment  are  entitled 
to  credit  for  having  carried  into  effect 
the  wish  of  the  Honse  expressed  two 
years  ago  by  transferring  the  burden  of 
paying  the  tithes  from  the  tenant  farmer 
to  the  owner.  So  far  as  that  principle 
is  concerned,  we  must  admit  tliafc  this 
Bill  has  fairly  carried  that  into  effect, 
and  I  cannot,  therefore,  join  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  sweeping  condemnation  of  it. 
The  tenant  fur  mere  of  England  aa  a 
<jlass— and,  of  course,  wo  cannot  expect 
that  they  will  be  unanimous — will,  in 
the  great  maJDrity  of  cases,  thoroughly 
appreciate  tbe  change  which  has  been 
made  in  their  position,  and  we  must 
therefore  give  the  Government  credit 
lot  having  carried  out  one  of  the  prin- 
ciples for  which  we  have  been  con- 
tending. 

(8.19.)  Sir  W.HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
1  do  not  know  tliat  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
4own,  that  credit  ought  to  be  given  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  having 
introduced  this  particukr  measure, 
€eeing  that  the  Opposition  rather  take 
credit  to  themselves  for  having  twice 
defeated  the  Government  Bills  on  this 
subject,  and  for  having  forced  them  to 
introduce  the  present  measure,  which  in 
its  principle  is  totally  inconsistent  with 
their  previous  measures  for  dealing  with 
the  tithe,  and  is  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  for  which  the  Opposition  have 
always  contended,  namely,  that  of 
throwing  the  burden  of  paying 
the  tithe  upon  the  owner  instead 
of  upon  the  tenant  farmer.  The 
Bill  of  188D  was  a  most  unjust 
measure,  for  it  proposed  to  throw  the 
whole  burden  on  the  tenant  farmers  of 
England.  We,  however,  opposed  it,  and 
were  fortunate  enough  to  defeat  it. 
Thou  cama  the  BUI  of  1890,  which  also 


in  our  opinion  contained  many  pro- 
visions which  were  extremely  oppressive 
with  regard  to  the  occupiers,  and  this  Bill 
wo  likewise  defeated.  The  result  is  the 
present  Bill^  which,  in  paint  of  fact,  em- 
bodies the  principle  for  which  we  con* 
tended,  for  its  1st  clause  transfers  the 
liability  for  the  tithe  from  the  occupier 
to  the  owner.  I  cannot  consequently 
vote  for  this  Amendment,  because  the 
1st  clause  of  the  Bill  makes  that  trans- 
fer, and  I  have  always  said  that  a  Bill 
upon  these  lines  would  receive  my 
support.  As  regards  the  objections 
which  wo  entertain  to  the  2ud  and  3rd 
clauses,  I  will  not  now  discuss  them,  for 
they  can  \m  debated  on  the  Report 
eta^e* 

*(8.22.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
Hitherto  I  had  supposed  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  the  parents 
of  the  present  measure, but  now  Ifindthat 
it  has  the  paternal  blessing  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  In  these  ex- 
tremely agreeable  circumstances,  1  do 
feel  disposed  to  quarrel  with  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby. 
It  is  the  more  pleasant  to  be  able  to  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  com- 
pletely at  variance  with  his  distinguished 
supporter  behind  him  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber asked  why  we  had  extended  its  pro^ 
visions  to  Engbnd.  I  will  tell  him.  We 
believe  that  it  is  a  good  thing  that  the 
owner  shall  be  made  directly  responsible 
for  the  tithe.  We  believe  it  is  a  good 
thing  that  the  tenant  shall  be  free  from 
liability  to  distraint  for  the  tithe.  We 
believe  that  it  is  a  good  thing  that  part 
of  the  tithe  should  be  remitted  in  cj 
of  extrame  hardship  ;  and  we  do  not  se 
why  tho  blessings  which  it  is  propose 
to  confer  upon  Wales  should  not  I; 
extended  to  England. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER:  I  shall  not  troubl©  . 
the  House  by  taking  a  Division.  I  wished 
merely  to  make  my  prcjtest,  and  I    i 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

♦(8.25.)  Mr.  MORTON  (Peter- 
bort7Ugh)  :  I  desire  to  move  an  addition 
to  Clause  6  which  will  limit  the  operation 
of  tho  Bill  to  three  years,  I  do  so  because 
there  is  so  much  dift'erence  of  opinion  as 
to  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose it  likely  anyone  will  wish  to  inter- 
fere with  the  1st  clause  ;  but  as  to  the 
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other  clauses,  there  may  be  reasons  for 
re-considering  them.  After  all,  this  Bill 
does  not  settle  the  tithe  question,  for 
that,  probably  will  not  be  disposed  of 
until  the  Church  question  itself  is 
settled.  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  may 
think  that,  by  getting  rid  of  the  Welsh 
difficulty,  he  is  quieting  the  whole  trouble, 
and  doing  away  with  the  odium  which 
must  attach  to  the  Church  when  it  puts 
in  a  distress  in  order  to  get  money  for 
religious  purposes.  But  he  is  mistaken. 
I  need  not  detain  the  House  at  length. 
I  understand  it  is  not  unusual  for  the 
operation  of  Bills  to  be  limited  in  the 
manner  I  propose,  and  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  agree  to  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
19,  after  "1891,"  to  add  words, "  and 
shall  remain  in  force  for  a  period  of  three 
years." — (Mr.  Morton.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•(8.27.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  effect  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  might  be  pro- 
ductive of  inconvenience  to  his  Party, 
because  if  that  Party  are  to  come  into 
Office,  as  hon.  Members  opposite  say  they 
are  certain  to  within  the  next  three 
years,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
now  sitting  opposite  may  not  thank  the 
hon.  Member  for  plunging  them  into  a 
renewed  struggle  over  the  tithe  question. 
Should  the  hon.  Member,  however,  be 
disposed  to  look  at  the  matter  from  a 
higher  point  of  view,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  to  him  that  if  the  Bill  is  a 
good  one  it  deserves  a  longer  life  than 
the  limited  period  of  existence  the  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  give  it.  It  would 
be  absurd  at  the  end  of  three  years  to 
revert  to  the  old  system,  which  we  are 
now  condemning.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

•(8.29.)  Mr.  MORTON  :  Although 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  am  opposing  the 
interests  of  my  Party  in  making  this 
proposal,  I  do  not  intend  to  press  the 
matter  to  a  Division.  No  doubt  our 
Party  will  be  in  Office  in  three  years* 
time,  and  will  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
this  question  at  the  proper  time. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  6  agreed  to.    (8.30.) 
Mr.  Morton 


(9.1.)  Notice  taken,  ihat  40  Men»- 
bers  were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

New  Clause  (Power  of  Appeal,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

(9.4.)    Mb.  RANDELL  (Glamorgan*, 
Gower)  :     I  have  to  propose  the  addition 
of  a  clause  giving  an  appeal  on  points  of 
law  or  equity  from  the   decision  of  the 
County    Court.      This    Bill    confers    a 
special    jurisdiction   upon    the    County 
Court ;  but  it  contains  no  special  power 
of  appeal ;  and  I  take  it,  therefore,  that 
the  appellate  powers  under  the  Bill  will 
be    according    to    Section    120   of    the 
County  Court  Act.     That  section  limits 
appeals  from  the  County  Court  to  action! 
where  the  subject  matter  exceeds  the 
sum  of  £20,  except  by  leave  of  the  County 
Court  Judge.     I  maintain  that  unless  in 
the  Bill  are  provided  special  powers  of 
appeal  litigants  will   be  denied  the  right 
of  appeal  altogether,  because  the  majority 
of  cases  that  come  under  the  Act  will  be 
for  the  recovery  of  sums  under  £20.    Of 
course,  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  cases  of 
tithes  grouped  or  consolidated   in   the 
hands  of  large  landowners — I  allude  to 
small  freeholders,  of  whom  there    are 
some  6,000  throughout  the  Principality. 
Indeed,  throughout  Wales  cases  will  not 
only  be   under  £20,   but  I   might  say 
under  £5.     In  the  largest  agriculiurai 
county  in    Wales — Carmarthenshire — I 
take  the  figures  for  tithe  rent-charge  in 
three  parishes,  and  I  find  the  average  in 
each  parish  is  £3  per  annum,  £2  1564 
per    annum,    and  £2  lis.  per  annum. 
Now,    I    contend  that   when   £20  wa« 
fixed  as  the  limit  of  appeal  by  the  County 
Court  Act  of  1888,  it  was  not,  of  course^ 
contemplated  that  a  large  body  of  tithes- 
payers  might  come  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act ;  they  were  not  taken  into  account, 
because  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Court  goes  up  to  £50,  and  the  limit  of 
appeal  is  £20,  or  less  than  one-half.   The 
right  of  appeal  belongs,  of  course,  to  all 
classes    of    litigants,   and  I  hope  tithe- 
payers  will   not    be  denied  that   rights 
There  will  be  very  little  hope  for  tithe- 
payers  in  Wales  that  they  will  obtain 
liberty  to  appeal  from  the  County  Court 
Judges.     Who  are  these  Judges  ?     I  do 
not  wish  to  speak  disrespectfully,  but  to 
make   a  true  statement  of  fact.     They 
are    English-speaking    gentlemen,    and 
strong  Churchmen,  without  any  partiour 
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lar  sympathy  with  those  yeoraeu  farmers 
in  the  Principality.  Not  only  so,  bat 
there  have  been  titho  actions  in 
County  Courts  in  Wales  where  leave  to 
appeal  has  been  asked  for  and  invariably 
refused  by  the  County  Court  Judges. 
Notably,  there  was  one  ease  of  an  action 
the  other  day  for  "pound  breach  "  under 
an  old  statute  as  to  which  no  previous 
decision  had  been  given  for  200  yeai^s, 
and  the  Judge  in  that  case  decided 
against  the  defendant  on  a  point  of  law, 
and  an  important  point,  too,  that  raii^ed 
the  questicin  of  penalties  upon  the  de- 
fendant. There  was  a  case  in  which  one 
would  naturally  suppose  the  right  of 
appeal  would  have  been  granted,  but  it 
was  refused,  and  I  may  quote  this  as 
an  instance  of  what  the  County  Court 
will  do  nnleas  the  defendant  baa  of  right 
the  power  of  appeal,  I  have  no  expecta- 
tion that  the  Judges  will  enlarge  the 
means  of  appeal  under  the  Bill,  and  I 
hope,  therefore,  the  Government  will  see 
their  way  to  agree  to  the  Amendment ; 
and  if  they  will  not,  I  am  afraid  I  must 
press  the  Motion  to  a  Division* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thfit  the  following  Clause  bo  read  a 
second  time  "  : — 

**If  any  party  m  any  action  or  matter  under 
thia  Act  abttH  be  dieiatisSecl  with  tho  dutt^r- 
mination  or  direction  o!  the  Judge  of  tho 
County  Court  iii  point  of  law  or  equity,  or 
npon  the  aduiiasion  or  rejection  of  any  uvidence, 
the  party  aggrieved  by  the  Judgment,  direc* 
tion,  deciaion,  or  order  of  the  Judge  iray 
appeal  from  the  same  to  th©  High  Cuiirt,  iu 
such  manDer  and  Bubjeci  to  aiich  condiiiona 
as  may  be  for  the  lime  being  provided  by  th» 
rules  of  the  Supreme  Court  regulatintj  the 
procedure  on  uppeale  from  inferior  couna  to 
the  High  Court.'^— (J/r,  liandtlL) 

*(9.10,)  Sia  K  WEBSTER:  I  am 
extremely  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  consider  it  necessary  to  pres^ithia 
clause.  The  law  is  perfectly  clear,  and 
Section  120  of  the  Act  gives  an  apfieal  in 
any  action  or  matter  in  which  either  of 
the  parties  is  dissatisfied  with  any  deci- 
sion or  point  of  law, or  equity,  or  in  regard 
to  admission  of  evidence  ;  the  only  excep- 
tion is  that  therts  is  no  appeal  in  any  action 
for  contrast  or  tort  under  £20,  and,  so  far 
as  my  opinion  g'oes,  this  will  not  bo  an 
action  of  couti-act  or  tort  j  it  is  a  claim 
against  tlie  land.  It  cannot  in  any  way 
be  treated  as  a  personal  debt  of  the 
occupier  or  of  the  owner;  it  is  a  claim 
against  the  laad  which,   as    this    Bill 


recognises,  is  only  to  be  recovered  out  of 
the  landlord ^8  profits  in  the  case  of  a 
tenancy  and  by  distress  under  Section  2 
of  the  BilL  I  was  sorry  to  hear  tho 
suggestion  ;  and  I  must  respectfully,  but 
firmly,  record  my  demurrer  to  it,  that 
County  Court  Judges  in  Wales  do  not 
give  their  decisions  according  to  law  and 
the  truL^  facts  of  the  case* 

Mr,  KANDELL  :  I  did  not  say  that. 

*Sm  R.  WEBSTER  :  No  body  of  men 
are  less  likt^ly  to  allow  their  minds  to  be 
swayed  by  sympathy  with  the  Church  ati 
want  of  sympathy  with  the  religioua- 
t^pinions  of  the  parties  in  au  action,  and 
refuse  the  right  of  appeal  where  such 
ought  to  be  given.  In  years  gone  by  I 
practised  largely  in  County  Courts  and 
in  the  Provinces,  and  I  can  say  that, 
while  til  ere  were  very  few  cases  for  appeal 
from  the  County  Court,  the  Judges  were 
ready  to  grant  such  far  beyond  what  I 
thouglit  desirable  for  tho  working  of 
the  Act  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
agree  to  leave  the  power  of  appeal  where 
it  is,  and  not  by  this  direct  intimation 
invite  appeals  in  small  cases.  The  Bill 
does  not  apply  to  Wales  more  than  to 
England;  tho  amounts  will  be  the  samo 
in  ordinary  cases,  which  will  arise  in 
respect  to  lithe,  and  the  ordinary  issue 8 
to  be  raised  cannot  involve  any  queatioB 
of  law.  I  do  hope  that  the  CommittedJ 
will  not  give  by  indication  what  I  maj 
call  an  express  right  of  appeal  in  all 
cases,  but  will  lea%^e  the  matter  as  it 
rests  under  the  Act. 

(9.13.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  it  is 
clear  that  there  ia  an  appeal  iu  all  tlieso 
cases^  of  course  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  not  necessary  ;  but  that 
13  not  clear,  and  the  Attorney  Generar* 
account  of  the  section  was  most  incom- 
plete, I  understood  him  to  say  there  is 
an  appeal  in  every  case,  except  in  ftctiona 
of  contract  and  tort.  The  Act  provides 
there  shall  be  no  appeal  in  ony  action  tsf 
contract  or  tort,  in  which  the  total  of 
any  corporeal  or  incorporeal  hereditament 
shall  come  into  question,  or  where  tha 
debt  or  damage  dues  not  exceed  £20 ; 
nor  any  action  of  replevin  in  case  where 
tbe  debt  or  damage  to  goods  does  not 
exceed  X20.  The  category  is  four  times 
as  numerous  as  that  mentioned  by  tho 
Attorney  General. 

•Sir  R  W>]BSTER  :  I  did  not  refer  to' 
the    whole   of  the   section,    because    it 
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ijj^tt  ix^  becur  ou  the  present  applica- 

&»  W,  UARCOURT  :  I  understood 
|h<^  Attoruoy  General  to  say  an  appeal 
would  apply  to  all  cases  except  those  of 
iHmtraot  and  tort,  and  that  these  cases 
wt>ro  neither. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  said  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  The  memory 
of  the  Committee  must  judge  whether 
my  statement  or  that  of  the  Attorney 
General  is  most  correct.  I  heard  him 
most  distinctly  state  it  could  not  occur, 
because  in  actions  at  the  County  Court 
there  was  an  appeal  in  every  case  except 
of  contract  and  tort,  and  that  tithe  was 
neither.  There  is  no  doubt  the  remedy 
for  tithe  under  the  Bill  remains  as  before 
— the  ultimate  remedy  of  distress — but 
what  I  want  to  know  is — everybody 
knows  that  legal  proceedings  in  cases 
of  distress  are  by  replevin  —  is  re- 
plevin specially  reserved  ;  can  there  be 
an  appeal  in  action  by  replevin  where 
the  amount  of  debt  or  damage,  or  the 
value  of  goods  seized  does  not  exceed 

*(9.16.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  he 
has  not  fairly  represented  what  I  did 
43ay.  I  was  not  referring  to  replevin  at 
all,  and  I  am  sura  the  lion.  Gentleman 
opposite  will  allow  that  his  argument 
■did  not  touch  replevin.  Of  course, 
where  there  is  replevin  the  rule  naturally 
applies.  I  was  referring  to  ordinary 
cases  of  summons  or  plaint  issued  by 
the  County  Court  Judge.  If  there  was 
an  action  of  replevin  in  a  case  where 
there  was  distress — though  in  regard  to 
proceedings  under  the  Bill  I  do  not 
think  it  possible — then  in  a  case  of  re- 
plevin under  £20  there  would  not  be 
an  appeal.  There  is  an  appeal  in  all 
cases  except  those  excepted  in  cases 
where  the  claim  is  not  under  £20,  The 
other  special  exceptions  have  no  applica- 
tion to  the  case  before  us.  Of  course, 
if  the  hon.  Member  thinks  that  in  action 
of  replevin  there  should  be  special 
oxemption  from  the  £20  limit  that  will 
be  a  separate  argument,  but  I  do  not 
think  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
will  say  for  a  moment  that  he  referred 
to  replevin. 

(9.17.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Where 
'distress   is  the  main  remedy  replevin 
must  occur.     If  that  be  so,  it  is  quite 
SirB,  Webster 


plain  that  in  every  case  where  a  man  is 
sued  for  less  than  £20,  and  has,  or 
desires  to  have,  an  action  of  replevin, 
there  will  be  no  appeal. 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  It  is  the  law 
now. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  But  if  it  were 
brought  into  another  Court  it  would  not 
be  regulated  by  the  County  Court  Act. 
I  think  that  in  these  small  cases,  unless 
the  hon.  Member  is  satisfied  that  thoy 
would  not  be  brought  into  the  olass 
where  there  is  no  appeal,  he  should  not 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

•(9.19.)  Mb.  W.  BOWEN  ROW- 
LANDS: With  all  deference  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  I 
do  not  think  he  has  touched  the  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.  The  section 
of  the  County  Court  Act  excepts  irmm 
the  bringing  of  appeals,  except  by  way 
of  leave,  any  action  of  contract  or  tort^ 
and  then  proceeds  to  specify  certain 
actions  which  do  not  coma  within  that 
exception,  and  in  which  there  is  an 
appeal.  Now,  I  should  have  thought  my 
hon.  Friend's  argument  was  tolerably 
conclusive.  A  new  jurisdiction  is  being 
given  to  the  County  Court,  jurisdiction 
over  a  subject-matter  clearly  not  pre- 
viously conceded  to  the  County  Court,  and 
which  was  not  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
Legislature  in  framing  the  County  Court 
Acts.  We  now  give  them  jurisdiction  in 
an  exceptional  subject-matter,  and  it  is 
a  matter  involving  discussion  of  nice 
questions  of  law,  and,  therefore,  peculiarly 
fitted  for  appeals  being  granted  as  of 
right.  Whatever  may  be  the  capacity, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  great,  whatever 
the  desire  to  do  justice,  which  no  doubt 
is  large  among  Judges  who  have  given 
satisfaction  by  the  diligent  performance 
of  their  duties  in  County  Courts  in 
Wales,  it  cannot  be  contended  on  behalf 
of  any  body  of  Judges,  however  gen- 
erally the  exercise  of  their  functions 
may  inspire  respect,  that  they  will  in  no 
C€ise  refuse  an  appeal  where  such  an 
appeal  would  be  fit  and  proper.  From 
misconception  of  the  point  raised,  not 
fully  appreciating  its  importance,  some- 
times from  a  mistaken  view  of  the 
law.  County  Court  Judges,  or  High 
Court  Judges  either,  might  refuse  an 
appeal  where  such  should  properly  be 
allowed.  What  we  desire  is  not  to  en- 
large the  means  of  factious  litigation^ 
but  to  secure  the  rights  of  the  litigant, 
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and  we  say,  ha  ving  given  the  Cou  n ty  Court 
jurisdiction  in  a  novel  sort  of  subjecfc- 
inatter,tben  in  no  proper  case  should  a  liti- 
gant beexcluded  by  the  action  of  aCounty 
Court  Judge  from  his  right  of  appeal. 
In  giving  this  we  shall  follow  the  prece- 
dent set  by  those  who  framed  the  120th 
eection  of  the  Statute.  All  actions  of  a 
general  nature  in  contract  and  tort  are 
excluded. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  Under  £20. 

*Mr.  W.  bo  wen  ROWLANDS :  Yes, 
wo  understand  that.  And  then  the  Act 
proceeds  to  separate  from  the^  exclusion, 
by  name,  a  number  of  actions.  We  ask 
that  the  same  course  should  be  followed 
here.  Exactly  the  same  arguments  in 
reference  to  the  wisdom  and  impartiality 
of  the  Judges  apply  in  either  case ;  but 
the  reasons  that  induced  the  Legislature 
to  make  exceptions  then  should  control 
us  now. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER:  The  right  of 
app3al  is  not  given  in  cases  under  £20. 

*.\Iu.  W.  BO  WEN  ROWLANDS  :  No; 
but  I  am  showing  by  analogy  why  there 
should  be  exceptions,  and  that  tithe 
flhould  be  among  the  exceptions.  With 
regard  to  the  limit,  a  new  question  arises. 
The  limit  was  fixed  having  regard  to  the 
general  class  of  cases  in  the  Courts. 
Under  this  Bill,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has 
said,  the  actions  in  Wales  would  be  of  a 
very  small  character  indeed,  and  to 
attempt  to  class  them  with  actions  of 
contract  and  tort  under  £20  would  make 
it  impossible  to  get  an  appeal  at  all  unless 
by  leave  of  the  Judge.  The  sum  of  £50 
and  the  limit  of  £20  were  fixed,  no 
doubt,  in  reference  to  the  general  average 
of  cases  in  Court ;  but,  having  regard  to 
the  general  average  of  tithe  rent-charge 
in  Wales,  by  parity  of  reasoning  there 
should  be  a  right  of  appeal  in  actions 
where  a  very  small  sum  is  at  stake. 
WJiat  we  desire  is  embodied  in  the 
Amendment — that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  on  points  of  law.  We  do  not 
ask  an  appeal  at  random  on  questions 
of  fact.  Every  lawyer  and  most  lay- 
men will  appreciate  the  words  in  the 
Amendment,  "  in  point  of  law  or  equity, 
or  upon  the  admission  or  rejection  of 
any  evidence."  The  Attorney  General 
has  vouched,  and  rightly  vouched,  for 
the  impartiality  of  the  Judges.  They 
are  not  likely  consciously  to  allow  reli- 
gious or  political  opinions  to  bias  their 
judgment  in  the  administration  of  the 


law  ;  but  there  are  cases — and  my  hox^. 
Friend  has  cited  one — in  which  a  Judge 
has  refused  an  appeal,  and — I  assume 
my  hon.  Friend  has  rightly  described  the 
case — the  decision  was  there  on  a  point  of 
law.  I  say,  generally  speaking,  it  may  be 
accepted  as  an  axiom  when  we  are  giv- 
ing a  new  jurisdiction  in  a  new .  matter 
involving  nice  questions  of  law,  it  will 
be  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  that  there 
should  be  the  right  of  appeal.  There 
can  be  no  harm  in  following  the  analogy 
I  have  indicated,  and  it  will  secure 
confidence  in  the  working  of  the  Bill.  • 

(9.29.)  Mr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex, 
Harrow)  :  It  seems  to  me  some  confu- 
sion has  arisen  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
principle  laid  down  by  the  Attorney 
General  is  that  there  would  be  an  appeal 
under  this  Act  in  every  case,  because  it 
would  not  be  an  action  of  a  contract  or 
tort.  The  other  cases  raised  do  not 
come  under  the  Act  at  all.  What  would 
be  the  appeal  in  this  easel  I  do  not 
know  of  any  case  that  would  arise  in  the 
nature  of  replevin  except  under  the 
2nd  section,  Sub-section  2.  There  is 
no  doubt  when  an  order  of  the  Court  is 
obtained  it  has  to  be  executed  in  such  a 
way  as  executions  are  always  carried  out 
under  the  principle  of  distress.  When 
an  order  has*  been  obtained  in  the 
County  Court  the  oflBcer  of  that  Court 
will  execute  it  much  in  the  same  way  as 
if  it  were  distress.  What  is  the  appeal  ? 
Suppose  the  officer  seizes  the  goods  of 
the  wrong  person.  Under  the  order  no 
question  can  arise  upon  that  point, 
because  the  officer's  action  is  justified 
by  the  order.  Then  the  point  can  only 
arise  where  goods  are  seized  and  no  rent 
is  due — a  seizure  by  the  distraining 
landlord  in  the  exercise  of  his  Common 
Law  right.  There  cannot  arise,  where 
the  officer  is  executing  the  order  of  the 
Court,  a  question  as  to  liability  to  pay 
the  tithe.  If  an  appeal  is  to  arise 
at  all,  it  must  arise  in  the  order 
of  the  County  Court  appointing  the 
officer  whose  duty  it  is  to  distrain.  That 
comes  within  the  rule  Jaid  down  by  the 
Attorney  General,  and  there  may  be  an 
interpleader  issue,  which  is  a  question  of 
a  new  action.  The  question  will  be  not 
as  to  liability  to  pay  the  tithe,  but  as  to 
whether  the  officer  in  seizing  the  goods 
has  seized  the  right  goods.  There  would 
be  a  new  action  as  to  whether  the  order 
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of  the  County  Conrt  Judge  should 
remain.  It  would  not  be  a  replevin  at 
all,  and  I  therefore  submit  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  Attorney  General  is  quite 
correct. 

(9.33.)  SibW.  HARCOURT:  If  the 
Attorney  General  is  right,  why  does  he 
object  to  this  Amendment  ?  If  there  is 
to  be  an  appeal  in  all  these  cases,  why 
does  he  object  to  give  it  in  the  Bill  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down — and  whose  speeches 
always  satisfy  me  that  the  point  he 
contests  is  well-established — says  that  in 
an  ordinary  distress  you  may  have  a 
replevin ;  but  that  if  it  is  made  by  order  of 
the  Court,  the  doctrine  of  replevin  is 
ousted.  I  shall  be  astonished  to  hear 
that  doctrine  upheld  by  the  Attorney 
General.  The  Court  may  make  an 
order  which  may  turn  out  to  be  mis- 
taken. It  may  turn  out  that  the  distress 
has  been  wrongfully  put  in,  and  I  should 
be  much  surprised  if,  by  a  side-wind  in 
this  Bill,  the  doctrine  of  replevin  in  such 
cases  18  abolished.  But  I  do  not  know 
that  any  useful  purpose  will  be  served 
by  going  into  these  niceties  of  the  law.  If 
the  Attorney  General  says  he  does  not 
admit  that  there  is  any  case  without 
appeal,  why  should  we  continue  this 
discussion,  and  why  should  he  not  make 
it  clear  that  there  is  to  be  an  appeal  in  all 
cases? 

*(9.37.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  In  any 
of  these  matters  there  is  an  appeal ;  and 
as  to  the  exception  that  ousts  the  appeal, 
it  can  only  be  in  cases  of  replevin.  Those 
cases  are  not  before  us,  because,  where 
replevin  arises,  it  can  only  be  after  the 
Judge  has  given  his  order,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  now  wants  to  give  an  appeal 
before  even  distress  is  levied  and 
replevin  can  come  in.  The  point  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  wanted  to  put  upon  me  was  not 
ad  rerrif  because  it  deals  with  proceedings 
after  the  appeal  has  gone.  There  is  not 
one  word  in  the  clause  which  will  make 
an  exception  to  the  ordinary  practice. 
I  pledge  the  Committee  that  that  is  still 
my  view,  and  in  that  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  coanselled  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  to  withdraw  his  proposal. 
I  believe  these  words  to  be  wholly 
unnecessary,  but  I  have  no  further 
objection  to  offer  to  them. 
Mr,  Ambrose 


(9.39.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  wiU 
not  pursue  the  matter  ;  I  will  only  say 
that  the  real  truth  is,  that  .the  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  Amendment 
desires  to  have  an  appeal  in  all  cases,  not 
merely  on  the  order,  but  in  all  subse- 
quent proceedings. 
•(9.40.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Wo 
have  no  objection  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

(9.40.)    Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  be  added  to 
the  Bill,*'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

(9.40.)  Mr.  RANDELL  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  following  new  clause  : — 

'*  In  any  action  or  matter  under  this  .Act  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  plaintift  or  defendant 
to  require  a  jury  to  be  summoned  to  try  the 
said  action  or  matter.  * 

Under  Section  100  of  the  County  Court 
Act  unless  a  jury  is  empanelled  the 
Judge  of  the  Court  is  the  judge  of  fact 
and  of  law,  and  by  Section  101  no  jury 
is  allowed  except  in  cases  whera  the 
amount  sought  to  be  recovered  ex- 
ceeds the  sum  of  £5.  I  have  explained 
that  so  far  as  all  the  cases  in  the  Princi- 
pality are  concerned — and  it  has  already 
been  admitted  that  the  Bill  is  aimed  at 
the  Welsh  people — the  amounts  to  be 
recovered  will  be  under  the  sum  of  £5. 
Therefore  the  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  to 
shut  out  the  Welsh  people  from  trial  by 
jury  in  these  tithe  cases.  I  think  tho 
power  of  the  Judge  to  iind  on  the  f<icta 
is  conducive  to  a  certain  amount  of 
oppression.  In  reply  to  what  fell  from 
the  Attorney  General,  I  would  say  that  I 
cast  no  reflection  on  the  Welsh  Judges. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  did  not  at  all 
question  their  decisions,  but  that  the 
County  Court  Judges  in  Wales  would  not 
encourage  appeals,  and  there  is  abundant 
evidence  to  show  that  tithe  cases  are 
not  without  their  political  significance. 
Juries,  according  to  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls  in  a  recent  case,  by  being  judge* 
of  fact,  have  contributed  greatly  to  the 
peace  of  the  country,  and  they  will  be 
valuable  in  these  cases  of  tithe. 

New  Clause  (Trial  by  Jury,) — (J/r. 
Bandell,) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time.'' 
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•(9.45.)  Sir  R,  WEBSTER  :  There  is 
an  absolute  right  to  a  jury  m  all  cases 
above  Xo,  but  not  under.  That  ia  a  vitj 
excellent  provision,  whether  it  be  applied 
to  tithe  or  any  other  matter  iit  dispute. 
It  is  not  Treasonable  that  a  litigant  should 
have  a  right  to  have  a  jury  in  caaea 
where  less  thHu  £5  ia  in  dispute,  Juiy 
trial  brings  a  large  number  of  busiaeia 
xa^w  into  Court  at  a  g-reat  sacrifice  of  their 
time  and  almost  without  remuneration, 
for  I  believe  the  fee  is  only  Is.  I  do  not 
think  juries  should  be  allowed  in  cases 
where  the  amount  in  dispute  is  under 
£h,  simply  because  the  debt  has  arisen 
out  of  tithe, 

(9.48.)  Sm  W,  HAHCOURT  :  I  con- 
fesa  I  have  a  Rtrong  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment,  Under  the  IJill  juries 
would  not  be  allowed  in  three- fourths  of 
the  titlie  ctises.  I  do  not  say  anything 
against  County  Court  Judges  in  Waits 
or  elsewhere,  but  there  ia  one  dis- 
advantage in  making  them  judges  of 
fact.  I  do  n'»t  know  that  all  of  them  are 
Welsh-speaking  men. 

An  hnn.  Member:  Only  one  of  them 
speaks  Welsb. 

Sir  W.  HARCOrilT:  And  it  must  be 
remembered  that  these  gentlemen  will 
have  to  aflminister  justice  in  cases  that 
touch  Welshmen  in  their  dearest  feel- 
ings. The  only  protection  the  people 
will  have  will  be  in  juries  who  under- 
stand  the  language.  If  there  ever  was  a 
case  in  which  it  is  necessary  to  preserve 
juries  for  litigants  it  ia  this  case  of 
tithe.  To  the  Attorney  Geneml  £b 
aeems  a  small  amount^  but  it  is  not  a 
gmall  amount  to  the  peoj>le  of  Wales.  I 
Confess  that  in  this  matter  I  would  go 
farther  ihan  tlie  Amendment.  I  say 
again,  with  the  deepest  conviction,  that 
the  satisfactory  work  it  »g  of  this  measure 
depends  upon  your  not  making  the  shoe 
pinch  more  than  you  did  before  ;  and  if 
it  is  found  that  the  indirect  opteration  of 
the  tmnsfer  to  the  County  Courts  is  more 
oppressive  than  the  old  law»  you  will 
inevitably  have  a  row  over  the  Bill.  You 
will  have  summary  jurisdiction  under 
the  13iU,  and  the  deprivation  of  trial  by 
jury  will  be  very  deeply  and,  in  my 
opinion,  very  properly  resented.  You  do 
not  pretend  to  make  this  Bill  a  Coercion 
Bill.  You  do  not  pretend  that  in  Wales 
a  case  has  arisen  for  eiceptional  legisla- 
tion.    You  do  not  pretend  that  in  the 


case  of  tithe  yon  are  going  to  give 
Resident  Magihtrateg  jurisdiction  ;  but  if 
the  consequence  of  the  Bill  will  be  that 
the  decisiona  of  the  County  Court 
Judges — though  upright,  as  I  am  pre- 
pared to  admit — will  be  received  with 
prejudice,  the  poor  Welsh  farmer  will 
ask  why,  when  he  had  the  protection  of 
a  jury  before,  he  should  not  have  it  now. 
In  ray  opinion  there  will  be  a  great  deal 
of  mischievous  prejudice  against  your 
Bill,  and  though  I  do  not  oppose  the 
principle  of  the  mea=;ure  as  I  understand 
it,  1  have  been  very  anxious  throughout 
every  clause  to  remove  anything  like  an 
exceptional  jurisdiction,  I  hope  the 
Amendment  will  be  accepk^d.  If  it  is 
not,  I  shall  be  myself  prepared  on 
Report  to  move  an  Amendment  giving 
the  right  of  trial  ly  jury  to  these  men  in 
cases  where  they  would  have  had  it 
before. 

*(9.53.)  Mr,  S.  T.  EVANS:  The 
question  of  fees  cannot  be  an  argruTnent 
against  trial  by  jury  in  the  County  Court 
nny  more  than  in  the  Assizes.  It  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  no  antipathy 
should  spring  up  between  the  pt^oplo  and 
the  County  Courts,  and,  therefore,  that 
theso  questions  of  tithe  should  be  decided 
by  juries.  I  agree  with  what  the  right 
ban.  Gentleman  has  said  about  Welsh 
juries  80  far  as  I  know  them,  and  I  think 
the  Judges  themselves  would  Hke  to  see 
the  cases  tried  by  juries. 

*(9,55.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  two  or  three  times  stated  that 
this  Bill  would  take  away  from  the 
W^elsh  people  a  security  which  they 
possessed  before.  The  Bill  does  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  leaves  the  right  of 
trial  by  jury  in  the  Cotmty  Court  exactly 
where  it  is  now.  In  cases  where  the 
amount  in  dispute  ia  over  £5,  a  jury  can 
Ix!  had  by  right,  and  in  cases  where  the 
amount  is  under  J£5,  a  jury  can  be  had 
with  the  consent  of  the  Judge.  Ik  ia 
said  that  politics  will  be  mixed  up  with 
these  tithe  cases  ;  and  if  that  is  so,  who 
will  Ixj  the  most  likely  to  give  an  nn* 
biased  decision,  a  County  Court  Judge 
who  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  land  or 
the  tithe,  or  a  juryman  who  in  all  proba- 
bility will  be  himself  a  tithepayert  1 
say  the  County  Court  Judge. 

•(9.58.)  Mb.  ABEL  THOMAS :  This 
question  will,  of  course,  not  appreciably 
afiect  England,  where  the  amounts  pay- 
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able  in  reapeot  of  tithe  are  nearly  all 
above  £20,  bafc  it  will  affect  Wales 
closely.  For  I  will  undertake  to  say 
that  there  will  nofc  be  one  case  in  tun 
where  the  amount  claimed  is  X20  ;  and 
if  yoti  divide  that  into  two,  for  the 
amount  will  be  p<^yable  half  yearly t 
there  would  not  be  one  farm  in  1 00  in 
reference  to  which  there  could  he  trial 
by  jury  unless  you  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. I  have  no  doubt  that  the  County 
Coux't  Judges  will  decide  any  case  tluit 
cooies  before  them  fairly  ;  but  the  qaes» 
tion  is,  what  will  the  Welsh  people 
think  1  1  believe  whero  politics  come 
into  question,  and  especially  the  matter 
of  Church  disestablishment  and  payment 
of  tithes,  Welshmen  will  not  Ixj  satisfied 
unless  they  have  the  facts  tried  by  their 
own  countrymen  instead  cf  by  County 
Court  Judges. 

*(10.0.)  Mr.  F,  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  : 
Perhaps  I  m^y  be  excused  for  interfering 
in  the  Djlmte  for  a  few  minutes-  I  can- 
not forget  that  this  is  an  English  as  well 
as  a  Welsh  Bill^  and  I  think  the  whole 
burden  of  proctf  lies  upon  those  who 
desire  a  change  in  the  law,  I  know  of 
no  reason  whatever,  so  far  as  England  is 
concerned,  why  there  should  be  any  fear 
of  County  Court  Judges^  in  whom 
we  have  confidence,  whose  industry  we 
know,  and  on  whose  legal  knowledge  we 
can  rely.  We  have  no  reason  to  snppose 
that  the  County  Court  judges  appointed 
in  Wales  are  inferior  in  chaiucter,  or 
that  their  sense  of  responsibility  is  any 
less  than  that  which  prevails  omonjiT 
County  Court  Judges  in  England,  1 
do  not  BOO  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  will  ha%^e  any  prejudice  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  They  have  to  deal 
sometimes  with  disputes  between  era- 
Dloyers  and  employed,  and  I  never  heard 
in  England  any  doubt  of  the  County 
Court  as  a  tribunal.  And  I  have  no 
iiesitation  in  saying  that  in  Wales  the 
sime  impartiality  will  be  found  among  the 
County  Court  Judges.  I  have  heard  the 
objection  raised  that  the  County  Court 
process  will  involve  long  journeys  for  the 
residents  in  Wales,  and  that  severe 
labour  will  be  caused  them  in  carrying 
out  the  provisions  of  theBilL  If  that  is  an 
objection  it  is  no  lesa  good  with  regard  to 
the  trial  of  these  cases  by  juries.  One 
reason  why  trial  by  jury  Las  more  or 
less  fallen  into  disuse  is  the  labour  it 
imposes  upon  the  jurymen;  and  I  think 
Mr.  Abel  Thotnas 


Welshmen  would  find  the  labour  caused 
by  having  to  serve  on  juries  would  be  of 
a  severe  character.  I  think  the  County 
Court  Judges  have  justified  the  con^ 
lidence  rejiosed  in  them,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  that  confidence  should  not 
exist  in  Wales  as  well  as  in  England. 

•(lO.fi.)  Mr.  G.OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
The  questions  raised  under  this  Bill 
will  be  entirely  different  to  those  or* 
dinarily  coming  before  the  County  Court 
Judges.  If  ever  there  was  an  instance 
in  which  a  jury  was  required  it  is  in  that 
of  the  tithejxiyer  ;  for  in  three  caS69 
out  of  four  the  County  Court  Judges 
do  not  understand  the  Welsh  langTxage. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  would  be  no  partiality  on  the  jxirt 
of  the  Welsh  juries.  It  is  a  remarkable 
fact  that  in  all  the  cases  which  hava 
arisen,  in  my  own  county  particularly, 
out  of  these  disturbances  their  ver- 
dicts have  bi^en  characterised  by  tho 
utmost  impartiality.  I  do  not  for  a 
moment  mean  to  say  that  the  Welsh 
County  Court  Judges — I  think  I  know 
theia  uU — are  not  able  to  deal  com- 
petently with  the  se  matterSjOr  that  they 
are  not  likely  to  bo  imjiartiaL  Buti  ot 
course,  they  labour  nnder  the  disadvan- 
tage of  not  l^^^ing  alile  to  understand  the 
witnesses.  What  yo\i  want  is  not  merely 
right  decision.",  but  that  the  Welsh 
people  should  know  and  believe  they  are 
right.  The  County  Courts  in  Wales 
are  now  exceedingly  popular — almost 
too  popular,  if  I  mfiy  judge  from  the 
great  number  of  plaints  I  have  seen — 
and  the  people  ar©  generally  satisfied 
with  the  decisions.  I  do  not  want  to  see 
any  change  in  that  feeling,  and  1  cannot 
help  thinking  that  three  or  four  decisions 
by  the  County  Court  Judges  against  the 
tithe  payers  would  be  to  discredit  the 
County  Court**.  It  is  in  the  interests  of 
the  County  Courts  tliat  I  support  thia 
Amendment. 

•(10.11.)  Mr.  W.  BOWEN  ROW- 
LANDS: I  was  very  much  struck  w4th 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  with  regard  to  the  prejudices 
of  jurieii.  He  suppo.ses  that  Judges  live 
in  a  region  where  they  are  entirely  un- 
affected by,  and  are  unconscious  of,  pr<;* 
judices.  He  supposes  that  they  are  the 
only  persons  unaffected  by  class,  religion, 
or  politics.  In  his  various  and  extensive 
reading,  has  the  hon.  Memljer  ever ; 
perused  the  pages  of  Hal  lam,  who  point**  1 
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out  fhe  prejudices  by  which  Judges, 
from  their  ago,  their  training,  and  their 
employment,  are  liable.  Take  one  in- 
fitfince  out  of  many.  Is  ik  to  be  sup- 
posed  that  those  who  support-ed  Mr. 
Fox's  Libel  Act  thougbt  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  were  unfit  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  their  office?  No  j  but 
the  frame  ra  of  Foi's  Act  deemed 
that  Judges  were  unconsciously  affected 
by  their  training,  and  thought  it  wiser 
to  trust  decisions  of  libel  cases  to 
juries,  in  whom  the  country  had  con- 
fidence, whatever  their  prejudices, 
rather  than  to  Judges  affected  by 
another  and,  perhaps,  a  narrower  circle  of 
prejudices,  6ut  I  won  Id  point  out  that 
juries  are  already  trusted  up  to  a  certain 
limit  It  is  inverting  the  whole  argument 
to  say  that  juries  si i all  l>e  trusted  up  to 
£5  and  £20,  but  that  they  are  unfit  in 
other  cases,  simply  because  of  the 
fimallnesa  of  the  araonnta  which  are  at 
stake.  My  hon.  Friend  opposite  spoke 
of  the  change  in  the  law.  True,  it  is  a 
change  in  the  law  in  subjecting  tithe  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Court. 
If  this  had  been  within  the  scope  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  before,  there 
might  have  been  something  in  the  argu- 
ment ;  but  as  this  is  a  proposal  to  bring 
the  rontter  for  the  first  time  within  the 
Bco|>e  of  the  CDunty  Court  Act,  I  think 
the  suitors  have  what  is  the  primd  facie 
right  of  every  man  in  Encrland — the  right 
to  have  questions  of  fact  tried  by  jury. 
(10.13,)  Mb.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda) :  The  House  will  pardon 
Welsh  Memhei's  for  pressing  this  Amend- 
ment. I  should  iilce  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  disabuse  their  minds  of  the 
impression  that  in  Waits  we  have  not 
confidence  in  the  County  Court  Judges, 
because  they  are  English  Judges.  We 
have  confidence  in  them,  but  our  one 
great  difficulty  is  that  of  language,  I  am 
told  it  is  a  maxim  in  taw  that  a 
man  ou^ht  t*)  be  tried  by  his  country- 
men.  If  that  is  so,  I  think  we  have  a 
right  irj  ask  that  Welshmen  shall  be 
placed  on  a  similar  footing  with  English- 
men when  they  appear  before  the  Courts 
of  Law.  We  have  five  County  Court 
Judges  in  Wales,  and  I  do  not  think  one 
out  of  the  five  knows  the  Welsh  language. 
Now  that  the  Bill  applies  to  Wales,  it 
is  our  duty  to  see  that  it  will  work 
as  smoothly  as  possible.  Seeing  that 
the    English    Judgea  are   not   able   to 


understand  the  Welsh  tongue,  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  ask  that  the  Welsh 
people  should  be  tried  by  jurymen  who 
do  understand  their  tongue.    The  Judges . 
have  accused  witnesses  of  perjury,  bui^ 
I   am    sure    if   the  Judges   understood 
them  they  would  hold  a  different  opinion. 
As  a  n^iners'  agent,  I  have  frequently  ta 
attend  the  Courts  of  Law,   and  over  and 
over  again  I  have  had  occasion  to  correct^i^ 
the  interpreters.     It  is  a  well-known  fact 
that  the  Judges  in  the  West  of  Wales,, 
where  the  great  bulk  of  the  disturbanceaj 
have   taken   place,    have    sat    in   caaea 
without   understanding    a  word  of   the  \ 
Welsh    languaffe.       If   the   Governmenfe  ■ 
could  only  see  their  way  bi  the  accept- 
ance of    this    Amendment    the    Welsh 
people  would  be  really  grateful  for  thaf^ 
conaideration. 

(10.16.)  SiB  W,  HAKCODRT :  This  is  ] 
one  of  the  most  important,  if  not  the 
most  important,  questions  which  have 
been  raised  upon  the  Bill,  and  I  hope 
the  Amendment  will  be  adopted.  I 
remember  a  Welsh  friend  of  mine  telling 
me  that  at  a  Welsh  Assize,  before  an 
English  Judge,  he  asked  leave  to  addresa 
the  jury  in  Welr»h,  and,  when  leave  was 
given,  he  said  to  the  jury,  "  You  have 
Bn  English  Judge  who  will  deceive  yon, 
and  who  will  sum  up  in  such  and  such  , 
a  manner,''  which,  as  ho  knew  how  the 
Judge  would  in  all  probability  address 
them,  he  at  once  put  before  them.  The 
result  was  that  when  the  Judge  came  to 
his  summing  up,  and  did  sum  up  almost 
in  the  words  used  by  counsel,  the  jury 
were  convinced  that  the  counsel  was 
risrht, and  gave  theirdecision  accordingly. 
This  simply  shows  the  consequences  of 
having  an  English  legal  administrator 
among  a  Welsh -speaking  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  thia 
Bill,  as  I  have  already  warned  him,  is 
not  fortunate  in  his  legal  supporters,  for 
the  men  who  have  don©  most  damage  ta  | 
the  measure  have  been  the  hon.  Member 
for  Harrow  (Mr.  Ambrose)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge). 
When  the  hon,  Member  for  Stockport 
t\sks  the  Government  to  endorse  the 
proposition  that  Judges  and  not  juries 
are  the  best  people  \k>  determine  political 
questions,  he  has  reached  a  point  of 
political  absurdity  which  it  is  impossibl^n 
to  surpass.  I  do  not  iraag^ine  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  accept  such  an  arguv 
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ment ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  absolutely 
destmctive  of  the  casa  the  hon.  Member 
has    set  np,  and,  in   point    of    fact,    is 
the  foundation  of  the  argument  for  the 
Amendment.      It  is  admitted  that  these 
are   cases  which,  as  the    lawyers    say, 
"sounded  in  politics,*'  and  in  which  we 
ought  to  be  specially    careful    not    to 
exclude  a  jury.     It  has  been  the  un- 
broken  tradition  of  English  Law  that, 
whatever  you  do  ia  any  other  case,  you 
must  preserve    the    jury    wherever   a 
political  question  arises.     If  you  allow 
Judges,  however    eminent    or    learned, 
to  determine  questions  of  political  libel 
or  sedition,  as  my  hon.   Friend  behind 
me  has  pointed  out,  or  other  questions  of 
a  political  character,  the  whole  liberty  of 
the  subject  will  be  gone.     It  is  said  that 
the  onus  of  proof  is  with   those   who 
want  to  alter  the  law.     Yes,    but  who 
is  it  that  is  altering  the  law  1     It  is  the 
Government  who  demand  an  alteration 
of  the  law,  not  we.     It  id  because  the 
Government    are     introducing    a    new 
jurisdiction  for  the  recovery  of  the  tithe 
by  means  of  a  Court  which  has  no  juris- 
diction now,  that  the  difficulty  has  arisen. 
I  have  said  over  and  over  again  in  these 
discussions  that  I  do  not  at  all  object  to 
your   using    the   County   Court    bailiff 
instead  of  the  tithe   owner's  agent   for 
the   recovery  of  the  tithe.      What  I  do 
press  on  the  Government  is  that  they 
should  not  import  into  the  determina- 
tion of  these   matters    the  whole  body 
of  C  junty  Court  law,  indirectly.     It  does 
happ  )n  that  in  the  limited   jurisdiction 
exercised  under  the  County  Court  Acts 
ther  J  are  particular  restrictions ;  but  you 
ought  not  to  apply  these  restrictions  in 
matters   that   are  brought  for  the  first 
time  under  tho  cognisance  of  the  County 
Court ;  and,  further,  you  ought  not  so  to 
treat  the  Welsh  people  that,  in  giving  a 
new  jurisdiction  to  the  County  Court, 
you   deprive    them    of    the    protection 
hitherto  afforded   of  trial  by  jury.     On 
these  two  grounds,  first  of  all  in  regard 
to  the  political  character  given  to  the 
matter,  and,  in  the  next  place,  in  relation 
to  the  circumstance  that  the  new  jurisdic- 
tion is  to  bo  exercised  among  the  people 
whose   language   is   not  understood   by 
those   who  administer  the  law,  I  urge 
that  the  arguments  are  strongly  in  favour 
of  giving  trial  by  jury  in  all  cases  under 
the  Bill.     If  you  do  not   allow  trial  by 
jury  in  cases  under  £b  you  miii^ht  an 
Sir  W,  Harcauri 


well  refrain  from  legislating  for  Wales  at 
all,  because,  whereas  in  England  the 
great  majority  of  cases  will  be  above  £o, 
and  therefore  triable  by  jury,  in  Wales 
the  majority  of  cases  will  be  under  that 
amount,  and  the  right  of  jury  trial  will 
be  denied.  On  these  grounds,  therefore, 
I  do  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  able  to  meet  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend  and  those  who  support  him  on 
this  side  of  the  House. 

(10.8.)  Mr.  T.  M:  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.)  :  I  regret  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  has  not  answered 
the  question  put  to  him,  because  I  think 
that  if  there  is  any  question  which  ought 
to  excite  attention  by  this  House  it  is 
that  which  is  raised  in  this  Amend- 
ment. Let  me  point  out  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  not  only  does  this 
raise  the  question  of  a  distinction  of 
treatment  as  between  England  and  Wales, 
but  that  whereas  you  in  England  will 
have  in  the  majority  of  cases  the 
right  of  trial  by  jury,  you  deny  this 
right  to  the  people  of  Wales.  All 
your  farms,  steadings,  and  hold- 
ings in  England  are  large.  [**  No,  no  ! "] 
Well,  at  any  rate,  that  is  the  case  in  the 
proportion  of  at  least  three  to  one.  That 
is  to  say,  you  would  be  able  to  have  a 
jury  in  three  cases  out  of  four,  and  to 
that  extent  you  are  doing  an  injustice  to 
the  Welsh  people.  You  have  already 
granted  an  appeal  to  the  Queen's  Bench. 
On  the  small  cases  that  arise  in  Wales 
there  may  be  a  good  deal  of  friction  in 
the  different  districts  presided  over  by 
the  County  Court  Judges,  and  you  ought 
to  give  the  Welsh  people  an  appeal  on 
questions  of  law.  The  Attorney  General 
smiles  at  this ;  I  do  not  see  why  he 
should  do  so. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  was  merely 
smiling  at  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  who  has  only  just  come  in,  has 
said  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
appeal.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  right 
of  appeal  has  already  been  given  on  a 
previous  Amendment 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  that,  but  that  is  an  entirely 
different  question  to  the  one  Tam  raising. 
Supposing  a  man  is  to  have  a  right  of 
trial  by  jury  in  questions  over  £b,  what, 
I  ask,  is  the  difference  between  that  and 
£4  19s.  lljd.,  for  which  the  right  is 
I  denied  ?  I  say  it  is  most  unfair  on  the 
I  part  of  the  Government  that,  in  dealing 
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with  a  separate  nationality  in  which 
English  is  not  spoken,  thej  propose  to 
reserve  to  the  English  people  the  right 
of  trial  bj  jnry,  and  practically  deprive 
the  Welsh  people  of  that  right  altogether. 
The  hon.  Member  forRhonddi  has  already 
referred  to  this  question  of  dift'erence  of 
lanofuage,  I  myself  have  heard  in  the 
Irish  Land  Court  men  giving  evidence  in 
Irish,  who,  becanse  they  happeDed  to  be 
able  to  speak  a  few  words  in  English,  have 
been  compelled  to  continue  their  evidence 
in  that  language.  The  iniatiJces  made 
under  such  circumstancea  are  gro- 
toeqne.  I  have  heard  a  man  ns©  the 
woni  "  three ''  for  the  word  **thirty"  from 
hiH  want  of  knowledge  as  to  English  figures. 
Why,  then,  io  the  case  of  Wales,  where 
the  Welsh  language  is  universally 
spoken  and  just  as  universally  ignored  by 
the  County  Court  Judges,  do  yon  pro- 
pose to  enforce  this  distinct  ion  between 
the  two  countries?  I  would  appeal  on 
this  account  to  the  Government,  if  they 
will  not  give  trial  by  jury,  at  any  rate  to 
allow  an  appeal  on  questions  of  fact. 
It  is  misleading  on  the  part  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  to  suggest  that  you  have  an 
a[)peal  on  matters  of  fact.  That  is  not 
the  case ;  and  if  he  asserts  that  it  is  aOj  I 
deny  the  assertion.  As  a  rule,  County 
Court  trials  for  sums  under  £5  are 
trumpery  matte ra,  but  trials  on  this  tithe 
question  in  Wales  are  not  trumpery 
mattera.  They  would  not  want  juries 
in  matters  of  shop  debts  and  cases  of 
that  sort,  but  the  case  is  different  when 
the  question  relates  to  tithe.  The 
Government  are  now  inventing  a  new 
jurisdiction,  and  they  will  create  an  in- 
tense feeling  if  the  Welsh-spoaking  people 
are  detiicd  the  right  uf  trial  by  jury. 
That  is  practically  what  it  means.  A 
matter  which  engiiges  the  deepest  feel- 
ings of  the  Welsh  people  is  thus  to  be 
dealt  with.  The  men  affected  are  those 
who  seldom,  if  over,  see  a  Court.  They 
do  not  live  litigious  lives  ;  they  reside 
right  away  on  the  mountains,  and  for  a 
disput-e  about  a  wretched,  miserable  sum 
of  lOa.,  15s.,  20fl.,  or  30s.,  they  are  to  be 
dragged  into  Court,  probably  for  the 
first  time  in  their  lives,  and  the  case  in 
which  they  are  concerned  is  to  be  con- 
ducted in  a  language  which  they  do  not 
understand.  I  say  it  is  most  unfair. 
You  ought  to  abandon  this  £5  limit,  and 
you  ought  to  be  induced  to  do  this  by 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.     [iHrRU.^FrrFr.s.] 


the  fact  that  the  Welsh  Repreaentativea 
are  a  minority  in  this  House,  and  that 
they  are  nearly  unanimous  in  demanding 
this.  I  hope  tlmt  the  right  hon,  Gentle- 
man, who  has  so  far  displayed  a  reasoTi- 
abU*  spirit,  will  accede  to  this  request,  I 
object  to  the  doctrine  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport—  "Trust  in  Judges, 
and  distrust  juries,''  I  think  we  ought 
to  cultivate  dia trust  in  all  officials.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Gentltman  bear  in  mind 
that  four-fifths  of  the  cases  likely  to 
arise  under  this  Bill  in  Wales  will  be 
a£Eect.ed  by  this  limit,  and  then  I  think 
he  wiQ  see  the  desirability  of  abandoning 
tlie  |iosition  he  has  takfii  up. 

(10.33.)  Mk.  J.  BEYN  ROBERTS: 
The  only  argnment  which  has  been 
advanced  against  thia  proposal  is  that 
juries  might  be  affected  by  political 
prejudices.  But  surely  it  is  not  likely 
that  every  member  of  a  jury  summoned 
to  try  a  case  would  be  of  one  and  the 
same  way  of  thinking.  Two  might  l>e 
one  way  and  one  another,  and  thus 
prejudices  would  be  neutralised.  But  if 
political  prejudice  exists  in  a  Judge,  it  is 
necessarily  all  on  one  side,  and  Judges, 
be  it  remembered,  are  ss  prone  as  anyone 
e*se  to  these  prejudices.  Again,  it  has 
huGu  said  that  the  jurymen  will  be  of 
the  same  class  as  the  litigants.  But  that 
is  not  so,  because,  as  a  rnle^  the  County 
(^mrt  jurors  are  summoned  from  among 
the  tmdesmen  of  the  town  in  which  tlio 
Court  holds  its  sitting,  while  the  litigants 
come  in  from  the  rural  districts  for  miles 
around.  It  is  notorious  that  there  is  not  a 
more  impartial  tribunal  than  a  County 
Court  jury. 

(10.35.)  Mr.  LLOYD-GEORGE:  I 
cnji  confirm  what  ray  hon.  Friend  has 
said  as  to  the  class  from  which  County 
Court  juries  are  drawn,  I  believe  that 
tlie  Judges  would  prefer  the  assistance 
of  juries  in  settling  these  tithe  cases. 
They  would  not  care  for  the  invidious 
task  of  deciding  a  case  in  which  so  much 
[Xilitieal  animus  and  religious  feeling  may 
he  inv^dved.  As  a  rule,  a  batoh  of  30  or  40 
cases  from  one  parisli  will  come  up  fur 
hearing  at  the  same  time.  They  will  nil 
turn  on  one  jmrticular  point,  and  though 
the  aggregate  amount  involved  may  be 
£40  or  £50,  in  not  more  than  one  ctise, 
perhaps,  will  the  litigrmts  l>e  entithd  to 
claim  a  jury,  I  think  that  these  caees 
call  for  special  treatment*  Why  should 
3  R 
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a  distinction  be  made  between  a  case 
above  £5  and  one  under  that  amount  ? 
The  wealthy  tenant  farmer  will  be  able 
to  enjoy  the  luxury  of  a  jury ;  the 
poor  peasant  proprietor  will  not,  unless 
this  Amendment  is  agreed  to,  and  if  it 
were  only  to  dispose  of  the  suspicion 
that,  there  is  one  law  for  the  poor  and 
another  for  the  rich,  the  Government 
ought  to  make  the  concession  demanded. 

(10.39.)  The  Committee,  divided:— 
Ayes  127;  Noes  168.— (Div.  List, 
No.  31.) 

•(10.51.)  Mb.  MORTON:  I  had  intended 
to  propose  a  new  clause  dealing  with  the 
apportionment  of  the  tithe  rent-charge 
among  the  occupiers.  By  the  advice  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General,  I  put  it  down  as  a 
new  clause ;  but  I  still  think  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  added  it  to 
Clause  1.  T  am  now  quite  willing  to 
accept  the  words  which  have  been  sug- 
gested by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  therefore  I  withdraw  the  pro- 
posal. 

*(10.52.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  T  have 
on  the  Paper  two  new  clauses,  one  pro- 
viding that  several  cases  may  be  in- 
cluded in  one  application  to  the  County 
Court  and  another  dealing  with  appor- 
tionment of  rent-charge  on  land  owned 
by  several  parties.  T  understand  that 
the  Attorney  General  has  prepared  a 
clause  with  the  same  object,  and  I  am 
willing  to  accept  it.  I  do  not,  therefore, 
move. 

•(10.53.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Member  proposes  that  this  should 
be  provided  for  in  the  Statute,  but  that 
would  be  too  hard  and  fast  a  line.  I 
propose  that  a  clause  be  inserted  giving 
the  Court  power  to  make  rules  for  this 
particular  object. 

New  Clause  handed  in,  but  not  read. 

(10.53.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am 
always  glad  when  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  proposals  can  come  to  an  agreement 
with  the  other  side  ;  but  really  the  House 
of  Commons  should  have  something  to 
say  on  this  matter,  or  else  we  shall  have 
all  sorts  of  legislation  passed  without 
the  slightest  idea  of  what  is  being  done. 
What  is  this  new  clause  ? 

•(10.54.)    Sir   K     WEBSTER:    The 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  proposes  that 
Mr,  Lhyd-Otorge 


the  tithe  owner  may  include  any 
number  of  separate  claims  against 
separate  parties  in  the  same  proceeding. 
That,  of  course,  would  enable  a  claimant 
to  raise  all  kinds  of  questions  without 
risk  as  to  cost,  because  they  would  be 
recoverable  against  one  or  other  of  the 
defendants.  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
the  proper  course  would  be  for  rules  to 
be  made  to  meet  that  object,  and  the 
new  clause  which  I  have  projKwed 
would  prevent  any  abuse  of  the  privi- 
lege, which  would  ensure  the  saving  in 
costs. 

(10.55.)  Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  I 
should  have  liked  to  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  this  clause.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
St.  Pancras  has  been  moving  his  Amend- 
ments mainly  in  the  interests  of  the 
tithe  owner.  I  am  a  little  jealous  of 
that  proceeding,  because  my  interests  in 
this  matter  are  not  so  absolutely  with 
the  tithe  owner  as  those  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  think  that  the  tithepayer 
should  receive  some  consideration  in  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  oppose  the  Amendment 
now,  but  I  will  reserve  my  right  to 
examine  it  on  Report,  and  of  seeing 
what  its  effect  will  be.  But  I  do  repeat 
my  protest  against  this  method  of  intro- 
ducing clauses  without  giving  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  knowing  exactly 
what  is  being  done. 

(10.57.)  Mr.  T.  M.HEALY  :  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  has  refused  an  Amendment 
which  would  give  a  jury  in  all  cases, 
and  yet  he  now  accepts  an  Amendment 
enabling  cases  to  be  tried  in  omnibtis. 
This  will  enable  the  tithe  owner  to 
strike  40  heads  off  at  one  bio  w.  Now, 
let  me  ask  the  Government  this  question : 
Suppose  a  tithe  owner  has  claims  against 
50  defendants,  and,  by  bringing  them  up 
in  batches  of  five,  he  can  keep  t  hem  all 
under  the  £5  limit,  will  he  be  at  liberty 
to  have  them  disposed  of  in  10  batches, 
and  thus  prevent  any  jury  being  em- 
panelled? Now  that  the  Government 
have  accepted  this  Amendment,  the  Welsh 
Members  ought  to  insist  on  engrafting 
on  to  it  the  principle  of  trial  by  jury. 
This  is  an  Amendment  accepted  admit- 
tedly in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner. 
The  least,  then,  the  defendants  can  ask  in 
return  for  the  concession  is  that  they 
should  have  the  clefencQ  of  the  palladium, 
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that  tbe  tithe  owner  shall  only  bnngone 
suit*  that  he  ahall  not  have  Brown^  Jones, 
and  Robinson  in  one  |.rriu^88,  and  Sniitb 
and  all  tbe  rest  in  another  process.  Let 
him  elect  which  litigants  he  is  goin|if  to 
coateat.  Let  him  bring  his  cliargus 
separately  against  eacli  one,  or  let  him 
have  one  prooees.  He  should  not  be  able 
to  include  four  in  one  process,  six  in 
another,  and  one  in  another.  Tlie  in- 
terests of  men  on  one  side  of  a 
mountain  may  be  very  different 
t«j  the  interests  of  men  on  another 
side  of  the  monntain.  Why  are 
these  men  to  be  included  in  a  kind  of 
omnibus  legal  pill,  which  they  are  all  to 
8  wal  It  J  w  1  U  f  a  1 1  t  h  e  pr  i  n  c  i  p  le  ei  on  e  h  as 
ever  beard  of  this  principle  approved  of 
on  behalf  of  the  pat^^^ntee  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  the  most  extra- 
ordinary. Let  US  know  from  the 
Government  what  they  mean»  The 
very  least  you  can  give  a  litigant  is 
the  right  to  say,  **  I  shall  be  included  in 
the  one  process,  or  I  shall  not/^ 

*(1L3/)SirM.  HICKS  BEACH:  We  did 
not  anticipate  tbatiiny  objection  would  be 
raised  to  this  clause,  but  I  quitt*  agree 
that  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Committee 
that  they  should  see  tbe  cL'tuse  in  print 
before  they  assent  to  it.  Tliereforo, 
what  wo  pr<  »j>o8e  to  do  is  to  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  clause  now,  and  bring  it 
up  again  on  Report.  I  trust  that  we 
shall  bo  allowed  to  conclude  tbe  Com- 
mittee stage  to-night. 

(1 L4.)  Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON :  I  am  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  tithe  is  |iuhh*c 
pn»j>ertj,  and  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  should  be  reasonably  efficacious  in 
order  tJiattliat  public  property  should  be 
preserved.  If  you  make  the  recovery  of 
tithe  un  necessarily  tronbles(»me  and 
expensive  the  property  will  disappear. 
Many  of  the  tithe  rent-charges  are  very 
sm,all  in  amount — some  are  as  low  asBd. 
and  9d.  In  one  parish  in  Wiltshire  there 
are  573  tithe  rent-charges  not  exceeding 
20s.  each,  and  371  of  them  are  less  than 
5a»  each.  I  have  a  list  of  tithe  rent 
charges  in  another  parish,  and  srtme  of 
them  are  as  low  as  Is,  and  28.  If  in  gncb 
cases  you  are  not  to  allow  the  causes  of 
action  tcj  be  groui>ed,  you  will  make  the 
recovery  so  expensive  that  the  property 
will  be  lost  alU'gether.  It  was  with  the 
view  of  making  the  i*ecovtTy  reasonably 
efficacious  and  pnustieable  that  I  put  on 
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the  Paper  the  new  clause  which  stand^ 
ill  my  name.  The  Government  have 
substantially  accepted  that  clause, 
altliuugh  in  another  form.  My  mily 
desire  has  been  to  deal  with  this  Bill  in 
a  sensible  and  practical  way,  and  to 
make  it  a  useful  measure. 

♦(11.6.)  Mk.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  Before  the 
Amendment  is  withdrawn,  I  should  like 
to  ask  that  whatever  regulations  are 
m^ide  they  shall  he  embodied  in  the 
clause,  and  not  in  rules.  I  think  there 
would  be  the  most  strenuous  opposition 
on  the  RejKjrt  stage  if  you  allow  the 
Judges  to  make  rules  governing  the 
question,  and  so  take  away  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Committee. 

*Sni  J.  SWlNBirilNE:  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
munt  are  prepared  to  give  us  trinl  by 
jury.  On  the  Report  stage  we  shall  be 
very  limited  in  our  discussion  No  lion. 
Member  on  tin's  side  of  tht-  Honse  will 
be  able  to  speak  more  than  onee — 
[^Ironical  cheers] — and  hon.  Members 
opjirtsitt;  will  oidy  he  able  to  speak  once. 
1  am  sure  we  shall  regret  that-  We 
have  now  a  Minister  of  Agriculture, 
Cannot  he  tell  us  what  are  the  iiiten- 
tiona  of  the  Government'/  Are  they 
going  to  give  us  trial  by  jury  when  the 
tithe  is  under  £5,  or  d<*  they  intt^iid  U} 
refuse  it  absolutely  ? 

(11.8.)  Mr.  LLOYD-GKORGK:  I 
think  it  would  tend  to  shorten  the  discns- 
sion  if  the  Government  would  express 
their  intention  with  regard  to  the  cjuestion 
of  trial  by  jury.  The  Attorm-y  Generrd 
has  stilted  that  consolidation  of  actinns 
sliall  not  take  place  except  incuses  where 
the  same  issue  is  involved.  Personally, 
I  shall  oppose  the  withdi^fivval  of  the 
clause  uak^ss  a  pledge  is  given  that  re- 
course mey  be  had  to  trial  by  jury. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BFIACH:  I  hoi>e  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  divide  the  Com 
mittee  against  the  withdrawal  of  the 
clause,  which  everylK>dy  wishes  not  to 
proceed  with.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
give  any  [)ledge,  but  we  will  consider 
l)efore  the  clause  is  brought  up  t^n  Report 
w^hether  the  change  that  it  makes  in  the 
law  would  require  any  change  in  the  law 
with  reference  to  the  limit  of  £5.  I 
cannot  do  more  than  that 

(11.12.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  view 
of  the  imi>t)rt;i,neeof  tins  mutter,  I  hanlly 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  eou- 
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Bidered  suffieientlj  the  language  he  has 
just  usjd.  The  Report  stage,  of  all 
other  stagt'S,  is  the  most  unsuitable  for 
the  consideration  of  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
I  feel  the  force  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hen.  Member  for  St.  Pancras.  Viewing 
the  tithe  as  national  property,  it  is  de- 
sirable it  should  not  be  frittered  away ; 
but  litigants  have  rights  as  well  as  tithe 
owners,  and  they  are  entitled  to  know 
exactly  where  they  stand,  I  think  hon. 
Members  for  the  Principality  might  be 
content  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
give  us  the  pledge  that  if  it  is  thought 
desirable  by  any  considerable  section  of 
the  Welsh  Members  to  have  the  clause 
discussed  in  Committee,  he  will  re-com- 
mit the  Bill.  The  matter  is  so  vital  in 
the  interests  of  the  smaller  litigants 
that  I  am  sure  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  considers  the  point  he  will 
see  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  the  Welsh 
Members  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  question  in  Committee. 

The  chairman  put  the  Question, 
**  That  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn," 
and  declared  it  carried. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  On  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Lloyd- 
George)  was  on  his  legs. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  asked  if  it  wjis 
the  pleasure  of  the  Committee  that  the 
Motion  be  withdrawn.  I  declared  the 
Motion  withdrawn  bi  fore  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber rose.  [Cries  of  "  Progress  !"] 

(11.15.)  Mr.  W.  p.  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tydvil)  :  Having  regard  to  the 
importance  of  the  clause  which  stands 
in  my  name,  and  the  lateness  of  the 
hour,  and  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  seems 
to  be  rather  tired,  and  that  ^  has  not 
condescended  to  reply  to  the  argu- 
ments urged  by  Members  for  the 
Principality  in  favour  of  having  their 
cases  tried  by  jury,  I  beg  to  move  that 
you,  Sir,  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again.  The  clause  standing  in  my 
name  involves  the  question  of  whether 
or  not  men  w^ho,  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses, have  been  law-abiding  men,  are  to 
have  their  mouths  for  ever  shut,  are  not 
to  be  allowed  to  enter  their  protest 
against  payiujo:  what  they  consider  to  be 
an  unjust   infliction. 

Motion  made,  and   Question    proposed, 
"  That  the    Chairman    do   report    Pro-  .. 
Mr,  T,  M,  Healy  ^ 


gress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr. 
W,P,  .\f organ.) 

*(11.17.)  Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  We 
have  hitherto,  before  the  interposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  discussed  this  Bill  in  a 
businesslike  way,  and  in  a  way  that 
reflects  especial  credit  upon  the  Welsh 
Members,  who  naturally  take  a  great  in- 
terest in  it,  and  until  now  there  has  not 
been  the  slightest  trace  in  the  Debate  of 
anything  that  could  be  fairly  called 
obstruction.  I  am  therefore  utterly 
astonished  at  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  report  Progress 
at  20  minutes  past  11  o'clock, 
when  there  is  ample  time  for  the 
Amendment  which  stands  upon  the 
Paper  in  the  hon  Member's  name  to  be 
fully  discussed.  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress. 

(11. i8.)SiRWvHARC0URT:  lam  sorry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  the 
invidious  word  *'  obstruction."  Hon. 
Members  have  arrived  at  a  time  when 
I  believe  they  do  not  desire  to  discuss 
the  Bill.  I  never  recollect  any  measure 
being  more  modestly  discussed  than  this 
Bill  has  been,  and  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
shout  *' obstruction,"  shows  what  little 
foundation  there  is  for  the  charges  of 
obstruction  which  are  made  from  the 
Government  Benches.  I  hope,  however, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress.  I  cannot  altogether 
acquit  the  Government  of  imprudence  in 
having  accepted  at  the  end  of  the  dis- 
cussions on  this  Bill,  an  Amendment 
embodying  a  new  principle.  It  is  in  my 
opinion  a  most  mischievous  proposal,  and 
is  certain  to  raise  a  very  strong  degree 
of  opposition.  Even  though  the  hon. 
Gentleman  agreed  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  he  cannot  be  surprised  that 
it  was  followed  by  the  most  vehement 
protests;  protests  which  were  in  my 
opinion  absolutely  needed  in  view 
of  the  mysterious  character  of  the 
proposal.  You  might  just  as  well  intro- 
duce a  proposal  that  a  tradesman  should 
collect  all  his  bills.  [Cries  of  "  Order  !"] 
I  am  doing  what  1  can  to  help  gentle- 
men opposite. 

*(1 1.21.)  Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  :  I  rise 
to  order.  Sir.  I  submit  that  it  is  out  of 
order,  on  a  Motion  to'report  Progress,  for 
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a  gentleman,  whether  hon.  or  right  hon., 
to  discuss  an  Amendment  which  has 
been  withdrawn. 

The  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemdn  was  out  of  order. 

Sir  \V.  HARCOURT:  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  appears  that  the  best  thing 
I  can  do  is  to  vote  for  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress. 

(11.22.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  am 
very  sorry  that  gentlemen  opposite 
thought  it  in  good  taste  to  drag  in  my 
name  as  an  Irishman,  and  to  wave  it  as 
a  kind  of  red  rag  before  John  Bull.  My 
intervention  in  the  Debate  occupied,  I 
suppose,  10  or  11  minutes,  and  really  I 
hardly  think,  considering  the  importance 
of  the  question,  and  the  anxiety  that  pre- 
vailed on  this  side,  it  was  an  unfair  in- 
tervention on  my  part.  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach)  that  I  am  as  anxious  as  anybody 
that  he  should  get  this  Bill  through  to- 
night, because  an  arrangement  in  which 
I  am  interested  will  be  dislocated  if  any 
other  course  is  followed.  I  think  it  was 
unfair  to  say  that,  because  I  interfered 
with  reference  to  the  Bill,  obstruction 
must  prevail — in  other  words,  that  the 
Irish  Members,  who  are  dragged  here  by 
the  supremacy  of  this  House,  are  to  be 
subjected  to  a  new  kind  of  disability.  It 
seems  that  we  are  not  to  take  part  in  any 
but  Irish  discussions  without  being 
charged  with  obstruction.  This  comes 
from  the  leader  of  a  Party  which  cham- 
pions the  beautiful  principle  of  a  united 
Parliament.  I  will  not,  however,  take 
advantage  of  the  unhappy  plight  into 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  obser- 
vations have  put  him,  to  retaliate  upon 
him.  I  think  it  was  a  mistake  on 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  part  to 
treat  the  Welsh  Members  with  con- 
tempt on  the  jury  question,  and  to  refuse 
to  give  expression  to  a  single  opinion  in 
answer  to  their  appeals.  His  true  course 
would  have  been  to  say  he  was  unable  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  go  on  with  the  next  business, 
inasmuch  as  an  understanding  had  been 
come  to  that  we  should  finish  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to-night. 

*(11.25.)  Mr.  W.  P.  MORGAN:  I 
am  willing  to  withdraw  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  if  I  can  get  from  the 
Attorney  General  an  assurance  that  im- 
prisonment will  not  be  inflicted  except 


for  personal  violence,  and  in  that  case  I 
will  not  move  my  clause.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  probably  agree  with  me, 
that  we  have  already  had  enough  of 
legal  argument  on  this  Bill. 

*(1 1.26.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  can  give 
no  further  assurance  than  I  have  given 
already,  that  the  officers  who  executed  a 
process  under  this  Act  will  be  protected 
in  the  same  way  as  an  officer  executing 
any  other  order  of  the  Court.  There 
ought  to  be  no  distinction  whatever 
between^ 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  As  it  seems 
now  in  order  to  discuss  on  this  Motion  a 
future  Amendment,  I  will  now  proceed 
to  discuss  it. 

(11.27.)  ThbCHA^IRMAN:  A  question 
was  asked  and  an  answer  was  given. 
There  could  not  be  a  discussion  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Rules  which  prevent  discus- 
sions on  the  question  of  reporting 
Progress. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Then  I  would 
observe  that  the  answer  of  the  Attorney 
General  is  not  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
strongly  advise  him  to  take  no  course  on 
his  Amendment  founded  upon  that 
answer,  because  certainly  the  existing 
law  will  enable  imprisonment  to  be  given 
in  some  cases,  which  will  go  far  beyond 
the  provisions  of  the  existing  law. 
*Mr.  W.  p.  morgan  :  I  shall  divide 
the  Committee  upon  my  Motion. 

(11.28.)  The  Committee  divided:— 
Ayes  112;  Noes  163.— (Div.  List, 
No.  32). 

*(11.40.)  Mr.  W.  p.  MORGAN:  I  beg 
to  move  the  following  clause : — 

"  Provided  always,  that  notwithBtanding 
anything  in  this  Act  or  in  the  County  Courts 
Act,  1888,  contained,  no  person  shall  be  liable 
to  any  penalty  or  punishment,  unless  such  per- 
son shall  actually  obstruct  or  assault  the 
bailiff  or  receiver  of  the  County  Court,  or  his 
or  their  assistants,  or  other  officers  of  the  Court, 
in  the  execution  oif  his  or  their  duty,  or  unless 
a  rescue  of  property,  previously  legally  seized, 
shall  be  actually  made." 

I  regret  very  much  that  there  should 
have  been  for  a  moment  a  suggestion 
that  I  was  desirous  of  obstructing  the 
House  or  its  business.  I  have  never  yet 
attempted  to  do  anything  of  the  sort. 
This  Amendment  has  been  on  the  Paper 
for  something  like  a  week,  and  I  have 
been  in  my  place  day  by  day  watching 
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for  an  opportunity  of  moving  it.  I 
think  I  was  justified  in  assuming  that 
at  this  hour  of  the  evening  there  was 
not  sufficient  time  for  properly  discuss- 
ing a  proposal  on  so  important  a  subject. 
If  this  clause  be  not  inserted  we  shall 
have  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a 
Coercion  Act  in  Wales  as  well  as  in  Ire- 
land. A  man  will  not  be  allowed  to 
knock  at  the  door  of  a  bum-baili£E  or 
to  crack  a  joke  with  an  officer  of  the 
Court  without  rendering  himself  liable 
to  be  brought  before  the  Court  for  con- 
tempt. A  man  will  not  be  able  to 
speak  to  an  officer  of  the  Court  of  some 
injustice  that  has  been  inflicted  upon 
him.  Indeed,  he  will  have  to  do  what  the 
people  of  Ireland  now  have  to  do,  that 
is,  to  say  nothing  at  all,  unless  he  is  to 
come  within  the  meshes  of  the  law.  We 
have  had  sufficient  instances  in  Ireland  of 
the  operation  of  such  a  law  as  this,  to 
justify  the  insertion  of  such  a  clause  in 
a  Bill  which  deals  with  a  subject  that 
in  some  respect  excites  considerable 
ill-feeling  in  the  Principality,  and  I 
think  the  Committee  would  not  be 
doing  its  duty  if  it  did  not  insert  in 
the  Bill  some  clause  which  would  have 
for  its  object  the  protection  of  those  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  who  have  re- 
course to  protests  at  a  sale  or  a 
seizure,  or  who  wish  to  hold 
meetings  so  as  to  bring  before 
the  public  the  grievances  from  which 
they  suffer.  I  would  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  to  consider  this  matter. 
I  am  sure  he  does  not  wish  to 
inflict  on  the  people  of  Wales  any 
particular  restrictions  in  their  pro- 
tests and  in  their  endeavours  to  obtain 
redress  of  the  grievances  under  which 
they  consider  they  are  suffering. 

New  Clause  (No  person  shall  be 
punished  except  for  obstruction  or 
assault,)  —  {Mr.  W.  P.  Morgan^') — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

•(11.43.)  Sib  R.  WEBSTER  :  This  is 
not  the  fiirst  time  I  have  had  to  deal 
with  this  question,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  think  I  am  guilty  of 
any  want  of  courtesy  if  I  make  a  brief 
reply  to  his  remarks.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  that  no  man  shall  be 
Mr.  W.  P.  Morga/n 


punished  unless  he  is  actually  engaged 
in  an  assault  or  obstruction.  A  man  of 
influence  may  stand  by  and  incite  per- 
sons to  obstruction  or  to  assault  without 
himself  actually  indulging  in  violence. 
Then  he  proposes  that,  unless  there  is 
an  absolute  loss  of  property,  there  shall 
be  no  offence — that  is  to  say,  that 
attempts  at  rescue  shall  not  be  punished. 
A  bailiff  may  in  a  scuffle  lose  his  watch, 
and  yet  under  the  hon.  Member's  clause 
it  would  not  be  possible  to  prosecute 
those  whose  conduct  produced  the 
scuffle. 

•Mr.  W.  p.  MORGAN:  Does  the 
learned  Attorney  General  mean  to  tell 
this  House  that  this  clause  would  do 
away  with  the  Larceny  Act,  and  that  the 
bailiff  could  not  prosecute  a  man  for 
stealing  his  watch  ? 

•Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  K  in  the  course 
of  the  scuffle  the  bailiff's  watch  hap- 
pened to  disappear,  and  it  could  not  be 
proved  who  was  the  actual  thief,  nobody 
could  under  this  clause  be  punished. 

•Mb.  W.  p.  morgan  :  I  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
he,  with  his  superior  knowledge  and 
experience  in  these  matters,  should  frame 
a  clause  which  will  carry  out  the  object 
which  he  says  the  Government  have  in 
view,  namely,  to  punish  persons  who 
actually  commit  assaults  or  incite  others 
to  commit  assaults.  I  am  desirous  of 
protecting  a  man  who  says,  "Throe 
cheers  for  Gladstone  " — words  which, 
in  the  minds  of  some  persons,  might  be 
regarded  as  inciting  people  to  rebellion. 
If  the  Welsh  people,  who  have  hitherto 
been  regarded  as  a  law-abiding  people, 
are  to  be  prevented  from  holding  their 
meetings  and  making  their  protests,  the 
Government  and  the  Attorney  General 
must  take  the  responsibility.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  maintain 
law  and  order,  and  if  they  persist  in 
passing  legislation  which  will  have  an 
opposite  tendency,  they  must  take  the 
consequences 

•(11.47.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  hon.  Member  used  some  words 
which  appeared  to  me  to  imply  his  own 
admission  that  the  clause  was  open  to 
the  objection'  urged  against  it  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  that  it 
would  be  fair  on  his  part  to  accept  some 
alterations.  I  think  it  would  be  difficult 
to  frame  a  clause  which  would  carry  out 
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the  TiewB  of  the  hon.  Member^  and  I 
wcmid  appeal  to  him  not  to  press  hie 
clanse  now.  If  the  lion.  Member^  or  any 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  can  frame  a 
clauBe  which  will  not  be  open  to  the 
reasonable  objections  whicih  have  been 
urged,  and  bring  it  forward  on  Report, 
we  will  do  our  beat  to  meet  them,  but 
we  cannot  consent  to  put  the  officer  of 
the  Court  in  a  worse  position  in  theae 
cases  than  he  is  in  othttr  cases.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  are  extremely  anxiona  to 
make  it  clear  thtit  we  do  not  want  tf>  place 
people  in  theae  circumstances  in  a  worse 
position  than  in  any  other  caaes.  I  do 
not  think  srentlemen  opposite  will  loae 
anything"  by  taking  the  course  I  suggest, 
especially  in^view  of  the  important  Debate 
that  is  auticiimted. 

*(1L49.)  Mr.  S.  T.  EVANS  :  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  join  in  anything  in  the 
nature  of  obstruction.  But  may  I  make 
an  appeal  to  the  best  instincts  of  gen- 
tlemen opposite  1  Ton  are  anxious  to 
keep  up  the  Establishment  of  the  Church, 
and  also  anxious  that  the  Church  should  be 
brought  nearer  to  the  people  than  in  the 
pafit.  If  you  b:ive  imprisonment  except 
in  cases  of  personal  violence,  there  will  be 
no  sympathy  felt  among  the  people, 
exc-ept  for  the  man  imprisoned.  If 
you  imprison  a  man  for  making  a  con- 
scientious protest,  the  first  case  of  the 
kind  will  shake  the  Establishment  to  its 
very  foundations.  I  would  therefore 
appeal  to  gentlemen  ojjposite — altbouE^h, 
of  course,  we  must  fi^i-ht  on  the  Report 
stage- — to  restrict  imprisonment,  as  far 
as  their  own  proposals  are  concerned,  to 
cases  of  personal  violence,  and  personal 
violence  alone. 

•(1L50.)  Sra  J.  SWINBURNE :  I 
have  no  confidence  in  leaving  matters 
over  to  the  Report  stage.  The  die- 
cusaion  on  Report  is  confined  to  the 
narrowest  limits,  and  I  would  certainly 
advise  my  hon.  Friends  below  the  Gang* 
way  not  to  agree  to  anything  of  this  sort 
depending  upon  the  Report. 

♦(]  L52.)  MR.a OSBORNE  MORGAN  : 
I  would  point  out  that  the  clause  is  a 
very  fair  clause,  even  as  the  Bill  is  framed. 
It  is,  of  course,  absurd  to  say  that  if  a 
man  picked  a  pocket  he  cannot  be  im- 
prisoned under  the  present  law,  I 
would  point  out  to  the  Government  that 
we  all  atjreed  that  the  power  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  should  be  restricted 
to  cases  of  violenoe. 


(1L54.;  Mb.  CONYBEAEB  (Com- 
wall,  Camborne) :  I  want  to  ask  the 
Government  whether,  in  order  to  en- 
lighten us  on  this  point,  they  t:ualdgive 
US  an  assuraiici^  to  tlie  eflEect  thiit  a  mere 
exclamation,  or  a  mere  expres^i^ni  of 
opinion,  on  the  part  of  persons  who  feel 
themselves  to  be  the  victims  of  injustice 
shall  not  be  a  reason  for  imprisonment! 
I  would  remind  the  Committee  that  I 
was  imprisoned  in  Ireland  for  sajnng 
simply,  "Three  cheers  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  !  '* 

♦(1L55.)  Sm  R.  WEBSTER:  No  one 
could  p^jssibly  bo  imprisoned  under  this 
Bill  for  a  mere  exclamation  or  cry.  If 
bon.  Members  will  only  look  at  the 
words  of  Clause  48  of  the  Act  of  1868 
they  will  see  what  it  is  we  propose. 

Mr.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS:  I  would, 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  below  me  to^ 
withdraw  the  clause  now.  Tliere  was  a 
sort  of  understanding  that  we  shoald 
finrsh  to-night,  and  in  my  view  my  hon, 
Friend's  proposal  does  not  carry  the  law 
a  bit  further  than  it  is  laid  down  in  the 
County  Courte  Act  of  1868, 

*(1L56.)  Mr.  S,  T.  EVANS:  Is  the 
Attorney  General  willing  to  confine 
cases  of  imprisonment  to  this  one 
Section  48  ? 

*SrB  R.  WEBSTER:  lam  not  aware 
that  I  ever  suid  I  desired  to  avail  myself 
of  any  other  section.  There  is  no  other 
section  applicable,  I  have  never  sug- 
gested by  one  word  that  there  should  be 
any  habihty  except  under  this  section, 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

♦(1L57.)  Mr,  SYDNEY  GEDGE :  I 
do  not  know  whether  jxij  right  hon. 
Friend  will  accept  the  clause  which 
stands  in  my  name 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  really 
must  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 

*Mr,  SYDNEY  GEDGE  :  I  have  not 
sat  down  yet. 

♦Sin  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  You  can 
move  it  on  Thursday. 

♦Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  I  cannot  be 
here  on  Thursday. 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  Some  one 
else  can  do  it  for  you. 

*Mb,  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  Not  on  Re- 
|>ort.  The  clause  is  very  important.  It 
ia  as  follows  : — 
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"  No  tax  nop  rate  which  shall  be  levied  upon 
OP  be  payable  in  reapect  of  any  tithe  rent- 
charge  shall  become  due  until  the  person 
entitled  to  the  same  tithe  rent-charge  has 
peceived  at  least  one-fourth  part  thereof.** 

I  would  point  out  that  all  onher  classes 
who  have  to  pay  the  rates  are  in  occupa 
tion  of  the  premises  on  which  the  rates 
are  charged.  The  clause  would  remove 
a  very  gross  injustice.  [The  remaining 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
inaudible,  owing  to  cries  of  "  Divide  ! " 
and  "Agreed!"] 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

•(12.1.)   Sib    M.  HICKS    BEACH:  I 
wish  to  express  my  great  obligations  to 


hon.  Members  opposite  for  the  anxiety 
they  have  shown  to  get  through  the 
Committee  stage  to-night,  and  I  regret 
that  they  were  not  seconded  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me.  Believing 
that  the  House  is  practically  unanimous 
in  the  desire  to  get  it  through,  I  will  put 
down  the  Bill  again  for  to-morrow,  witl' 
the  Amendments  for  the  Report  stage, 
in  order  that  they  may  appear  on  the 
Paper  on  Wednesday  morning. 

Committee   report  Progress,    to    sit 
again  to-morrow. 
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(12.10.)  Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Long- 
ford,  N.):  Between  now  and  Report 
would  the  hon.  Member  who  has  the 
Bill  in  charge  consider  the  question  of 
limiting  it  to  Lough  Neagh  ?  It  would 
be  undesirable  that  the  police  should 
have  these  powers  over  every  river  and 
lake  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  fact,  I  believe, 
that  the  pollen  is  confined  to  this  one 
particular  district  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) : 
I  have  no  objection  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member;  bat  I  should  think 
such  a  provision  unnecessary,  as  pollen 
is  only  fished  in  this  one  lake,  though  I 
believe  it  is  to  be  found  in  one  )r  two 
other  places. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  seems  to  me 
undesirable  to  give  policemen  power  to 
go  rampaging  all  over  the  country  on 
the  pretence  that  they  are  looking  for 
pollen.  Will  the  hon.  Member  consider 
the  matter  before  the  Report  ? 
*The  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  :  I  will  consider  the  question  of 
limiting  the  oi)eration  of  the  Bill  before 
the  Report  stage. 

Bill  reported,  as  amended  ;  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 


INDIiLN  COUNCILS  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 

MENT  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  171.) 

SECOND  RSADIVO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.3.)  MR.BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S. ):  As 
great  interest  is  taken  in  this  Bill,  and 
it  is  desired  to  have  a  proper  Debate  on 
it,  might  I  ask  the  Government  if  they 
would  put  it  down  as  a  first  Order  for 
some  night,  and  to  let  us  know  when  it 
will  come  on  ? 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  I  will  consider  the  hon. 
Member's  recommendation,  and  see  how 
far  it  is  possible  to  meet  it. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thurs- 
day. 

POLLEN    FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  91.) 

COMMIITKE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Mr,  Sydney  Gedge 


DRAINAGE    AND     IMPROVEMENT     OK 
LAND  (IRELAND)  BlLL.-(No.  66.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  I. 

Committee   report    Progress ;    to    sit 
again  upon  Monday,  16th  February. 


KITCHEN  AND  REFRESHMENT  ROOMS 
(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS). 

Ordered.  That  a  Select  C'ommittee  be  ap- 
pointed to  cobtrol  the  arrangements  for  the 
Kitchen  and  Refreshmnnt  Rooms,  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending 
this  House. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of :  —  Mr.  H.  Anstruther,  Mr.  Broodhurst, 
Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Flower, 
General  Goldsworthy,  Colonel  Hamilton,  Mr. 
Herbert,  Mr.  Lafoue,  Mr.  Cowley  Lambert, 
Viscount  Lewisham,  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr. 
William  M*Arthur,  Mr.  John  O'Connor  and 
Mr.  Richard  Power. 

Ordered,  That  five  be  the  quomm. — (Mr, 
Herbert,) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelre  o^docJ^. 
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The  Lord  Fitzhardinge — Took  the 
Oath. 

STANDING  ORDERS  RELATING  TO 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadogan)  :  My  Lords,  the  Committee 
which  the  House  appointed  a  few  days 
ago  to  examine  into  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House  which  relate  to  Standing 
Committees,  have  considered  the  sub- 
ject, and  have  embodied  their  conclu- 
sions in  a  Report  which  I  now  have  the 
honour  to  lay  upon  the  Table.  That 
Report  will  be  circulated,  and  in  it  will 
be  found  the  full  text  of  the  new 
Standing  Orders,  which  the  Committee 
recommend  should  be  adopted  by  your 
Lordships.  I  think  it  will  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  a  week 
should  be  given  in  order  to  consider 
these  proposals,  and  I  therefore  beg  to 
give  notice  that  this  day  week  I  shall 
move  the  adoption  of  the  new  Standing 
Orders  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee. 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
i&nd  appendix)  made,  and  to  1^  printed ; 
and  to  be  taken  into  consideration  on 
Tuesday  next.     (No.  26.) 

FACTOET  AND   WORKSHOPS   BILL  [h.L.]. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  factories 
and  workshops— Was  presented  hy  the  Lord 
Kenry  {E.  Dunravtn  and  Mount-Earl) ;  read 
1*  ;  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  27.) 

PRESENTATION  TO  BENEFICES 

BILL  [h.L.].— (No.  6.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD:  I 
l^eg  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a 
Second  Reading  to  this  Bill  It  passed 
through  your  Lordships'  House  last 
year,  and  is  now  presented  precisely  in 
the  form  in  which  it  then  obtained  your 
approval     I  therefore  think  it  quite  un- 

VOL.  CGCXLIX.     [thibd  ssbies.] 


necessary    to    make    any    observations 
about  the  intent  or  purposes  of  the  Bill. 


Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Friday  next. 


LICHFIELD    CATHEDRAL   BILL 

[H.L.]— (No.  6.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  read,  and  discharged ;  and  Bill 
referred  to  the  Examiners. 

TRAMWAYS  ORDER  IN  COUNCIL 
(IRELAND)    (ATHENRY    AND    TUAM 
RAILWAY)  BILL.— (No.  19.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

before  Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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CARGOES   ON  SUNDAYS    IN    FOREIGN. 

PORTS. 

Address  for — 

<'  Return  of  the  Regulations  in  force  as  to 
the  working  of  Cargoes  on  Sundays  in  the 
principal  Foreign  JPorts  and  Harbours  of 
Europe  and  America."— (ai<fmira/  Field,) 

ROYAL  NATIONAL  LIFEBOAT  INSTI- 
TUTION. 

Return  ordered — 

'*0f  Copies  of  Correspondence  which  has 
passed  between  the  Royal  National  Lifeboat 
Institution,  the  Trinity  House,  and  the  Board 
of  Trade,  respecting  the  suggested  removal  of 
wrecks  off  Falling  and  other  places  in  that 
vicinity  on  the  coast  of  Norfolk,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  *The  Removal  of  Wrecks  Act, 
1877,  Amendment  Act,  1889.'  '*—{Sir  Edward 
Birkbtek.) 

EAST  INDIA  (FACTORIES). 

Address  for — 

'*  Copy  of  Report  of  the  recent  Commission 
on  Indian  Factories."— (A'r  William  SouUh^ 
worth) 
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CORN  AVERAGES. 

Copy  ordered — 

**0l  Statistical  Tables  of  Corn  Prices  for  the 
year  1890,  with  Comparative  Tables  for  pre- 
vious years,  and  Memorandum." — [Sir  M.  Eickt 
Btaeh.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  71.] 

COLOHiSATION. 

Ordered — 

**  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before 
the  Select  Committees  on  Colonisation  in  Ses- 
sions 1889  and  1890;  the  Report  on  the  Condi- 
tion of  the  Highlands  in  1861,  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Game  Laws  in  Session 
1873,  the  Report  of  the  Rojral  Commission  on 
Crofters  and  Cottars  in  1883,  the  Report  on 
the  Cbttars  in  the  Lews  in  1888,  and  the 
Report  of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands 
Commission  in  1890,  be  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Colonisation."— (^I'r  JtuMt  Ftr* 
futton.) 

QUESTIONS. 


COLONEL'S  ALLOWANCES  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  king  (Hull,  Central)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether,  in  view  of  the  continued 
loss  which  is  being  inflicted  on  Colonels 
in  receipt  of  Coloners  allowances  who 
have  elected  to  reside  in  India,  by  pay- 
ing them  their  allowances  on  retire- 
ment, of  £1,124  5s.  per  annnm,  in  mpees 
at  a  rate  of  2s.  |d.  per  mpee,  whereas 
the  current  rate  of  exchange  has  for 
some  years  ranged  below  2s.,  and  lately 
below  Is.  6d.,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
all  Colonels  similarly  situated  who 
reside  in  any  other  parts  of  the  world 
are  permitted  to  dr&w  the  full  amount 
of  £1,124  5s.  in  England  in  sterling, 
the  Secretary  of  State  will  re-consider 
previous  rulings  on  the  subject,  and 
take  steps  to  remedy  the  grievance ; 
and  whether  the  loss  now  amounts 
practically  to  a  fine  of  about  5,000 
rupees  per  annum  on  a  retired  officer  for 
electing  to  reside  in  India  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chat- 
ham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  in  Council 
has  recently  decided  that  an  officer, 
entitled  to  draw  "  Coloners  allowances  " 
together  with  English  pay,  may,  wher- 
ever he  resides,  draw  the  amount  of 
£660  12s.  5d.  together  with  his  English 
pay  from  the  Home  Treasury  in  London, 
either  personally  or  by  agent. 


INDIAN    COUNCILS   (No.    2)    BILL. 

Mr.  WALTER  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  undertake 
that  the  Indian  Councils  (No.  2)  Bill 
shall  be  taken  as  a  first  Order  of  the 
Day,  after  due  notice,  when  it  is  dis- 
cussed ;  and  if  he  can  state  when  .it  will 
come  on  ? 

*TflE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,. 
Westminster)  :  1  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  I  am  not  in  a 
position  at  present  to  possess  the  infor- 
mation which  would  enable  me  to  answer 
the  question. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he 
will  undertake  to  bring  it  on  as  the  first 
Order,  and  that  he  will  give  some  sub- 
stantial notice  as  to  when  it  may  be  ex- 
pected to  come  on  ? 
•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  c»n  only  say 
that  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business  it 
is  very  difficult  to  say  when  any  par- 
ticular measure  may  be  expected  to  be 
brought  on. 

MIDDLESEX  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
with  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
privileges  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace 
for  the  County  of  Middlesex,  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  ''The  Local  Government 
Act,  1888,"  were  specially  reserved  by 
that  statute,  whether  any  disability  ta 
act  attends  them  if  their  residence  ceases 
to  be  within  the  present  county  area  of 
Middlesex,  but  continues  in  that  of  the 
new  County  of  London  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  thk 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.) :  The  answer  to  the 
first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  As 
to  the  second,  Justices  of  Middlesex  who 
reside  in  the  County  of  London  will 
have  in  Middlesex  jurisdiction  to  act  in 
all  cases  in  which  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Ac'^s  enable  a  gentleman  who  is  a 
Justice  for  two  adjoining  counties  to  act 
in  one,  although  he  resides  in  the  other. 

REFORMATORY  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOOLS. 
Mb.   HOWARD   VINCENT:   I  be^ 
to  ask   the   Secretary  of  State  for  the 
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Home  Department  if  he  proposes  to  re- 
introduce and  preS8  forward  the  Bills 
dealing  with  reformatorj'  aud  industrial 
schoola»  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  great  majority  of  Managing  Au- 
thorities ;  and,  iu  the  contrary  case,  if, 
having  regard  to  the  considerable  pro- 
portion of  the  inmates  of  such  institu- 
tions whose  parents  have  forfeited  all 
moral  right  to  further  control  over  them, 
and  least  of  all  to  profit  by  their  educa- 
tion and  maintenance  from  public  funds, 
he  will  re -introduce  in  a  short  Bill  the 
clatises  empowering  the  managers  to 
provide  for  we  1  Icon  due  ted  boys,  with 
their  consent,  as  if  they  were  their 
parenta  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  Managing 
Authorities  were  the  most  energetic 
opponents  of  the  Bills  dealing  with  the 
reformatory  and  industrial  schools,  and 
the  chief  cause  of  their  withdrawaL  I 
think  it  is  doubtful  whether  time  can 
be  found  for  discussing  them  this  year. 
If  they  are  introduced  tUey  will  contain 
provisions  for  the  ultimate  disposal  of 
children^  and  for  i*etaining  control  over 
them  after  their  discharge.  But  I  would 
remind  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  existing 
practice  of  the  Home  OtEce,  founded 
upon  Section  28  of  the  Act  of  1866,  goes 
nearly  as  far  in  the  direction  of  clothing 
managers  with  parental  functions  as 
Parliament  is  likely  to  allow,  and  it 
would  not  be  worth  while  to  introduce  a 
Bill  dealing  with  this  specific  subject 
apart  from  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bills. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY. 
Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan 
eel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  decision 
in  the  case  of  Weguellin  v.  Wayall,  14 
Queen's  Bench  Divij^ion,  %Z%^  restricting 
the  exemption  of  business  premises  from 
Inhabited  House  Duty  to  cases  where 
only  one  caretaker  is  kept,  irrespective 
nf  the  Rz:s  of  the  premises,  aud  that  this 
decision  prevents  bankers  and  others 
who  have  a  watchman  from  employing 
H  caretaker  unless  they  pay  the  duty  on 
the  entire  premises,  thus  injuriously 
affecting  porters  and  messengers  who, 
but  for  this  restriction,  would  bo  em* 
ployed  a!so  as  caretakers  iu  largo  build- 
ings  in  the  City  of  London  ;  and  whether 
the    Government    will    take    steps    to 


remedy  this  grievance,  either  by  exempt* 
iug  business  premises  entire lyi  or  by 
making  the  duty  payable  only  on  the 
value  of  such  part  of  the  premises  as 
may  be  occupied  by  the  caretakers  1 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN\  St.  George's,  Han* 
over  Square) :  In  the  case  referred  to,  the 
Court  decided  that  business  premises 
in  charge  of  a  caretaker  who  has  dwel- 
ling with  her  a  son — -in  independent  em» 
ployment— a  daughter,  and  a  servant 
were  not  within  the  exemption  in  favour 
of  such  premises  dwelt  in  by  a  caretaker 
of  the  nature  of  a  menial  servant.  But 
in  practice  no  objection  is  raised  by  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  in  cases  where 
the  Local  Comniissioners  ^i\e  relief  where 
two  caretakers  are  employed »  provided 
they  are  both  menial  servants,  nor  in 
ca.ses  where  the  caretaker  has  residing 
with  him  members  of  his  family  who 
are  dependent  on  him  for  protection  and 
support.  No  legislation  is  necessarj^ 
on  the  subject. 

THE  TOWER  OF  LONDON  WHARF. 

Mb,  MONTAGU  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  he  would 
state  the  nnmber  of  barges  moored  at 
the  Tower  of  London  Whai'f  during 
1890,  aud  the  number  of  barges  s(j 
moored  on  the  Saturdays  of  ihat  year; 
and  if  he  will  state  the  result  of  the 
inquiries  he  promised  tomake»  with  the 
view  of  admitting  the  public  to  the 
riverside  promenade  on  Saturdays  and 
Sundays  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Brodrick, 
Surrey,  Guildford):  There  were  42 
barges  moored  at  the  Tower  Wharf 
during  1890,  and  of  these  a  barge  was 
moored  alongside  on  three  separate 
Saturdays.  As  regards  the  second 
question,  jjerhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
kindly  repeat  it  in  two  or  three  weeka 
time. 

GOLD  COINAGE  BILL, 
Mb.   MONTAGU :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer   when  ho 
intends  to  introduce  the  Gold  Coinage 
Bill? 

Mr,   GOSCHEN:    I  will   answer  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  in  about  a 
week's  time. 
3  S  2 
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THE  ROUND  TOWER  OF  ABERNETHY. 

Sir  JOHN  KIXLOCH  (Perth,  E,)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether 
he  can  give  the  House  any  information 
aa  to  whether  the  historic  Round  Tower 
of  Abernethy  is  ono  of  tlie  monuments 
which  have  come  under  the  control  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Works  under 
'^The  Ancient  Monnmenta  Protection 
Act,  1882,"  and  in  whom  the  estate  in 
the  Bame  is  vested  ;  and  who  hoa  the 
right  of  access  to,  and  control  of,  the 
same,  whether  the  heritors,  the  parish 
minister,  or  other  individual  ? 

♦TriE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr  J.  P. 
B.  Roberison)  :  The  Tower  of  Abernethy 
is  not  one  of  the  monuments  coming  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  referred  to. 
I  am  informed  that  it  belongs  to  the 
Earl  of  Home,  and  kept  in  preservation 
by  him,  and  the  privileges  of  access  to 
the  Town  Council  or  parish  officer  which 
now  exist  are  granted  by  him, 

PENSIONS— MR,  THQKAS  CABMAN* 
Mb,  J,  W,  SIDEBOTHAM  (Cheshire, 
Hyde) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  has  yet  ob- 
tained an  opinion  fi^m  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
pension  award  which  has  been  made  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Thomas  Cad  man,  late 
Hor  Majesty's  Inspector  of  Mines  fur 
the  South  Western  District ;  and,  if  so, 
what  that  opinion  is  1 
'  The  SECRETARY  to  the  TRP]A^ 
StJRY  (Mr,  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  Yes. 
Sir,  as  I  promised  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
obtained  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
award  ;  and  their  opinion,  dated  Septem- 
ber 9,  was  to  the  effect  that  the  decision 
of  the  Treasury  is  within  their  legal 
powers,  and  cannot  be  questioned  by  the 
Courts  of  Law. 

QUEEN  ANNE*S  BOUNTr, 
Mr.  SEALE  HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  :  I  beg  to  B^k  the  Secretory  to 
the  Treasury^  in  reference  to  the  last 
account  of  the  Governors  of  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  presented  to  Parliament, 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  ground  rents 
on  which  capital  sum  of  X285,9 16  5s.  6d. 
has  been  invested ;  whether  they 
are  terminable  improved  ground  rents, 
or  ground  rents  including  the  reversions, 
aud  where  these  properties  are  situated  ; 


and  whether,  in  future  annual  accounts 
to  be  presented  to  Parliament,  the  same 
detailed  information  as  to  the  nature  and 
situation  of  these  properties  will  be  given 
by  the  Governors  as  is  given  in  respect 
of  their  other  Stocks,  funds,  securities 
and  railway  investments  ? 

, Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  able,  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  Secretary  of  Queen 
Anne^s  Bounty,  to  give  the  information* 
The  ground  rents  referred  to  ara 
freehold  ground  rents*  including  the 
reversion.  They  are  chiefly  in  London ; 
others  are  being  purcliased.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  write  as  to  any  improvement 
that  he  thinks  can  be  effected  in  tht^ 
annual  Return,  the  suggestion  will 
receive  careful  consideration* 

NAVAL  ARMAMENTS   VOTE. 

Mr,  duff  (Banffshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
paragraph  IG  of  the  Fourth  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
recording  their  opinion 

"That  tho  present  tnodo  of  administering 
the  Naval  Armamenti  Vote  is  not  consistent 
with  tho  proviaioQB  of  the  £xchequer  and 
Audit  Act  ;'* 

to  the  further  fact  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eichef|uer  gave  an  assnranre  to  the 
suid  Committee  (paragraph  14)  that  the 
irregularity  complained  of  would  be 
dealt  with  by  an  Inter- Departmental 
Committee,  presided  over  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  ;  and  whether  the 
Committee  referred  to  have  issued  their 
Report ;  and,  if  so,  whether'  there  is 
any  objection  to  lay  the  whoke  Report, 
or  at  any  rate  that  portion  of  i\fe  dealing 
with  the  subject  referred  to,  lipon  the 
Table  of  the  House  1  \ 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  or  theJaDMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G,  HAMri/roN,  MJWdleaez, 
Ealing)  :  The  Committee  have  Reported, 
and  the  War  Office  and  Admiranty  have 
taken  such  joint  action  aa  will  enable 
the  Admiralty  to  take  charge,  cj»n  April 
1  of  this  year,  of  all  Naval  Owdnance 
Votes,  The  Committee's  Reix>rt\  deals 
with  both  tho  quantity  as  well 
character  of  the  stores  to  be  transfe 
and  it  would  not  be  advisable  to 
it  public. 

WALL   MAUSH,    SIIEERNESS 
Mr.    HERBERT     KNATCHBULL^ 
HUGESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg 
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to  ask  fche  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
if  he  can  explain  wby»  on  the  28th  day 
of  January  laat^  the  public  were  excluded^ 
by  order  of  tbe  War  Department  authori- 
ties at  8heerness,  from  a  football  match 
played  in  Wall  Marsh ,  Sheemess,  al- 
though the  said  marsh  has  been  open  to 
the  pubh'c  for  many  years  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  must  ask  my 
hon.  Friend  kindly  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion for  a  day  or  two,  as  we  have  not  yet 
received  the  information  that  will  enable 
na  to  answer  it, 

THE  SAYINGS  BANK  DEPARTMENT. 
Me.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
K.) :  I  beg-  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  received  a  Petition 
from  the  male  sorters  of  tbe  Savings 
Bank  Department  in  November,  1889  ; 
whether  hia  attention  was  again  drawn 
to  the  Petition  when  he  received  a 
deputation  from  the  London  sorting  force 
in  June,  1890^  and  that  he  then  promised 
fo  make  inquiries  and  to  give  hia  decision 
with  regard  to  the  Petition ;  and  whether 
he  has  had  such  inquiry  made,  and  can 
give  the  sorters  InsL  decision  upon  their 
Petition. 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Haikes,  Cambridge  University) :  The 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  questions  la 
in  the  affirmative.  My  decision  was 
communicated  to  the  sorters  in  the 
Savings  Bank  on  the  2nd  of  August 
last. 

BRITISH  TRADE  IN  THE  PACIFIC. 

Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  favourably  the  Reao- 
Intion  adopted  at  the  recent  meeting  of 
the  Australasian  Federal  Council,  praying 
tliat  the  restrictions  on  British  trade  with 
the  Natives  of  the  islands  of  the  Pacific 
might  b3  mad©  to  apply  alike  to  all 
Nationalities  ? 

TflE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  im  the  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpx>l,  East  Toiteth) ;  It 
will  be  desirable  to  receive  the  text  of 
the  Resolution  before  attempting  to 
judge  what  can  be  done  in  the  matter, 

LATE  SITTINGS  AT  ASSIZES, 
Mr.  PICKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 


he  has  remitted  the  remainder  of  the 
sentence  of  five  years'  penal  servitude- 
passed  on  a  woman  who  was  convicted  i 
the  last  Chester  Assizes,  before  a  Court" 
which  had  been  sitting  for  over  14  hours; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  similarly  protracted  sittings 
frequently  occur  in  Crown  Courts  at 
Assizes ;  and  whether  he  will  take  such 
steps  as  will  render  unnecessary  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  practice  ? 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  Tes,  Sir;  I  ad- 
vised  the  remission  of  this  sentence,  not 
on  the  ground  that  there  had  been  a  long 
sitting  of  the  Court,  but  on  a  careful 
review  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
with  the  concurrence  of  tbe  learned 
Judge,  The  attention  of  the  Home  OfEce 
has  not  been  called  to  any  frequent 
occurrence  of  protracted  sittings  at 
Assizes.  They  are  sometimes  rendered 
necessary,  in  order  to  dispose  of  the 
Crown  eases  before  the  Judge  of  Assisse 
is  obliged  to  proceed  Ui  another  town ; 
and  I  doubt  whether  it  would  Vje  pos- 
sible to  make  any  arrangement  which 
would  prevent  this  necessity  occasionally 
arising,  unless  the  time  allotted  to  each 
assiz3  town  were  much  prolonged^  with 
the  consequence  that  judicial  time  would 
be  frequently  wasted. 

FISCAL  ARRANGEMENTS  WITH  THE 
COLONIES. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHEE:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called  to 
the  strong  expressions  of  opinion  which 
have  recently  emanated  from  high 
authorities  in  various  portions  of  our 
Colonial  Empire,  in  favour  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  preferential  fiscal  arrange- 
ments between  the  Mother  Country  and 
the  Colonies  ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  afford  an 
opportunity  for  these  urgent  questions 
being  considered  without  delay  at  a  Con- 
ference with  the  representiitives  of  the 
self-governing  Colonies  ? 

Baron  H.  pb  WORMS :  The  question 
is  under  the  careful  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  am  unable 
at  present  to  give  any  more  definite 
reply. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  r  Is  my  right  hon. 
Friend  aware  of  the  extreme  urgency  of 
the  question  ? 


1023 


Labourers* 


{CO^IMONSJ 


AlloimenU, 


uu 


Barox  n,  DE  WORMS:  Yes,  I  am 
ivw^are  of  it,  and  for  that  reason  1  liave 
stated  that  the  question  is  being  care- 
liillj  conaidered. 

THE  BEHHtKG  SEA  FISH  Eft  IKS. 

Sra  GEORGE  BADEN4^0WELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
IJnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  give  any  further 
information  as  to  the  telegraphic  report 
that  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  has  given  its  decision  that  it  has 
direct  control  over  the  Courts  of  the 
territory  of  Alaska,  and  that  it  will 
entertain  a  motion  for  a  Writ  of  Prohi- 
bition in  the  case  of  the  British  schooDer 
W,  S,  Say  ward  arrested  by  the  Alaska 
Courts  for  alleged  illegal  sealing  in 
Behriag  Sea  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
roB  FOREIGN  AFFAIliS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
oussox,  Manchester,  N.E.) ;  The  following 
telegram  has  been  received  this  morning 
from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Wash- 
ington :— 

**  Say  ward  cssOr  Tho  Supreme  Court  to-day 
granted  leave  to  file  petition  and  augge^- 
lioa  for  Writ  of  Prohibition,  and  directed  issue 
of  rule  to  show  cause,  returnable  second  Monday 
in  April,  The  Chief  Juetice,  in  announciog 
this  decifliooi  said  that  opportunity  had  been 
afforded  United  8tatea  to  oppose  the  motion  for 
loave  to  file  the  application,  and  the  Hrgument 
had  taken  much  wider  range  than  wfta  juatifie^, 
but  the  Court  was  aatitfied  of  its  juriadiction  to 
i«au6  the  writ  applied  for.  The  Solicitor 
(General  Btated  that  the  United  Statee  dt^sired 
matter  promptly  disposed  of." 

THE  PURCHASE  OF  LAND  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

Mr.  KEAY  (Elgin  and  Nairn)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty *a  Government  to  insert  in  the 
Farchaaa  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Lre!and)  Bill  any  provisions  fixing  a 
maximum  bejond  which  land  stock  can- 
not be  iaaned,  u£i  was  done  in  the  Ash- 
bourne  Acts  ;  whether,  as  the  Bill  now 
stands,  the  maximum  amount  to  be  issued 
could  bo  doubled  by  doubling  the  annual 
Imperial  contributions  and  grants  to 
Ireland ;  and  whether  there  is  any  pre- 
cedent for  pi-tjviding  by  Act  of  P<ir  I  la- 
ment for  the  issue  of  Stock  to  an  amount 
unnamed  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  there  is  a  maxi- 
mum in  one  sense  in  tho  Bill,  namely^ 


the  maximum  of  25  times  of  the 
Guarantee  Fund  ;  but  there  is  no  other 
maximum.  I  am  not  awara  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
proposes  to  introduce  one.  As  the  Bill 
stands,  no  doubt  the  maximum  amount 
may  be  increased  as  the  Imperial  con- 
tributions increase ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  the  suggestion  that  the  Government 
should  double  the  annual  Imperial  con- 
tributions and  grants  to  Ireland  is  within 
the  range  of  practical  politics.  '  Of 
course,  it  will  be  open  to  any  future 
Parliament  to  limit  a  sum  if  the  contri- 
butions are  increased.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  examine  the  third  point  raised  by 
the  hon-  Member. 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIl^XE. 
Mr,     DAVID    THOMAS     (Merthyr 

Tydvil) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Sfcat9  for  War  whether  Mark  IIL  of  the 
new  mngazine  riHe  is  now  in  process  of 
manufacture  at  Enfield,  or  is  contem- 
plated ;  w4io  are  the  persons  responsible 
for  the  selection  of  303  as  the  cidibreof 
the  new  rifle,  in  the  face  of  the  opinions 
of  practical  experts  to  the  contrary  ; 
whether  the  same  has  been  condemned 
by  Government  experts  as  too  small  for 
accurate  shooting*  owing  itx  liability  to 
accumulate  fouling,  and  other  defects ; 
whether  any  increase  in  size  of  the 
calibre  has  been  decided  upon,  or  is  con* 
templated  ;  whether  Marks  I.  and  II. 
can  be  converted  to  Mark  III.  or  not; 
and  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  how  many, 
workmen  have  been  recently  discharged 
from  the  Enfield  Factory ;  and,  if  so, 
can  he  explain  for  what  reason? 

Ma.  BRODRICK:  Mark  III,  of  the 
new  rifle  is  not  in  contemplation. 
Every  nation  in  Europe  has  adopted  a 
smaller  bore  rifle ;  and  Government 
experts  in  this  country  have  not  con- 
demned it.  During  the  four  weeks  end- 1 
ing  on  tho  3 1st  of  January  90  men  were  j 
discharged  from  the  Enfield  factory,  a 
decreased  output  being  required  from 
Eiifield  now  that  trade  firms  are  com- 
mencing supplies  of  the  magazine  arm. 

LABOURERS'  ALLOTMENTS. 
Sm     WALTER     FOSTER     (Derby/ 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  his   attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  tliat  in 
a  eommunicntion  from  the  Commissioners  J 
of  Woods    and    forests  the   pepple  q(i 
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BlUiDgVjoroDgh  were  informed  that  Sir 
^igel  Kingscotc  fts — 

**  At  preflent  adviaed  would  not  he  disposed  to 
fH'ant  to  labourers  alloimGiils  which,  t^itbet  in 
themselves  or  with  oth^^r  allotments  now  held 
by  them,  would  extreed  half  an  acre,'* 

whilst,  under  tlie  Allotments  Acts  of 
1882  and  1887,  Charitj  Trustees  and 
Sanitary  Authorities  may  be  called  npoti 
to  provide  allotmenta  of  an  acre  ;  and 
whether  it  is  ia  the  power  of  any 
Department  to  evade  the  intention  of 
the  law  by  declaring  that  Avhere  the 
laud  in  a  particular  district  in  under  the 
<jontrol  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
^iid  Forests  the  labourers  shall  have 
cuttly  half  an  acre  each  instead  of  the 
^cre  tliey  might  have  demanded  had  the 
ownership  been  invested  in  Charity 
Trustees  or  private  individnak  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  answer  to  the 
bon*  Member,  I  have  to  say  tliat  there 
appears  to  be  some  misunderstanding 
as  to  the  action  taken  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  Forests*  The 
<lTiotation  made  is  not  quite  complete, 
and,  as  a  matter  u£  fact,  the  land  which 
has  been  appropriated  for  allotments  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  lias  not 
been  limited  to  plots  of  half  an  acre  ;  on 
the  contrary,  where  applicants  could 
fihow  that  they  could  satisfactorily  deal 
with  the  larger  quantity,  plots  of  one 
acre  have  been  allowed.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  have  never  shown  any 
desire  or  intention  to  evade  the  law;  in 
fact,  I  believe  the  management  of  the 
property  in  charge  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  will  compare  favourably  for 
liberality  with  any  other  estates, 

HEPOUT  OF  THE  CHIEF  COMMISSIONER 
OF  POLICE  OF  THE  METROPOLIS, 
Mr,  JAMES  EOWLANDS  :  I  beg  to 
iisk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  the  Report  of  the  Chief 
Oommissioner  of  Police  of  the  Metropolis, 
1889,  was  not  circnlated  to  the  Members 
of  the  House  until  the  31st  January, 
1891 ;  and  whether  he  can  promise  that 
in  future  the  Report  shall  be  issued  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  close  of  the 
jearf 

Thk  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  KittTHB  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  Stuart  Wobtley,  Sheffield,  Hal- 
lam):  I  have  been  asked  by  my  right 
iion.  Friead  io  reply  totliUQqiiftfltion*     I 


regret  that  there  has  been  delay  in  this 
case.  The  Report  was  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  28th  August, 
which  was  not  much  later  than  the  usual 
time,  but  which  was  after  Parliament 
had  risen.  The  opportunity  for  presen- 
tation in  the  Autumn  Session  was  un- 
fortunately overlooked  until  December 
8th,  on  which  day  presentation  was 
effected.  The  distribution  to  Merobera 
rests  with  the  authorities  of  the  House; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  hns  no  know- 
It^d^^e  of  the  causes  which  led  to  the 
delay  between  presentation  and  distribu- 
tion. I  cannot  undertake  that  the 
Report  shall  be  received  in  the  Home 
Office  much  earlier;  but  will  endeavour 
to  secure  in  future  cases  its  distribution 
to  Members  of  Parliament  and  the  public 
within  a  short  time  of  its'being  received 
by  the  Secretaiy  of  State. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Is  it  not  pos- 
sible  to  produce  and  circulate  this  Report 
in  time  to  enable  Members  to  have  it  in 
their  hands  when  the  Police  Estimates 
are  discussed  1 

Mr,  STUART  WORTLEY  said  that 
the  Report  never  had  been  out  fit>on 
enough  to  be  available  for  discussion  in 
Debate  on  the  Police  Vote, 

THE  METROPOLITAN  WATER 
SUPPLY. 
Mr,  CAUSTON  (Sjuthwark,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, with  regard  to  his  promise  to  offer 
facilities  for  referring  to  either  a  Select 
or  Hybrid  Committee  the  various  Bills 
now  before  Parliament  relating  to  the 
acquisition  by  some  Public  13ody  of  the 
Water  Companies  of  the  Metropolis, 
whether  ho  will  give  facilities  for  the 
passing  of  the  Metropolitan  Water  Com-' 
panics'  Charges  Bill,  which  contains  pro- 
visions to  prevent  the  companies  from 
raising  their  rates  through  the  quin- 
quennial re-valuation  of  property,  in 
prospect  of  the  early  purchase  by  the 
public  ? 

*»Mr,  W,  H.  SMITH :  It  will  be  im^ 
possible  for  the  Government  to  give 
facilities  for  such  a  Bill,  as  our  responsi- 
bilities must  be  limited  to  finding  time 
for  Government  measures,  I  will  not 
enter  into  any  argument  as  to  the  matters 
which  are  naturally  suggested  by  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member;  but  I  may 
say  that,  if  the  various  Water  Bills  were 
referred  to  a  Committee,  the  Committee 
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would  have  foil  powers  to  consider  the 
terms  and  eonditions  on  which  the 
undertakings  of  the  companies  were  to 
be  acquired. 

CIVIL  SERVICK  CLERKS. 
.  Mb,  JOHN  KELLY  (CamberwelJ,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  exceptional  promotions 
of  specially  meritorious  clerks  of  the 
Second  Division  of  the  Civil  Service  to 
the  higher  grade  of  that  Division,  made 
under  Clause  t),  paragraph  2,  of  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  21st  March,  1890, 
depend  in  any  way  npon  or  involve  any 
change  of  organisation,  but  simply 
require  the  recommendation  of  the 
beads  of  Departments  and  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury;  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  Second  Division  clerks  have 
been  recommended  by  the  heads  of  their 
various  Departments  for  snch  excep- 
tiunal  promotion,  and  the  dates  of  such 
recommendations ;  and  whether  any 
decision  has  been  arrived  at  by  the 
Treasury  in  these  cases  1 

♦Mr,  W.  H,  smith  :  A  few  applica- 
tions have  been  received  for  an  examina- 
tion of  Class  I,  of  the  Civil  Service,  and 
this  is  not  wonderful,  since  the  Govern- 
ment liave  not  permitted  an  examination 
for  Class  I.  to  be  held  for  more  than 
four  years,  insisting  that  vacancies  in 
that  class  should  lie  filled  by  such 
measures  as  the  transfer  of  redundant 
officers.  I  do  not  admit  that  the  hon. 
Member  cites  the  Bejxjrt  of  the  Com- 
mission correctly;  but,  however  that 
may  be,  we  shall,  in  deciding  upon  these 
applications,  bear  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commission  in  mind,  carefally 
considering  the  necessities  of  the  case, 
and  satisfying  onrselves  whether  re- 
dundant officers,  qualified  by  age  and 
acquirements  for  transfer  to  other  offices* 
are  available. 

Mr,  JOHN  KELLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  cer* 
tain  Departments  of  State  are  at  the  pre- 
sent time  urging  that  an  examination  for 
clerkships  (Class  I.)  in  the  Civil  Service 
should  be  held  in  order  to  fill  up 
vacancies  in  the  First  Division  ;  and,  if 
BO,  whether  it  is  intended  to  hold  such 
examination  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  in 
the  Report  of  the  Civil  Establishments 
it  is  repeatedly  pointed  out  that  the 
higher  branches  of  the  Civil  Service  are 
pYer-manned,  and  that  there  are  at 
Mr.  IF.  H.  Smith 


present  plenty  of  redundant  clerks  to  fill 
any  existing  vacancies  ? 

♦Mr.  W,  H.  smith  :  I  observe  that 
this  question  is  atmobt  identical  in  terms 
with  a  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
to  me  on  the  27  th  ult,  and  1  cannot  add 
anything  to  the  answer  I  then  made. 

LAND  PURCHASE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mb.  T,  M.  HKALY  (Longfoni,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  23rd 
November,  1888,  Lord  Waterford  issued 
a  writ  in  ejectment  forth  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  (0.  No.  109)  against 
Michael  Keily,  of  Tramore,  for  two  and  a 
half  years'  rent  of  a  statutory  tenancy  at 
£5  10s.  a  year;  that  the  tenant  there- 
upon, to  avoid  eviction,  agreed  to  buy  the 
holding  under  the  Ashbourne  Act ;  what 
is  the  amount  of  the  instalment  Mr. 
Keily  agreed  to  pay  the  Government 
annually^  what  is  the  date  of  the  agree* 
ment,  and  the  amount  of  the  purchase 
money ;  in  how  many  cases  has  Lord 
Waterford  bought  back  from  the  Pur* 
chase  Commissioners  holdings  sold  by 
him  to  tenants,  and  since  evicted  bj 
them  ;  will  the  Government  provide 
that  holdings  so  repurchased  by  land- 
lords, shall  not  be  assigned,  redeemed,  or  | 
resold  by  the  owner  uadcr  the  Purchase 
Acts  during  the  49  yeai'S ;  and  in  how 
many  cases,  if  any,  have  the  Purchase 
Commissioners  been  obliged  to  proceed, 
specifying  whether  by  eviction  or  other- 
wisc»  owing  to  non-payment  of  instal- 
ments, and  the  names  of  the  landlords  i 
who  sold  in  such  cases  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for! 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni^ 
versity)  :  The  Land  Commissioners 
report  that  on  December  1,  1888, 
Michael  Keily  signed  and  verified  an 
agreement  for  the  purchase  of  his 
holding  in  tho  townland  of  Carri-  i 
garantry  South,  containing  16  acres  3 
roods  7  poles,  held  at  a  judicial  rent  ol  | 
Jib  lOs.,  the  tenement  valuation  being 
£7.  The  price  agreed  upon  was  £150, 
the  annuity  thereon  £6.  The  Commis- 
sioners caused  the  holding  to  be  inspected 
in  June,  1889,  and,  being  satisfied  as  t^ 
the  security,  they  provisionally  sanc- 
tioned the  advance  applied  for,  and  the 
case  was  closed  in  December,  1889,  Tho 
Marquess  of  Waterford  purchased  four 
holdings  which  were  put  up  for  sale  for 
default  in  payment  of  the  instalmentj^ 
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there    being    no    competition  ftt   these 
sales.      As  stated  in  the  AunEal  Report 
of      the     Commissioners      (page     10), 
•  These  holdings  were  sold  subject  to  the 
I  future   payment  of  the  an  unity."     The 
IholdingB  are  therefore  snbject  to  all  the 
^conditions  laid  down  in  Section  30  of  the 
Land  Law    (Ireland)   Act,    188L     The 
Commissioners  cannot  make  a  Betnrn  of 
I  the  cases  in  which,  during  a  period   of 
'more   than   five   years^  they  may  have 
instituted  proceedings   for  the  recovery 
of    unpaid     instalments.       A     Return, 
however,   has    recently    been  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the    holdings  in  which  final 
proceedings    were   necessary  by  putting 
np  for  sale  the   holdings   in  which    the 
instalments    were    in    default.      I    am 
informed  no  pressure  whatever  was  nsed 
to  induce  the  tenant  to  buy  ;  that  he  was 
never  asked  to  do  so  ;  and  that  it  was  at 
his  own  desire,  put  forward   by   him  on 
the  ground  that  he  was  the  only  remain- 
ing tenant   on   the  townland    who   had 
not    purchased,  that  he  was   permitted 
I  to  do  BO. 

In  reply  to  a  further  qnesfcion  by  Mr. 
.  M.  Healt, 

Mr.    madden   said :    Whether  the 

Government  regards  this  state  of  things 

as  satisfactory  or  not,  the  tenant  appears 

to  have  regarded  it  as  eminently  satls- 

L factory,  seeipg  that  the  sale  was  effected 

fat  his  nrgent  request. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Of  course,  it 
was  at  his  nrgent  request  in  order  to 
preserve  the  holding.  Am  I  to  nnder- 
stand  that  no  duress  was  put  upon  the 
man? 

Mr,  MADDEN:  Certainly  not.  The 
holding  "ivas  examined  by  the  Land 
Commissioners,  who  considered  the  se- 
curity sufficient. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  when  the  Land  Purchase  Bill 
is  before  the  House  I  will  move  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  annual 
instalments  paid  under  the  Act  shall  not 
exceed  the  annual  rent  now  paid. 

Mr,  J^LYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  What 
secnrity  have  the  Government  got  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  16  acres,  the 
tenement  valuation  of  which  is  £7  a 
year. 

THE  DONEGAL  MILITIA. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  (Donegal, 
I.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  War  if  it  is  his  intention  to  encamp 
the  5th  InnJskilling  Fusiliers  (Donegal 
Militia)  during  their  period  of  trainings 
instead  of  billeting  them  as  heretofore  ; 
and,  if  so,  where ;  and  whether  he  will, 
before  directing  any  change,  consult  with 
the  Chief  Secretaiy  as  to  the  probable 
financial  effect  npon  the  poorer  house'- 
holders  of  Lifford  of  any  sudden  altera- 
tion of  system  ? 

•Mr.BHODEICK  :  The  Donegal  Militia, 
will  be  trained  at  Li^ford,  as  heretofore  ; 
but  since,  for  military  considerations, 
billeting  is  avoided  whenever  possible, 
and  the  objections  to  it  are  so  well 
known,  it  has  been  decided  that  this 
year  the  men  shall  bo  encamped. 

CORK  BANKRUPTCY  COUKT. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) ;  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  attention  of  tht> 
Lord  Chancellor  has  been  called  t<3  the 
recent  Report  of  the  Cork  Chamber  of 
Shipping  and  Commerce  with  i-eference 
to  the  Ijocal  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and 
the  importance  and  desirability  of 
extending  its  jurisdiction  to  the  Conn  ties 
of  Kerry  and  Waterford  ;  whether  this 
could  be  done  with  the  existing  local 
staff,  and  without  involving  any  addi» 
tional  expense  ;  whether  the  Court  is  ai 
present  worked  at  a  loss  to  the  Treasury 
but  would  pay  its  way  if  the  two  addi- 
tional counties  were  added  ;  and  whether^ 
in  view  of  the  close  commercial  relations 
which  exist  between  the  Counties  of 
Kerry  and  Waterford  and  the  City  of 
Cork,  the  Ijord  Chancellor  will  now,  by 
Order  in  Council,  bring  the  counties 
mentioned  within  the  jurisdiction  of  th* 
Court? 

Mr.  madden  :  As  I  stated  in  reply 
to  a  similar  question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  11th  of  July  last,  the 
sabject  of  the  development  of  the  local 
jurisdiction  conferred  by  the  Act  o£ 
1888  on  this  Court  is  engaging  the  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  He  is,  however,  of  opinion 
that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  take  the  step 
suggested  in  the  question  until  we  hav^ 
had  further  experience  of  the  working 
of  the  Courts  constituted  by  that  Act. 

THE  CRIMES  ACT. 
Sir  THOMAS  ESMONDE :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
he  can  explain  upon  what  charge,  and 
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wpon  whose  authority,  11  women  have 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  an 
iuquiiy  held  at  Castterea  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procodure  (Ireland) 
Act? 

Mr,  MADDKN:  I  hare  called  for 
Reports  to  enable  me  to  answer  the 
question* 

MO  TIOJir.S. 


TRADING  RKGlSTEATtOH   B1JJ-. 

On  ilotion  of  Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Bill  far 
the  more  tffectual  prevention  of  ftaudtilent 
Trading,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Artb^ir  0*Cjrmor,  Mr.  Addison,  and  Sir  Albert 
Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  dni  time.  {Bill  133.] 

MAGAZINE    HIFLE. 
^ii.lO)     MB,MAEJORIBANK:S(Ber 

wickshire)  rose  to  call  attention  to  the 
new  Magajzine  Rifle ;  and  to  move— 

**  For  the  appointment  of  a  Royal  Commb- 
4tioQ  to  inquire  into  ita  meiits  and  all  the  cir- 
cumBianoett  attending  its  adoption/' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said:  I  am 
Afraid  I  shall  be  obliged  to  make  a  large 
demani  on  the  patience  and  iodalgenco 
of  the  Hous9  in  bringing  this  subject 
forward.  I  am  bound  to  confess  that 
the  nearer  I  approach  the  task  I  hare 
undertaken  the  more  difficult  it  appears 
to  me,  because,  while  I  cannot  pretend 
to  he  an  expert  in  mechanics  and  bal- 
listics, I  have  undertaken  to  explain  to 
the  House  the  details  of  a  most  com- 
plicated and  ingenious  machine,  in  whose 
very  complex  it j  and  intricacy  some  of 
its  chief  defects  are  to  be  found,  I 
am  still  farther  placed  in  a  difficulty, 
because  Mr.  Speaker  has  informed  me 
that  I  should  not  be  iu  order  in 
bringing  a  rifle  into  the  House,  by 
means  of  which  I  might  have  given 
Sin  object  lesson  to  the  Ujouso  in  regard 
tp  the  many  points  of  the  rifle.  Neither 
liave  I  the  power  to  exhibit  drawings  to 
Hooaew  This  is  not  the  only  difficulty  of 
the  position,  booanse  I  tind  that  the 
House  is  absolutely  wanting  in  any 
official  knowledge  of  this  weapon.  The 
Report  of  the  Small  Arms  Committee, 
who  chose  the  weapon,  has  been  refused 
to  us.  There  is  no  Report  whatever 
with  regard  to  the  15,000  rifles  which, 
.we  are  told,  were  placed  in  the 
bauds  of  the  troops  during  1890,  I 
im^  ,ii49^mod  that  aqniething,  likQ  50 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonds 


per  ct?ut.  of  these  rifles  have  been 
returned  to  the  armoury  for  repair,  and 
I  liear  on  the  best  authority  that  in  tlie 
case  of  one  single  regiment  280  bolt* 
heads  failed,  and  400  mainspriugs  broke 
down  in  the  weapons  served  out.  The 
only  Report  before  the  House  is  the 
Beport  of  a  trial  made  of  350  rifles  which 
were  issued  to  various  regiments  and 
ships*  companies  in  the  year  1  ^SS.  With 
regard  to  ray  own  attitude,  I  wish  to 
say  that  T  am  not  the  mouthpiece  of 
any  inventor.  I  come  to  the  subject 
with  an  entirely  open  mind.  My  desire 
is,  as  I  believe  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  and  every  official, 
that  the  country  shall  have  the  best 
possible  weapon  at  the  smallest  possible 
oostc  It  has  been  said  it  is  unfortunate 
that  I,  as  a  Party  Whip,  sliould  have 
been  called  to  bring  forward  thia 
Motion,  but  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
I  have  left  the  question  of  Party 
altogether  out  of  sight,  I  have  taken 
no  advaiit:tge  of  my  official  position,  and 
I  think  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  admit  that  I  am  hardly 
likely,  from  my  position,  and  the  Party 
to  which  I  belong,  to  be  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  Timei  iu  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Han« 
bury)  opjKJsoa  my  request  for  an 
inquiry  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
weaken  the  responsibility  of  the  officials 
of  the  War  Office.  Although  the  hon. 
Member  appears  to  agree  with  me  [Mr. 
Hanbiuy  assented]  in  the  view  I  take 
of  this  weapon,  and  with  regard  to 
the  way  in  which  it  has  been  intro- 
duced, the  hon.  Member  appears  to 
think  that  the  proper  course  would  have 
been  to  ask  for  a  vote  of  censure  on  the 
War  Office  ;  but  that  vote  of  censure  is 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion presided  over  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Hos3endftle(tho  Manquessof 
Hartington).  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
best  course  the  House  can  take  is  to  order 
a  review  of  the  circumstances  attending 
the  adoption  of  this  weapon.  I  shall 
have  to  go  briefly  into  the  details  of  the  | 
weapon,  taking  the  barrel  and  ammuni- 
tion, the  body,  the  bolt,  and  magazine 
in  order.  The  calibre  of  the  barrel  is 
•303.  The  rifling  is  seven  groove,  with 
the  twist  to  the  left  on  a  modified 
Met  ford  system.  There  is  one  turn  for 
every  ten  inohes,  or  three  tnma  in  ull. 
The  ammtt&itioii  pravidod  mnmntt  of  ft 
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fioUd  drawn  brass  cartridge^  with  aoom- 
pressod  pellet  of  black  powder  of  71 J 
grains,  and  a  composite  btillet  weighing 
215  grains.  I  admit  one  great  advan- 
tage luis  been  gained,  namely,  a  weapon 
in  which  there  h  practically  no  recoil 
The  recoil  in  this  "weapon  is  only  7  lb., 
while  in  the  Martini- Henry  it  is  45  lb, 
Further,  a  comparatively  flat  or  low  tra- 
jectory is  obtained  ;  but  thesa  advantages 
might  have  been  attained  without  any 
change  whatever  in  the  breech  mechan- 
ism. A  mere  cbange  in  the  barrel  of  the 
Martini-Henry  would  have  given  them. 
A  very  small  bore  has  been  adopted ; 
what  are  its  disadvantages?  In  the 
first  place,  it  necessitates  a  composite 
bullet,  A  lead  bullet  'cannot  be  used. 
The  composite  bullet  is  exceedingly  ei- 
pensive  to  raake^  and  the  cost  of  ammu- 
nition will  be  greatly  increased.  I 
believe  that  the  smallest  bore  in  which 
it  IB  possible  to  use  a  simple  lead  ballet 
ia  '320,  but  I  should  not  advise  even  so 
small  a  bore  as  this,  believing  -360  or 
*380  to  be  an  amply  sufficient  reduction 
ia  boro  for  all  raih'tary  purposes^ 
Secondly,  there  is  a  considerable  loss  of 
accuracy^  the  small,  long,  light  bullet 
of  the  Lee-PjnGeld  is  very  susceptible  to 
loteral  deviation  from  the  influence  of 
wind.  I  should  like  to  know  what  any 
distinguished  small-bore  shot,  were  it 
Sir  Henry  Hal  ford  himself,  would  my 
it  he  were  asked  to  use  a  -303  in  the 
competition  for  the  Elcho  Shield.  And» 
thirdly,  there  is  a  great  diminution  of 
striking  power.  Allusion  to  this  will 
lie  repeatedly  found  in  the  Report  of 
the  trial  of  rifles  in  1888,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  an  owner  of  a  doer 
forest  in  Scotland  who  would  allow 
a  friend  to  go  oat  to  shoot  deer 
with  a  rifle  of  this  exceedingly  small 
bore.  The  greatest  amount  of  strik- 
ing power  is  obtained  in  the  Express 
rifle,  in  which  is  used  a  lead  bullet 
with  a  hole  in  the  top — a  device,  of 
course,  imjxjssible  to  adopt  for  a  mili- 
tary arm  —  which  expands  in  the 
animal  struck,  and  prevents  the  bullet 
from  passing  through.  The  body  of  the 
rifle  is*  an  exceedingly  delicate  piece  of 
mechanism,  which,  weighing  in  its 
rough  forged  state  no  less  than  51b., 
IS  reduced  after  192  processes  to  IJlb. 
Owing  to  the  position  of  the  magazine 
it  is  necessary  to  have  a  hole  3i  inches 
long  ,  through  the  midd,le   of  the  riflje. 


This  most  expensive  portion  of  the  rifle 
is  a  mere  framework  of  un hardened  iron, 
only  '10  inches  on  the  under  side  and 
that  cut  away  very  much  for  the  cut- 
off. Next,  I  come  to  a  still  more  im- 
portant portion — the  bolt  of  the  rifle 
itself,  which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  It  has 
the  appearance  of  being  an  exceedingly 
solid  and  strong  piece  of  mechani>m,  but 
I  can  assure  the  House  it  is  nothing  of 
the  kind  ;  it  is  a  fraud,  a  snare,  and  a 
delusion.  This  delusion  is  assisted  by 
the  bolt*cover,  which  I  now  remove.  See 
the  small  diameter  uf  the  bolt,  which  is 
moreoA^er  in  two  parts  -the  bolt-head 
and  bjit  proper,  tlie  latter  bored  out 
through  all  its  length  to  contain  main- 
spring and  striker.  The  bolt-head  is 
attached  to  the  bolt  by  means  of  the 
smatl  bolt* head  screw,  which  only  pro- 
jects one-tenth  of  an  inch  into  a  slot 
cut  in  the  neck  of  the  bolt-head.  The 
wear  and  tear  of  the  swivelling  round  of 
the  two  parts  of  the  bolt  in  opening  and 
shutting  the  breech,  and  the  whole  strain 
of  extracting,  must  be  borne  by  this  small 
surface  of  the  bolt-head  screw.  From  a 
Return  issued  this  morning,  however,  it 
appears  that  the  bolt- head  screw  has 
been  abolished  altogether.  This  is  a 
very  sudden  change  to  have  taken  place. 
So  late  as  December  last  an  exhibition 
took,  place  in  the  House  of  an  improved 
pattern  of  the  riflo  known  as  Mark  H., 
and  assurances  were  given  that  the  bolt- 
head  screw  w  a^  adequate,  that  all  that  it 
required  was  to  ba  a  little  better  tem- 
pered in  order  to  make  it  perfectly  satis- 
factory. Yet  within  six  weeks  the  bolt- 
head  screw  is  abolished  altogether.  This 
Is  not  very  re-assuring.  It  leads  to  the 
impression  that  if  those  who  are  respon- 
sible  for  this  rifle  can  change  their  mind 
80  quickly,  there  may  bo  other  flaws  of 
which  they  may  hereafter  be  convinced. 
With  regard  to  this  bolt-head  itself,  it 
appeared  to  be  weak  and  unsuited  to 
support  the  great  strain  which  would  be 
thrown  on  it.  This,  indeed,  was  shown 
from  the  result  of  trials  that  had  already 
been  made.  A  Report  has  been  given 
us  with  regard  to  the  trial  of  350  rifles. 
It  is  contained  in  a  Blue  Book,  of  which  a 
single  copy  is  in  the  Library,  although  it 
has  not  been  presented  to  the  House 
itself. 

*Thk  secretary  or  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  K.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horucaatle) :  1  told  the  right  hon..  Qantle- 
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man  that  if  nny  Member  will  move  for 
the  Return  it  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
at  once. 

♦Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  In  the  Re- 
ports I  find  that  ont  of  350  brand  new 
rifles  no  fewer  than  ,12  had  their  bolt- 
hew^  fractured,  and  in  8  the  bolt- 
head  cover  was  fractured*  Thus,  in 
20  casea  out  of  350^  or  more  than  5  per 
cent,,  either  the  bolt-head  or  the  bolt- 
head  cover  was  fractored.  These  figures 
ehow  that  there  is  great  weakness  in  this 
portion  of  the  bolt.  Attached  to  the 
bolt-bead  is  the  ex  tractor »  It  is  not  a 
direct  extractor,  like  the  Iklartini-Henry 
and  all  our  quick-firing'  g^ns  have,  but 
is  a  spring  snap  extractor  ;  it  does  not 
preoede  the  cartridge  into  the  chamber, 
but  IB  pushed  past  and  over  the  rim  of 
the  cartridge,  where  it  is  already  seated 
in  the  chamber.  This  ia  a  Kjstem 
acknowledged  to  be  wron^  in  principle. 
The  spring  ia  small  and  weak,  cannot  be 
easily  cleaned,  will  become  rusty  and 
corroded  by  the  gases  of  explosion  and 
be  certain  to  give  way.  With  regard 
to  the  striker  awd  mainspring,  they 
ought  to  be  so  adjusted  as  to  be  easily 
accessible  from  the  bf*-se  of  the  bolt^  and 
not  require  a  special  tool  to  remove  them 
in  case  of  accident.  When  the  bolt 
is  drawn  back  a  very  slight  touch  will 
screw  round  the  end  of  the  striker 
and  cause  the  jamming  of  the  gun 
itself.  This  defect  has  been  strongly 
commented  on  by  the  Inspector  of 
Musketry  at  Alders  hot,  who  reports  that 
of  the  40  rifles  tried  nearly  all  of  them 
were  injured  at  the  shoulder  from 
this  cause  and  adds  **  (his  nhotdd  he 
rendered  impossUd*;/*  When  the  rifle 
ia  at  full  cock  the  cocking  piece  projects 
If  inches  behind  the  bolt ;  a  compara- 
tively slight  blow  would  bend  the 
striker  and  throw  the  rifle  out  of  gear. 
The  arrangements  for  safety  are  most 
unsatisfactc^ry.  It  is  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  place  the  rifle  at  half-cot^k,  and 
when  it  stands  at  half-cock  it  is  im- 
possible to  open  it.  Even  in  nimble 
and  agib  fingers  it  will  be  foond  difticnlt 
to  let  down  the  cocking  piece  to  half- 
cock  without  its  slipping  from  the 
hold.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  was  good 
enough  to  lend  me  a  rifle,  which  I  tried 
and  returned  to  him.  Afterwards  I 
wished  to  get  one  for  myself  and  I 
managed  to  find  one  for  sale  in  London. 
Mr,  E,  Stanhope 


I  went  to  the  shop  and  was  about  to  take 
it  up,  when  the  head  man  said,  "  Don*k 
touch  that  rifle.  Sir ;  it*8  very  greasy.  I 
will  show  it  you/'  Having  wiped  it,  he 
proceeded  to  seize  the  bolt  to  work  it, 
but  could  not  open  it  He  said,  **  I  don't 
know  what\4  the  matter  with  itJ*  I 
said,  "  Why,  you  have  it  at  balf-eock." 
Now,  if  an  expert  like  this  man,  in 
the  quiet  of  a  London  shop,  finds 
difficulty  in  working  the  rifle,  would  not 
a  soldier  in  the  excitement  of  action,  or 
on  a  dark  night,  experience  much  greater 
difficulty  1  One  more  word  with  regard 
to  half-cock.  If  the  bolt,  instead  of 
being  shut  home,  is  only  half  closed, 
the  soldier  may  think  he  has  closed  it, 
and  he  pulls  at  the  trigger.  The  rifie 
does  not  go  off,  but  falls  very  nearly  to 
half-cock.  He  sees  the  bolt  standings 
nearly  straight  and  gives  it  a  knock 
to  knock  it  down.  It  does  then  fall 
to  half-cock,  and  the  rifle  refuses  toi 
open.  Well,  these  are  little  things  thai 
are  very  likely  to  happen  on  active 
service,  and  they  are  things  which  a 
soldier  ought  not  to  be  subject  to.  Then  I 
find  very  great  fault  indeed  with  the  fact 
that  there  is  not  a  proper  safety  bolt 
on  the  rifle.  There  ought  to  be  a  bolt 
which  would  fasten  at  any  time,  and 
which,  when  closed,  would  still  permit 
the  rifle  to  be  opened  or  shut*  To  say 
that  the  half-cock  is  any  safety  at  all  is 
simply  ridiculous.  On  the  contrary,  the 
present  arrangement  would,  in  action, 
be  a  source  of  great  danger  to  the  front 
rank  man.  Unless  it  is  altered,  I,  myself^ 
would  certainly  far  sooner  be  in  the  rear 
than  in  the  front  rank.  Let  me  now; 
allude  to  the  magazine.  A  great  deal 
has  been  sacriBced  to  this  magazine,  and 
yet  it  is  one  of  the  moat  flimsy  things 
a  man  ever  held  in  his  band.  It  con- 
sists of  a  flimsy  platform,  a  weak  and 
flimsy  spring  and  a  flimsy  case.  The 
magazine  is  to  be  attached  to  the  rifle, 
and  is  supposed  to  form  a  reserve  of  safety 
in  moments  of  extreme  danger.  It  la 
supposed  never  to  be  called  into  play  un- 
less what  is  called,  in  technical  phrase^ 
"  the  supreme  moment "  has  arrived, 
but  who  is  to  decide  »s  to  the  occurrence 
of  the  *'  supreme  moment  ?  *'  The  soldier^ 
I  rather  fancy,  will  think  that  raomeni 
has  arrived  wlienever  he  is  too  lazy  to 
put  his  hand  into  his  pouch.  The  soldier, 
it  is  understood,  is  to  be  taught  never  to 
use  the  naagazine  except  under  speoi 
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ordera,  He  is  always  to  be  taught  to  use 
the  method  of  single -loading.  Suppose  tbe 
'*  supreme  moment  *'  has  arrived ^  and  the 
soldier  has  received  the  order  and  is 
firing  away  excitedly,  !ie  will  most 
assuredly  be  likely  to  fall  into  the 
routine  uf  his  ordinary  drill,  and  load 
as  a  single  loader,  with  his  magazine  cut- 
off open.  The  result  with  this  rillo  will 
be  that  the  cartridges  will  Jam.  I  will 
give  the  House  some  official  opinions  on 
this  magazine.  From  the  2ud  Battalion 
Grenadier  Guards  we  have  this  view— 
**  The  magazine  springs  often  gets  out  of 
order,  and  cartridgea  jam,  botli  in  fiUiag  and 
loadini^  from  magnzin©.'' 

The  Report  from  Her  Majesty'-^  ship 
Excellent  says,  with  reference  to  the 
defects  in  the  magazine — 

"Springs  become  weak  after  muoh  work. 
Baaa  of  R  car tn dice  liable  to  got  under  apriag 
cover  and  caii»e  delay  in  loading.  Jama  caused 
hy  two  cartridges  trying  to  get  in  chamber 
together,  due  to  defect  of  Bpring  cover/' 

The  Committee  at  Meerut  says — 

"Mafl[azine  flimsy,  and  could  be  easily 
knocked  out  of  shape." 

The  Official  Inspectors  of  Musketry  at 
Hythe  declarer  that  the 

**  Magazine  was  easily  dented  or  otherwise 
injured.  Difficult  to  clean  if  ruaty  or  dirty 
inside— liahle  to  be  lost. 

With  special  reference  to  the  said  maga- 
zine they  Bay- — 

"  No  advantage  can  bo  discovered,  and  there 
are  certainly  inany  objections.  Rapidity  not 
p-eater  than  with  amgle  loader,  when  six  or 
more  cartridcfes  have  to  he  fired  as  well  as 
magAsine.  When  magazine  fire  is  interrupted— 
that  is,  used  in  combioation  with  loading  from 
pouch— the  rate  of  firing  is  very  slow." 

They  add— 

**  We  earnestly  hope  that  even  now  the  prin- 
ciple of  detachable  magaxinos  may  be  recon- 
sidered. We  onderstand  that  the  sole  object 
in  the  introduction  of  a  magazine  rifle  is  to 
have  for  a  certainty,  on  some  criticiil  momont  in 
a  battle,  a  supply  of  cartridges  which  can  he 
€red  with  great  rapidity.  So  important  is  this 
apparently  considered,  that  rapidity  in  single 
loading  is  to  some  extent  sacrificed  for  it.  We 
are  convinced  that  the  machinery  on  which  thia 
effect,  the  raiMt^n  d'etre  of  a  magazine  arm,  de- 
|>eQds,  should  be  a  fixed  integral  part  of  the  rifle, 
guarded  jealously  from  injury  or  loss  in  itfj 
place,  and  efFectivo  at  the  req.uired  moment.*' 

Now,  Sir,  though  1  do  not  pretend  to  have 
exhausted  the  list  of  defects  to  bo  found 
in  this  weapon,  I  will  not  go  more  into 
the  details  of  the  rifle,  but  I  would  wish 
for  one  moment  to  refer  to  the  a  a  Reports 
themselves,  and  to  the  conditions  under 


which  they  wero  made.  350  magazine 
rifles  were  sent  out  in  the  autumn  of 
1888,  and  50  carbines,  to  be  tried  by 
various  bodies  of  men.  They  were 
all  at  that  time  brand  new.  They  were 
manufactured  for  the  express  purpose  of 
being  thus  handed  out  for  trial.  We 
never  Lave  contended  that  this  Com- 
mittee, and  the  War  Ofhce,  and  the 
Entield  authorities  were  such  utterly 
incapable  people  that  they  would  turn 
oat  a  riflo  which  would  break  down  at 
the  first  touch.  It  would  have  i>eeii  a 
tiling  beyond  conception  if  these  trial 
rifles  had  utterly  broken  down  Tinder 
such  circumstancc^s.  I  miist  complain  of 
the  way  in  which  this  Report  has  been, 
I  might  almost  say,  manipulated. 
Twenty- two  questions  were  put  to  the 
various  bodies  to  whom  the  rifles  wero 
issued.  What  is  called  a  Summary  of 
these  Reports  is  given  in  page  144.  In 
that  Summary  they  do  not  deal  with 
question  by  question,  and  give  a  Summaiy 
of  the  answers  favourable  or  unfavonr- 
ftble  to  each.  The  22  questions  are  com- 
pressed into  14.  To  show  the  method  of 
compression,  let  me  give  an  instance*  The 
second  question  is  as  to  the  liability  of 
clothing  or  equipment  to  be  damaged  by 
the  rifle,  and  the  third  as  to  the  liability 
of  the  arm,  or  any  portion  of  it, 
to  be  damaged  by  the  rough  naa^je  of 
the  service.  These  are  compressed  into : 
**  Is  I  he  rifle  liable  to  become  damaged 
or  to  injure  the  uniform  or  equipment?" 
I  do  think  we  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
in  the  Summary  of  the  Reports  we  should 
have  been  given  a  statement  of  the 
actual  injuries  suffered  by  the  rifles, 
as  reported  by  the  various  bodies  to 
whom  tliey  were  submitted.  We  have 
no  such  data.  We  are  told  the  Reports 
were  altogether  practically  satisfactory, 
and  all  mention  of  hostile  criticism, 
except  with  regard  to  the  ejector 
springs,  is  suppressed.  It  is  curious  to 
notice  the  different  ton©  of  the  Reports 
received  from  the  Army  and  from  the 
Navy.  There  are  two  rather  remarkable 
Reports  from  naval  authorities  with  re- 
ference to  the  rifle.  The  officer  com- 
manding Her  Majesty's  ship  Cambridge 
says  he 

'^Considers  it  a  matter  for  the  grarent  con- 
Bideratiou  \vhether  the  na^^al  rifle  should  be  of 
fto  amall  a  bore  aa  '303  in.  He  is  of  opioion 
the  '402  in,  bcire  would  he  most  suitable  for 
naval  service.  He  profera  *  block  action  '  to 
the  *  bolt/     lie  daca  not  consider  a  magHzme 
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tMoenary  for  the  Navy,  it  being  unsuitable  for 
•hip  work,  and  it  woald  encourage  waste  of 
ammunition.  A  new  weapon  not  so  much  re- 
quired as  a  superior  training  to  develop  to  the 
utmoat  the  powers  of  the  one  we  possess." 

The  Board  of  Officers  of  the  Royal 
Marine  Artillery  who  considered  the 
matter,  report — 

**  The  present  system  of  magszine  not  suffi- 
ciently advantageous  to  counterbalance  disad- 
vantages of  rifle.  Board  are  of  opinion  that  a 
combination  of  the  magazine  rifle  barrel  and 
the  BUrtini-Henry  block  system  would  consti- 
tute a  better  rifle." 

Besides  this,  we  have  the  Report  from 
the  officers  and  sergeant  instrnctors  at 
Hythe,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  if 
any  body  of  men  are  worth  listening  to 
on  such  a  matter  it  is  they.  I  do  not 
want  to  weary  the  House  by  reading 
their  Report;  I  will  merely  read  a 
Memorandum  on  that  Report  by  General 
Sir  Redvers  BuUer,  which  sums  it  np  in 
a  single  sentence.     He  says  — 

'*  There  is  not  much  in  this,  except  a  general 
oondemsation  of  the  rifle  which  has  just  been 
approved." 

I  mast  say  it  seems  to  me  very  strong 
action  to  have  lightly  set  aside  so  decided 
a  Report  from  such  a  quarter.  With 
regard  to  the  Committee  which  was 
primarily  responsible  for  the  magazine 
rifle,  no  one  Government  can  be  held 
acconntable  for  it.  It  was  appointed  as 
far  back  as  April,  1883,  and  continued 
at  work  until  1888 ;  and  it  consisted  of 
three  soldiers,  General  Philip  Smith, 
Colonel  Slade,  and  Colonel  Tongue,  one 
naval  officer,  Captain  Jackson,  Sir  Henry 
EEalford,  a  distinguished  smallbore  shot, 
and  a  late  much  lamented  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Guy  Daw- 
nay,  a  dear  friend  of  my  own  and  many 
other  hon.  Members.  I  do  not  want 
to  criticise  the  individual  members  of 
the  Committee.  I  do  not  think  it  was 
as  good  a  Committee  as  might  have  been 
got  together;  but,  admitting  that  the 
Committee  was  a  satisfactory  one  for  the 
purpose  of  deciding  between  the  merits 
of  different  guns  submitted  for  approval, 
I  say  it  was  a  Committee  utterly  unfit 
to  invent  a  gun  on  its  own  account ;  and 
that  was  what  it  turned  its  attention  to. 
Between  1883  and  1885,  though  no 
public  advertisement  was  given  asking 
for  rifles  to  be  submitted,  and  no  public 
trials  instituted,  no  fewer  than  31 
different  kinds  of  rifles  were  submitted, 
and  by  Navember,  1885,  it  was  found 
Mr,  Marjoribanks 


that  only  two  rifles  had  survived  fhe 
trials.  These  were  the  Lee  rifle  and 
the  Owen- Jones  rifle.  Between  No- 
vember, 1885,  and  Septaraber,  1886,  the 
Committee  appear  to  have  held  no 
meetings— a  fact  which  is  not  easily 
explicable  —  but  in  September,  1886, 
the  Lee  rifle  was  finally  adopted. 
The  breech  mechanism  of  the  present 
rifle,  however,  has  been  evolved  since 
the  date  of  the  adoption  of  the  Lee  rifle  ; 
and,  indeed,  little  of  the  Lee  principle  is 
now  left  beside  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
detachable  magazine  placed  in  front  of 
the  trigger-guard,  necessitating  the  use 
of  a  bolt  system  of  breech  action.  Be- 
tween September,  1886,  and  the  period  of 
the  issue  of  350  rifles  for  report,  the  Com- 
mittee was  at  work  building  up  a  rifle. 
The  members  of  the  Committee  were  not 
mechanics,  but  they  had  the  run  of  the 
Eufield  yards,  and  the  assistance  of  the 
Assistant-Superintendent,  Mr.  Speed. 
Mr.  Speed  took  out  various  patents  con- 
nected with  the  processes  of  manu- 
facture of  various  parts  of  the  rifle. 
I  asked  for  a  Return  as  to  the  amount  of 
royalty  paid  in  respect  of  these  patents. 
I  was  told  that  no  royalty  had  yet 
been  paid,  and  that  no  decision  had  yet 
been  come  to  as  to  what  reward  should 
be  given.  This  may  be  the  case  with 
regard  to  the  Government  factory,  but  it 
is  difficult  to  understand  how  the  various 
private  factories  engaged  in  the  pro- 
duction of  the  rifle  can  have  avoided 
paying  something  for  the  patents.  The 
House  has  a  right  to  know  what  has 
been  the  cost  of  the  experiments,  and 
how  much  money  the  Small  Arms  Com- 
mittee has  expended  in  arriving  at  those 
particular  points  on  which  Mr.  Speed  h&s 
taken  out  patents.  The  result  is,  at  any 
rate,  that  an  exceedingly  expensive  rifle 
is  being  manufactured.  The  War  Office 
put  the  cost  of  the  weapon  during  the 
past  year  at  £5  5s.  a  rifle,  and  the 
Financial  Secretary  told  us  the  other  day 
that  the  estimate  taken  out  for  next  year 
was  £4  a  rifle,  congratulating  the  House 
on  the  cheapness  of  the  weapon.  Bnt 
the  estimate  for  next  year  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  the  cost  which  may 
be  actually  incurred  for  these  rifles.  TJie 
French  Lebel  rifle  costs  40f . ;  the  Mauser 
rifle  is  now  offered  for  sale  for  80f. ;  the 
Mannlicher  rifle  is  sold  for  75f. ;  while 
for  the  British  magazine  rifle  I  have  my- 
self paid  eight    guineas   in    the    open 
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market*  The  Ratum  jasb  given  to  the 
House  shows  the  necessity  of  the  g^reat 
cost  of  this  rifle,  Tho  old  Martini-Henry 
cost  abcmt  two  gaineiis,  and  had  61 
component  pirts,  na  agaiiiHt  08  in 
the  magazine  rifle,  la  the  manu- 
facture of  tlie  Martini-Henry  rifle  there 
wera  991  processes;  in  that  of  the 
magazine  rifle  there  are  1,611.  Tbe 
number  of  workmen  required  to  produce 
1,000  rifles  in  54  hours  is  fur  tho  itartini- 
Heery  751,  and  for  the  magazine  rifle 
1,310;  therefore, 'the  number  of  hours 
worked  in  the  production  of  1,000 
Martini-Henry  rifles  is  40,5o4,  and  of 
1,000  magazine  rifles  70,740.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  Secretary  for  War  that  it 
is  quite  impossible  for  the  House  to 
properly  discuss  the  detivils  of  tbe  new 
rifle  ;  but  when  it  is  found  that  the 
rifle  has  been  passed  by  a  Committ^^e 
who  themselves  invented  it,  when  it 
is  found  that  the  cost  of  that  weapon  ia 
double  that  of  tho  old  English  one,  and 
greatly  exceeds  that  of  all  those  recently 
adopted  by  foreign  couo  tries,  and 
when  it  is  found  there  is  a  vast  body 
of  military,  naval,  and  non-professional 
opinion  hostile  to,  or  severely  criti- 
cal of,  the  mechanical  principles 
on  which  it  depends,  surely  it  is  time 
for  the  House  to  insist  that  a  lx>dy  of 
expert  mechanics  should  examine  it,  to 
see  whether  it  is  constructed  on  sound 
mechanical  principles.  All  I  ask  the 
House  to  do  is  to  take  proper  precau- 
tions with  regard  to  this  rifle.  After 
the  R?p«]trt  of  the  Commission  presided 
over  by  the  noble  I/^rd  tho 
Member  for  Rossendale,  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  accept 
with  blind  confidence  eveiy thing  that  is 
done  by  the  War  Office.  Any  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  possesses  racehorses 
knows  that  a  horse  may  be  exceedingly 
good  looking  and  exceedingly  fast^ 
and  yet  have  some  weak  point.  »Such  a 
horse  may  pass  through  all  its  prepara- 
tions and  trials  satisfactorily,  and  yet 
break  down  when  the  supreme  moment 
comes,  owing,  to  a  great  extent«,  to  the 
very  trials  whicli  it  has  previously 
undei^one.  If  tho  Secretary  for  War 
were  buying  a  horse,  he  would  not  take 
tho  views  of  the  breeder  and  the  owner 
of  the  horse  as  final.  He  would  probably 
call  in  an  expert  to  find  whether  the 
horse  was  really  sound.  On  the  same 
principle,   I    now    ask     the    Hou32    of 


Commons  to  refer  the  nsw  rifle  to  a 
small  body  of  mechanical  experts  outside^ 
the  influence  of  the  War  Ofiice,  so  as  to- 
enable  the  House  to  form  an  accurate 
judgment  on  this  very  diflicult  matter. 
1  beg  to  move  the  Resolution  standing 
in  ray  name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

**That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Wiijeal)%  prayiai^  Iter  Meijeaty  to  appoint 
a  Royal  Commiasion  to  inquiro  into  the  tuerits- 
of  the  magaziue  rifle,  and  all  the  circumatance^ 
attending  its  adoptiua."^ — {Mr  Marjorihankg.) 

(5.16.)  Mr,^  HANBUET  (Preston): 
Whatever  opinion  we  may  have  as  to  tho 
reference  suggested  by  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  I  think  we  mu.st  all 
congratnlate  him  on  the  ntter  absence  of 
all  Party  spirit  from  the  tone  of  his^ 
speech.  Surely,  if  there  .is  one  subject 
more  than  another  on  which  upon  botli 
sides  of  the  House  there  ought  to  be  no 
Party  animus,  nor  any  charge  of  Party 
disloyalty,  it  is  one  like  this,  which  ia 
purely  a  matter  of  administration  con- 
nected with  the  defence  of  the  country, 
I  do  not  pretend  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  into  all  the  details,  technical 
and  mechanical,  into  which  he  has  gone 
in  regard  to  the  new  magazine  rifle.  Oa 
them  I  am  not  capable  of  forming  an 
opinion,  and  I  do  not  suppose  there  are 
many  of  us  here  who  are  capable  of 
forming  an  opinion  ;  but  at  the  samc^ 
time  there  aro  facts  in  connection  with 
the  intTOduction  of  this  new  rifle  on 
which  we  are  capable  of  forming  au 
opinion.  It  is  admitted  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  exjierts — some  persons  say  ex- 
perts^ and  some  say  amateurs — but  at  any 
rate  the  Committee  who  had  the  selection 
of  the  new  rifle,  instead  of  being  the 
judges  of  a  number  of  rifles  submitted  t*> 
them,  and  having  the  opportnnity  of 
picking  out  the  best  and  most  effective 
weapon,  constituted  themselves  rifle 
inventors,  and  became  interested  in 
pushing  this  particular  rifle  from  first  to 
last.  At  any  rate,  it  is  beyond  doubt  that 
at  the  Enfield  Factory  itself  there  were 
official  patentees  of  this  rifle,  and  when  1 
state  that  one  of  the  factory  officials,  Mr. 
Speed,  out  of  13  patents  connected  with 
this  rifle,  holds  no  less  than  10  in  hi» 
own  name,  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  in  saying  that  once  for  all 
we  ought  to  put  an  end  to  this  system,  of 
official  patentees,  because  it  is  utterly 
unfair  to  the  inventors  who  come  before 
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the  heads  of  the  GrDverument  estahh^h- 
tnents,  where  they  get  their  brains 
picked  by  the  officials,  and  have  their 
ideas  appropriated.  Whether  they  gefc 
royalties  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think 
that  is  a  point  c»a  which  we  ought  to 
have  a  distinct  statement  from  the  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War, 
I  will  go  one  step  further,  and  say  that 
if  there  is  one  body  in  England  whicli 
ought  to  be  able  to  express  an  expert  and 
i|ualified  opinion  on  the  new  rifle  it  is 
those  who  are  at  the  head  of  the  School 
of  Musketry  at  Hythe.  Well,  what 
happened  1  The  School  of  Musketry  at 
Hythe  paased  a  severe  condemnation  on 
this  rifle.  Colonel  Tongue,  who  was  the 
head  of  the  School  at  Hythe,  was  one  of 
those  who  were  put  upon  the  Com  ir  it  tee 
of  Choice,  and  a  more  inappropriate  man 
yon  could  not  possibly  have  had  on  such 
-a  Committee ;  because,  as  the  head  of  the 
School  of  Musketry,  he  was  one  of  those 
to  whom  appeal  would  be  made  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  rifle  in  the  last  resort,  and 
therefore  he  ought  to  have  had  no  direct 
interest  in  pushing  forward  that  par- 
ticular weapon.  The  heads  of  the  School 
at  Hythe  ought  to  be  a  body  capable  of 
giving  a  free  and  unbiassed  opinion  on 
such  a  subject.  But  what  bsis  l)een  the 
case  ?  Colonel  Siade,  who  was  one  of 
the  most  energetic  members  of  the  Com- 
mittee, ia  now  the  head  of  the  School  of 
Musketry  at  Hythe.  Thai,  I  think,  is 
not  the  way  in  which  the  (rovernment 
ought  to  have  proceeded.  So  far,  I  am 
in  agreement  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  ;  but  when  he  com  en  to 
the  remedy,  I  am  obliged  to  differ  from 
him.  What  I  say  ia  this,  — either  the 
War  Office  is  right  at  the  present 
moment  or  it  is  not.  If  it  be  right,  the 
proposed  remedy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  prove  dilatory  and  miscljie- 
vous,  and  would  fwstpone  the  introduction 
of  the  new  rifle  for  a  cousidei-able  time, 
and  we  have  already  been  nearly  ten 
years  considering  what  new  rifle  v.e 
should  have,  Moreover,  if  the  War 
Office  is  right,  the  less  we  interfere  with 
the  Government  establishments  the  bet- 
ter, and  therefore  the  Royal  Commission 
which  is  proposed  would  be  an  umieces- 
swj  evil.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
War  Office  is  wrong,  then  I  say  the 
remedy  would  prove  wholly  inadequate. 
If,  with  all  its  money,  all  the  taleut  it 
has  at  its  command,  and  all  the  time  it 
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has  at  its  disposal — it  being  now  nearly 
eight  years  since  the  Committee  begati 
to  sit  on  this  subject — if,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  War  Office  cannot 
perform  one  of  its  most  ordinary  duties 
in  regard  to  the  supply  of  anms  for  the 
service  of  the  country,  I  think  we  shall 
require  something  of  a  much  more 
stringent  and  drastic  character  than  a 
mere  inquiry  into  the  way  in  which  it 
has  dealt  with  the  introduction  of  this 
particular  arm*  If  it  be  the  case  that 
the  War  Office  has  Ijeen  so  thoroughly 
inefficient^  as  has  been  pointed  out^ 
then  I  say  it  wants  overhauling 
from  top  to  bottom,  and  not  a  more 
inquiry  such  as  is  now  suggested.  Tho^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  this  is 
exactly  what  Lord  Hartington's  Com^ 
mission  recommended  ;  but  are  we  right 
in  trusting  to  Royal  Commissions  I  Wa 
have  already  bad  so  many  of  them  sittinj^ 
at  the  War  Office  that"  the  War  Office 
ought  to  be  at  the  present  moment  one 
of  the  most  perfect  ho  dies  under  Heavem 
On  the  question  of  the  introduction  of 
new  arms  and  new  materials  of  war  into 
the  Service,  you  had  only  two  or  three 
years  ago  a  Royal  Commission,  which 
was  presided  over  by  Mr,  Justice  Stephen, 
and  on  which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Horsham  Division 
of  Sussex  (Sir  W,  Barttelot)  sat.  That 
Committee  went  fully  into  the  questio 
as  to  how  the  War  Office  should  under-' 
take  the  supply  of  arms  to  the  Service  ; 
an d  w hat  was  t h e  re su  1 1 1  The  way  i n  w h icll 
this  Committee  of  experts,  or  amateurs, 
has  recommended  this  rifle  has  been  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  mischief,  and 
what  has  been  done  in  regard  to  it  has 
been  done  in  the  face  of  the  recom- 
mendations ccmtained  in  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  over  which  Mr.  Justicd 
Stephen  presided.  What  did  Mr* 
Justice  Stephen  say  on  the  subject?  Ho 
said — 

**The»e  Committees  hare  no  continuity;^ 
thev  involvG  no  oflicial  responaihilitj* ;  they  are 
often  unfitted  to  the  work :  they  bit  only  when 
it  auilw  their  conveoieuce  ;  they  are  liable  to  he  j 
dissolved  at  any  mumentt  or  to  be  re-con Btitut^d] 
or  iuperseded  at  n  inomeiit*s  notice  ;  and  their] 
proceedings  are  often  dilatory,  confused^  and| 
nnsatiafaetory  to  the  last  degree." 

And  this  is  the  very  Committee  on  the  I 
recommendation  of  which  we  have  been  [ 
asked   to   adopt   this   new    rifle.     It   ia  ' 
quite  clear  that  Royal  t commissions  will 
not  do  the  work  for  us,  because  the  War 
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Offica  does  not  carry  ont  their  recom- , 
mendations.  What  we  Trantis  something 
more  potent — something  that  will  speak 
-^vitha  stronger  voice  than  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. The  only  body  that  can  speak 
with  that  stronj^  and  potent  voice  is  the 
pubhc:  and,  although  the  War  Office  does 
not  mind  tiiesL^  Reports  of  Committees 
and  Commissions,  it  may  be  influenced 
by  the  voice  of  public  opinion.  No 
doubt  the  Government  does  not  object  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  to 
deal  with  matters  of  this  kind,  because 
they  know  that  when  the  people  see  that 
a  Kojal  Commission  has  been  appointed 
thoy  say,  *^  Ali,  now  it  will  l>e  all  right.  A 
Royal  Commission  has  been  appointed, 
and  it  will  inquire  iutothe  whole  facts,  and 
take  care  of  our  interests."  To  thi*?!  way 
public  opinion  is  deadened,  the  subject 
is  dropped,  and  nothing  more  is  heard  of 
the  matter,  at  any  rate,  unless  some 
catastrophe  or  accident  should  happen, 
or  some  great  mischief  result.  When 
this  is  the  case  the  War  Office  is  tlien 
able  to  turn  round  upon  its  Roj^al  Com- 
mission, and  say — ''That  Commission 
was  appointed  tu  take  all  the  responsi- 
bility off  our  hands,  and  therefore  you 
must  not  blame  us  in  the  matter.'' 
That,  Sir,  is  one  reason  why  I  do  not 
want  a  Royal  Commission,  What  I  say 
is,  that  the  proper  thing  for  us  to  do  is 
to  lay  the  full  burden  of  responf^ihility 
on  the  War  Office,  to  see  that  that  De* 
parfcment  does  its  work,  and  to  punisli 
those  who  do  not  perform  their  duties 
in  a  proper  manner.  But  it  is  said  if 
you  have  a  Royal  Commission  you  will 
get  a  great  deal  of  information  out  of  it. 
i  think  there  is  already  a  great  deal  of 
information  on  this  subject,  even  down 
to  the  most  minute  technical  details. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War  has  been  in  receipt  of  the  most 
valuable  Reports,  and  he  lias  also  before 
him  the  extremely  valuable  letters  which 
have  appeared  in  the  Timm — letters 
which,  I  b.-lieve,  will  be  found  to  be  of 
considerable  service.  [Mr.  E.  Stakhope 
shook  his  head.]  Well,  we  shall  see 
how  that  is  by-and  b^.  At  any  rate,  we 
can,  aft^r  all,  ensure  the  whole  of  the 
information  we  require  without  any 
Royal  Commission  at  all,  and  it  ought  to 
be  laid  before  this  House  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. It  lies  with  the  War  Office  to 
furnish  the  information.  Let  us  also 
see  what  has  been  done  in  regard  to 
VOL,  COCXLIX*     [imRD  series.] 


this  matter  elsewhere.  We  should  like 
to  know  what  the  Indian  Government 
has  to  Fay  on  the  que.stion  of  this  rifle » 
We  ought  to  have  the  opinion  of  that 
Government  as  an  independent  authority, 
because  I  think  it  would  be  a  valuable 
thing  for  us  to  know  what  it  has  to  say 
on  the  subject.  I  find  that  the  Victorian 
Government,  as  is  stated  in  the  Mel- 
bourne  Argus,  gave  an  order  for  5,000 
of  these  rifles,  and  that  all  of  a 
sudden  that  order  was  countermanded- 
We  should  like  to  see  the  correspondence 
between  the  War  Office  and  these  two 
Governments  on  this  subject.  But  if 
we  are  in  want  of  information,  surely 
we  can  get  it  by  word  of  mouth  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  this  House  quite  as  well  as 
by  means  of  a  Royal  Commission,  If 
the  information  is  to  be  got  in  an  official 
way  we  shall  not  get  it  any  the  better 
from  a  Royal  Commission  than  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War.  I  know  that  it  is  frequently  said, 
on  l^ebalf  of  the  Government,  that  papers 
which  are  asked  for  are  contidential. 
But  we  want  to  get  hold  of  the  papers  in 
this  case,  and  to  know  what  the  Colonial 
Authorities  and  the  Indian  Government 
have  to  ^ay  in  regard  to  these  things* 
We  shall,  however,  never  get  full  in- 
formation on  these  subjects  until  the 
House  and  the  country  are  treated  with 
a  little  less  reserve  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  Authorities.  These  are 
matters  on  which  the  public  has  the 
right  to  full  information,  and  we  hav^ 
pretty  good  evidence,  as  given  before 
Mr.  ,lustice  Stephen's  Commission,  that 
the  pnblic  does  not  get  full  information. 
The  late  Adjutant  General  Lord  Wolseley 
stated  that 

'*  On©  of  the  moat  serious  complniots  that  can 
be  biought  against  the  fly  at  cm  of  the  admintfl- 
tralion  of  \he  Army,  and  the  ByBUm  of 
Government  bb  it  bears  on  the  Army,  li  rhat  wo 
do  not  tell  thd  trtithto  the  English  people." 

If  we  could  only  get  more  explicit 
answers  to  some  of  the  questions  that 
are  put  in  this  House,  the  country  would 
l^e  better  informed  as  to  how  the  service 
is  to  be  supplied  with  proper  and  efficient 
arms.  It  is  the  system  of  secrecy  that 
is  adopted  in  regard  to  these  matters 
which  is  doing  the  Government  more 
harm  than  almost  anything  else ;  it  is 
from  this  that  its  dilficulties  mainly 
arise*      If  the   War   Office   would  only 
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tako  tlie  country  into  its  coiifidetice,  we 
should  hear  a  gi>od  deal  more  about  thia 
rifle  than  we  know  at  present ;  and,  for 
mj  part,  I  think  that   after   all  a  good 
deal  may  he  said  on  the  side  of  the  new 
weapon »     We  have  not  heard  what  are 
the  tests  that  have  been  appHed  to  it  by 
the   Colonial   and   the    Indian    Govern- 
ments, nor  have  w©  been  informed  as  to 
what  they  have  to  say  on  the  subject. 
I  doj  however,  happen  to  know  that  thia 
rifle  was  submitted  to  a  very  severe  test 
by  the  Roumanian  Government,  who  had 
it   tried  in  competition    with  a  certain 
immbor   of    other  rifles    of    a    similar 
cliaracter,  and  that  the  result  was  that 
the    magazine    rifle,    which    has    \)een 
adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
came  out  drst.     That  being  so,  it  is,  as 
far  aa   it  goes,    a   justification  for  the 
selection  of  this  rifle ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  obvious  that  rival  m venters 
would  be  only  too  keen  in  endeavouring 
to  get  the  Government  to  put  reside  the 
rifle   they   have    adopted    in   favour   of 
their   own    particular   weafx)ns.     There 
can    be    little   doubt   that  a   good  deal 
of    the    opposition    to     the     new    rifle 
does   come    from  these  rival  inventors. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  much  the  same  op- 
poaition   was  raised  against  the  Martini- 
Henry  rifle,  and  it  was  fully  two  years 
i»r  more  after  the  first  issue  of  that  rifle 
that  it  was  perfected,      li  the  Govern- 
ment would  only  take  the  |iuhlie  into  its 
Dontidence,    it    may   be    that    there     is 
much  tfj  he  said  for  this  ritle,     I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  do 
so.     It  is   import^mt,  in  the  iiite rests  of 
the  nation,   that  the  soldier  should  not 
get  into  liis  head  that  he  is  armed  with  an 
inefficient  weapon.     Once  get  that  into 
his    head,   and    he   will    never  like    hia 
weapon.       This    is    wlrnt   strikes    me : 
either  the    War    Office  in  this    case  is 
the    most   reckless   and  headstrong  De- 
partment that  ever  existed,  or  it  has  got 
thorough  confidence  in  its  rifle,  because 
it  is  going  on  with  the  manufacture  of  it, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  '*With  a 
rapidity  unexampled    in    the  history  of 
this  country."     In  the  face  of  Hythe,  of 
the  FitzJanies  Stephen  Commission,  and 
of   the    Indian   and     Colonial  evidence, 
they   are     proceeding  with    the   manu- 
facture of  this  rifle  at  a  rate  unexampled 
in    the   history  of   this  country.     It    is 
perfectly  incredible  that  the  War  OflBce, 
if  it  has  any  suspicion  of  its  own  riflop 
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should  go  on  wilh   its  m;\nufacture   atl 
the  pace    it  does.       For  these    reasons  1 
I    object     to     the     Iloyal    Commission 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  . 
opposite.     We    must   liave   one    of   twoj 
things :  If  the  War  Oflice  refuses  inquiry  ' 
into  thia  rifle,   and  takes  the   entire  re- 
sponsibility on  its  own  shoulders,  then 
we  ought  to  know  exactly  who  it  is  we  I 
are  trusting.     What  is  the  real  and  main  I 
f>bject  of  my  Amendment  1     If  we  are  j 
not  going  to  have  an  inquiry  by  an  out- j 
side  bckdy,  then  we  must  press  homo  tho  J 
responsibility  of  the  War  Office  to  the] 
utmost  extent, 
♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
Mr.    HANBUKY:     My    right    hon. 
Friend  says  ^*  Hear,  hear !  ^'  to  that.     My  I 
right  hon.  Friend  objects  to  anonymous  j 
criticism  of  this  War  Office   rifle.     J,  cm  I 
my  part,  object  to  the  anonymous  responsi- 
bility for  this  rifle.     It  is  not  the  rigltt 
hon.     Gentleman     who    is    responsible. 
That  would  be  wanting  in   reason.     It 
is  utterly  impossible   that  responsibility 
of  this  sort  should  be  thrown  purely  on  j 
tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  War*     We  all 
know  what  would  happen.     If  the  worst  | 
come  to   the   worst,    we  should  have  a. ) 
flve-line  Whip  sent  out  on  Government 
autbority,    and    his    sole    responsibility 
would  vanish.     It  is  impossible  that  any 
one   man,   civilian    or  military,  can   bo 
responsible   for  all    the   details  of   the 
War  Office.     And  ,the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man     has     very     wisely    and    betimes 
guarded     himself     against     any    possi- 
bility   of   being  made    responsible    for 
this  rifle.     I  saw  the  other  day  what  I 
thought  was  a  very  sensible   letter  on 
the  subject,  in    which  the  writer  saya 
that   whether   the  rifle  is    or  is  not   a 
suitable  weapon  for  the  British  Army, 
it    is    not   a    matter  upon    which    any 
weight  would,  or  ought  to,  attach  to  the 
Secretary  of  State's  opinion.      If  that  is 
the   case,  then  we  cannot  hold  him  re- 
sponsible.    Again,  Mr.  Justice  Stephen'** 
opinion    is  worth  nothing,  and   he  was 
the  head  of  the  Commission  which  con- 
sidered the    subject;    nor  is  the  Small 
Arms  Committee   responsible.     The  ex- 
tract  from  the  Ileport  says — *^  We  can- 
not be  held  responsible  in  any  sense.** 
Then  I  want  to  know  who  is  responsible  *\ 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman  referred  us 
to  Sir  Redvcrs  Duller,  but  that  officer 
says — *M   kuow  nothing  about  rifles;  I 
do   not   profess   to    be   any   authority." 


1649 


Maf/azine 


{Febkuary  3,  1891} 


J^i/i^, 


1650 


That  wf>nld  appear  to  suggest  that  jou 
cannot  hold  him  re8|K)nsible.  Going-  a 
«tep  farther,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  ns  to  the  large  botij — he  does 
not  tell  us  who  they  were — which  pas^sed 
judgment  upon  this  rifle.  Jle  says  that 
the  reports  of  the  ^tri^Ja  being  satis- 
factory a  meeting  was  hold  at  which 
were  present  the  Dnke  of  Camhridge, 
Mr»  Stanhope,  General  Wolseley, 
♦Sir  Ked^rera  Buller,  Mnjor  General 
Aldorson,  Sir  Frederick  Abel,  Mr. 
Anderson^  Mr.  J.  Rigby,  and  othera. 
Well,  that  is  a  very  lax  responsibiHty 
— *'  and  others."  I  want  to  know- 
eve  ry  one  who  was  there.  Sir  Red  vers 
BuUer  has  generally  disclaimed  responsi- 
bility. 

TiiR  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  WAR  OFFICE  (ilr.  Brodrigk, 
Surrey,  Guildford)  :  He  is  incorrectly 
reported.  The  only  statement  made  is 
llnit  Ciintainod  in  an  anonymoua  letter 
in  the  Tirfies  this  morning. 

Mb,  HANBilRy  :  1  beg  pardon  ;  I 
read  the  spec  eh  of  Sir  lied  vers  Bullor, 
I  think  both  in  the  Times  and  in  the 
Broad  Arrow,  I  have  seen  no  ooutradic- 
lion  of  it,  I  uoderstand  he  is  to  be  held 
responsible.  Then  is  everybody  in  this 
large  body  to  be  held  responsible  1  That 
is  really  the  gist  of  the  w^holo  question. 
I  should  say  that  the  mtin  who  is  to  be 
held  responsible  is  the  Director  of 
Artillery — General  Alderson,  He  is  an 
expert,  at  the  head  of  this  particular 
Department.  My  sole  object  in  intro- 
ducing the  Amendment  is  to  get  a  state- 
ment from  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to 
who,  if  anything  goes  wrong,  is  going  to 
be  dismiS3:;?d  from  his  position,  who  de- 
prived of  his  pcn.sion,  who  punished  for 
providing  the  British  Army  with  a 
thorougldy  ba4  weap:>n.  We  cannot  have 
responsibility  of  a  general  chnrocter 
put  upon  the  War  Office;  there  have 
been  too  many  breaks-down  in  that 
Department  lately.  The  country  has  a 
right  tt>  demand  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  information  as  to  who  is 
responsible.  If,  as  I  firmly  believe,  to  a 
cert;iin  extent  this  rifle  is  a  good  one,  we 
want  to  know  who  will  have  the  credit 
of  it ;  and  if  it  is  a  bad  one, then  who  is  the 
man  who  should  be  punished  for  handing 
a  bad  weapon  to  the  British  troops  9  I 
have  introduced  my  Amendment  with 
the  object  of  ascertaining  exactly  where 
the  responsibility  lies.     1  beg  to  move 


the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "  That  **  to  the  end 
of  the  Uiiestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *♦  It  h 
iiDdetirabl^,  by  the  appoiutnient  of  a  Koyol 
Commigftion  inquiring  into  a  deUiil  of  tniHtary 
fidministnition.  to  weaken  the  full  reBpoDsibiiity 
of  the  officiajnf,  specially  charged  witb  that 
duty,  for  the  recommendfttion  and  adoption  of 
the  new  magazine  rifie,*' — (Mr,  Mmthtivyj) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question/* 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S,E.)  :  I  beg  to 
second  the  Amendment. 

*(5.26.)  Cou>Xfj.  NOLAK  (Gal way, 
NO  :  Sir,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  speaks  on  military  administra- 
tion I  very  nften  support  his  views,  and 
I  agree  with  much,  not  all,  that 
he  has  said  on  this  occasion. 
This  question  is  a  very  peculiar  one,  and 
it  is  one,  beside  the  importance  of  which 
the  question  of  responsibility  of  par* 
ticular  officers  or  bodies  sinks  into  in- 
significance.  The  national  existence 
depctnds  upon  whether  the  rifle  with 
which  our  troops  ore  armed  is  good  or 
bul.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Memlx^r  for  Berwick  haj*  enlightened 
the  House  by  a  most  interesting  speech, 
and  he  has  given  us  most  valuable  infor- 
mation. On  this  question  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  specialist.  His 
performances  with  the  rifle  rival 
Locksley's,  in  Ivanlioe  with  the  long 
bow.  I  myself  have  seen  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  make  19  bulfs-eyes  out  of 
20,  [Cheers*]  The  House  has  a  right 
to  cheer,  for  the  occasion  to  which  I 
refer  was  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man w*as  the  champion  of  this  House 
against  the  Representatives  of  another 
place.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pulled 
various  pieces  of  the  rifle  out  of  different 
pockets  in  the  course  of  hi.s  instructive 
and  interesting  observations  ;  and  at  one 
time  I  thought  be  had  put  on  a 
poacher's  coat,  and  that  he  was  going 
to  pull  out  the  stock  and  barrel, 
which  he  could  well  have  done, 
as  the  magazine  rifle  has  a  divided 
stock.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
divided  his  subject  into  four  heads,  and 
I  will  deal  with  them,  though  not  from 
the  mechanical  point  of  view.  I  have 
gone  through  a  special  course  at  Enfield 
3  T  2 
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iB?Ith  respect  to  tbe  rifle,  so  that  I  know 
something  of  the  subject.  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  mistake  in 
going  into  too  many  details.  Bat  he  has 
raised  ati  important  qncstion,  namely, 
the  redaction  of  tlie  bore.  In  Europe^ 
up  to  five  or  six  years  ago,  every  country 
except,  perhaps,  Switzerland  had  a  bore  of 
44  hundredths.  That  was  the  avera^reover 
Europe.  Some  five  years  ago  the  P>ench 
made  a  regular  revolution  in  small  arms 
by  reducing  the  bore  from  44  hundredths 
to  30  hundredths.  They  have  the  whole 
honour  andgloryof  that  movement,  though 
the  Swiiss  had  aho^vn  the  way  to  a  certain 
Gxientp  The  redaction  from 4 4 hundredths 
to  30  hundredths  appears  at  first  sight 
considerable.  But  that  is  quite  insigni- 
ficant. You  must  go  by  the  cube  of 
this  ratio  of  3  to  2,  and  I  say  that  the 
change  if  measured  by  the  cube  increases 
the  effectiveness  of  the  rifle  enormously. 
The  reduction  of  the  bore  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  objects  has 
enabled  the  authorities  to  reap  tremen- 
dous advantages.  In  the  first  place,  the 
trajectory  is  flattened.  If  a  bullet  from 
a  Martini  just  grassed  the  head  of  a  man 
at  1,000  yards*  range  it  would  fall  28 
yards  beyond  him,  while  a  bullet  fi'om 
the  now  riOe  would  fall  52  yards  beyond 
him.  When  you  come  to  using  the  rifle 
in  action  it  may  bo  taken  that  the 
difference  in  the  execution  done  by 
the  two  rifles  will  be  in  proportion 
to  those  figures,  or  about  five  to  three. 
Then  the  recoil  is  reduced.  The  right 
hon,  Grentleman  the  Member  for  Ber» 
-wickshire  is  an  accomplished  marksman 
and  does  not  shirk  the  kick,  hut  the 
ordinary  soldier  looks  upon  the  Martini 
very  much  as  he  looks  on  a  kicking 
horse — he  is  afraid  of  it,  and  under  such 
circumstances  you  cannot  expect  him  to 
aim  correctly.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  said  that  the  kick  of  the  new 
rifle  compared  with  the  Martini  is  as  7 
to  45,  which  means  that  the  kick  of  the 
now  rifle  will  have  practically  no  effect 
on  the  shoulder.  That  will  make  it  pos- 
sible to  train  a  eoldier  much  more 
quickly,  besides  enabling  him  to  fire  a 
great  number  of  rounds  without  the 
bruising  of  the  shoulder  which  results 
from  firing  45  to  50  rounds  with  the 
Martini,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  bore  should  not  be  reduced  beyond 
the  point  at  which  a  leaden  buUet  could 
be  used.  That  view  was  discussed  in 
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the  Times  this  morninj*,  but  the  writers  I 
did  not  condescend  to  give  figures.  Thol 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gives  '320  as  a] 
Ixire  which  would  stand  a  leaden  bullet- 
That  is  very  little  larger  than  the  pi-esent 
bore^  which  is  -303,  and  I  doubt  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  prove  that 
his  figure  is  correct,  I  know  that  ex- 
periments have  been  made  at  Enfield* 
from  which  it  would  appear  that  400  is 
the  smallest  bore  suited  to  a  leaden 
bullet.  I  do  not  believe  any  force  armed 
with  *450  bore  rifles  could  stand  against  | 
troops  armed  with  rifles  of  -303  bore, 
the  advantages  of  which  are  so  enormous. 
They  would  he  out-shot  at  the  long 
ranges,  and  also  would  not  be  able  to 
carry  so  many  cartridges.  Every  one 
wanted  to  reduce  the  bore.  It  was 
known  that  if  that  were  done  there  must 
be  a  Ioniser  bullet,  and,  to  prevent  it 
turning,  greater  speed  would  have  to  be 
imparted  to  it»  and  then  there  was  the 
danger  that  the  rifle  would  get  foa? 
through  powder  Icniging  in  the  grooves. 
Therefore,  it  was  decided  to  have 
nickel  or  copper  or  iron  and  zinel 
covering  inst-ead  of  a  pure  leadea 
ballet  It  was  objected  to  by  some 
military  men  that  such  a  bullet  I 
would  stick  in  the  rifle,  but  there  ia  1 
really  no  practical!  difliculty  with  the 
bullet  sheath,  which  only  sticks  when 
the  rifle-barrel  is  perfectly  clean.  If  an 
oiled  rag  is  passed  down  the  barrel,  or  if 
the  soldier  breathes  down  it,  the  sheath 
will  not  stick,  even  on  the  first  shot  after- 
wards the  sheath  never  sticks.  There  | 
need  be  no  difficulty  except  that 
arising  from  utter  and  supreme  care- 
lessness, I  do  not  think  the  *' strik- 
ing power"  is  of  much  conee^ 
que  nee.  That  argument  was  used 
against  the  Minie  rifle,  as  compared  with 
the  Brown  Bess,  I  think  men  of  ordi* 
nary  courage  will  be  stopped  by  one  of  th©  1 
small  bullets,  but  if  not,  then  the  maga- 
zine will  enable  the  soldier  to  put  in  two 
or  three  bullets.  Even  if  the  small 
bullet  will  not  stop  a  horse,  as  a 
general  rule  the  rider  will  stop 
it  if  there  is  a  shower  of  bullets.  The 
second  great  difference  between  th© 
old  rifle  and  the  new  is  the  change  from 
the  falling  block  to  the  bolt  system  of 
breech  a^-tion.  The  bolt  system  is,  I  think, 
much  the  simpler.  There  is  nothing 
rash  in  that  change,  for  the  bolt  action 
has  b^eutthoroughly  tried  all  over  Europe  , 
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lor  25  jears.  I  believe  the  United  States 
are  the  only  people  who  follow  us,  and 
they  have*  I  believe,  not  a  falling 
but  a  rising  block  breecli  action.  A 
falling  block  is  probably  incompatible 
with  a  mag^azine,  for  if  the  falling 
block  is  used  the  cartridges  must  be 
pushed  in  with  the  finger,  while  the 
bolt  action  pushes  them  in  itself  in  the 
act  of  closing  the  bi*eech,  I  repeat  that 
in  making  this  change  we  have  done 
nothing  rash  ;  indeed  we  have  taken  a 
wise  and  prudent  step,  as  the  bolt  system 
has  been  tried  in  any  number  of  campaigns 
with  every  success.  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  haa  done  the 
Government  justice  in  not  giving  them 
credit  for  this  change.  As  to  the  details 
of  the  breech  action,  I  think  them  of 
secondary  importance.  I  generally  find 
when  anything  goes  wrong  wnth  the 
breech  mechanism  of  a  fowling-piece  that 
it  is  because  the  gunraaker  has  been 
trying  to  sail  round  somebody's  patent. 
That  can  hardly  be  the  case  here,  for  the 
Government  have  annexed  everybody's 
patents.  The  points  of  detail  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
found  fault  are  chiefly  questions  of 
manufacture.  The  extractor  is  a  well- 
known  one,  and  there  haa  only  been  one 
doubtful  case  of  failure.  At  Woolwich 
-enly  one  bolt-head  has  been  injured  in 
the  rides  used  for  proving  ammunition, 
and  that  is  a  very  small  proportion 
after  2Qfi00  rounds  from  that  par- 
ticular  rifle.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aaid  that  the  extractor  is  weak,  and  that 
it  is  short ;  but  in  such  mechanism  the 
shorter  a  tiling  is  the  better,  because 
It  is  less  likely  to  bend,  and  this  ex- 
tractor always  goes  on  pulling  out  the 
cartridges.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  objected  to  the  strikers  and  to  the 
main  spring.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
Hythe  lately  tried  100  new  main  springs; 
only  one  broke,  and  the  rifle  fired  well 
with  the  broken  one  ;  but  I  think  that 
we  may  now  rely  on  the  main  springs, 
which  are  similar  to  those  which  have 
been  tried  on  the  Continent  in  great 
wars,  while  th<it  in  the  new  rifle  baa  lesa 
pressure  on  it  than  was  the  case  in  the 
Continental  rifles*  I  do  not  see  how  the 
extractor  spring  can  break.  Several 
have  been  tried  during  the  last  few 
weeks.  Oat  of  five  in  the  hands  of 
tiroopsone  broke  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
out     of     five     which     snapped     2,000 


rounds  none  broke,  and  similar  succesa 
attended  fivewhich  snapped  40,000  rounds. 
With  regard  to  sand,  the  rifle  has  been 
tried  in  Egypt,  and  after  being  buried 
24  hours  in  the  sand  all  has  gone  well, 
I  the  refold  think  that  it  may  be  assumed 
that  the  rifle  will  stand  sand.  I  be- 
lieve that  now  soldiers  are  in  favour  of 
the  rifle.  Of  course,  there  have  been 
some  small  faults*  such,  for  instance,  as 
in  the  screw  which  has  joined  the  bolt- 
head  to  the  bolt,  but  there  is  no  fauU 
now  in  that  respect.  We  cannot  expect 
to  change  from  a  large  to  a  small  boro 
and  from  a  falling  block  system  to  a  bolt 
system  without  some  mistakes  being 
made,  especially  when  the  rifle  is  being 
manufactured  at  a  great  rate,  I  will 
now  pass  from  the  details  of  the  bolt  to 
what  has  been  called  an  essential  feature 
of  tlie  rifle,  namely,  the  magazine. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  object 
to  a  magazine  very  much,  I  suppose^ 
because  he  considers  that  a  magazine 
is,  on  the  whole,  a  useful  addition  to  a 
rifle.  Nearly  every  country  baa  a 
magazine  rifle  except  Russia,  which  has 
a  rifle  which  takes  six  or  seven  cart- 
ridges on  the  top  of  the  barrel  in 
a  quick  loader.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objects  to  this  magazine  on 
the  ground  that  it  ought  to  be  fixed, 
and  he  also  finds  fault  with  the  magazine 
spring.  I  am  informed  on  the  best  au- 
thority that  out  of  100  which  have  been 
in  daily  use  by  soldiers  for  six  weeks 
not  one  has  failed  or  showed  any  sign  of 
rust.  I  think  that  is  a  very  fair  test. 
Again,  these  magazines  are  not  of  very 
great  importance;  they  can  be  rapidly 
changed.  In  the  United  States  Navy 
they  keep  ua  in  countenance  in  thia 
matter,  for  they  use  a  detachable  maga- 
zine on  the  Lee  system.  It  is  easier  to 
take  out  the  magazine  and  put  in  another 
than  to  fill  a  fixed  magazine  with  cart- 
ridges, and  the  magazine  now  in  use  cJin- 
not  really  drop  out.  In  action  fresh 
magazines  can  bo  brought  up  and  sup- 
plied to  the  troops,  and  therefore  I  con- 
sider that  a  detachable  magazine  is  a  very 
valuable  feature,  and  far  surpasses  any 
fixed  one.  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  any  fear  of  the  cartridges  not  com- 
ing out  of  the  magazine  separately;  of 
course,  if  a  man  tries  to  put  a  cartridge 
into  the  barrel  without  cutting  oK  the 
magazine  there  will  be  two  cartridges 
at   once,  but  even    then   nothing    will 
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happen   to  pnb  the  rifio  out  of  order. 

Of  course,  a  greftt  deal  must  nec^jssarily 
be  speculation,  lion.  Membetii  would 
like  to  know  how  these  weapons  would 
answer  ia  warfare,  but  we  cannot  ^et 
up  a  fir.,t-class  war  in  order  to  ti j  a 
rifle.  I  believe  that  iu  1885,  iu  the  war 
•  between  the  French  and  the  Chinese, 
the  Lee  riio  proved  an  excellent 
weapon.  Some  36,000  of  these  weapons 
were  sent  out,  together  with  36,000,000 
j*OTindg  of  cartridges,  to  the  Chinese,  and 
the  defeat  of  the  French  at  Loo  Shoon  is 
generally  attributed  to  the  Lee  rifte, 
although  the  French  had  the  Kroa|^>ettiiky 
fixed  magazine  ritle.  We  only  differ 
£rom  all  the  other  nations  with  re- 
gard  tfD  the  magazine  rifle  in  one  im- 
portant pDint,  and  that  is  in  reference 
to  the  detachable  magazine.  On  every 
other  broad  point  w^^  agree  with  every 
other  country  in  the  world.  As  to  the 
aniaUer  points  i*eferred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  no  doubt  they 
may  be  very  usefully  con.^idered,  and  I 
think  the  Secretary  for  War  ought  to 
have  them  carefully  im|Uired  into.  But 
they  are  only  points  of  detail,  and  I 
believe  that  up  to  the  present  the  riHe 
has  been  very  successful, 

♦(6,2,)  Mr.  E,  stanhope  :  I  shall 
have  to  ask  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  the  largo  number  of  details 
which  it  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  refer  to  in  the  course  of  my  remarks, 
but  I  ask  for  it  upon  no  other  grounds, 
I  have  been  attacked  outside  th©  House 
very  bitterly  ;  bat,  for  my  ]jart,  I  should 
be  very  aorry  to  answer  my  critics  in  the 
aame  apirit  in  which  they  have  attacked 
me.  The  object  of  every  one  in  the 
House  is,  I  am  quite  sure,  to  arrive  at  the 
truth,  and,  therefore,  I  appeal  with  the 
utmost  confidence  to  this  much  fairer 
tribunal  to  deal  with  the  matter  in 
a  spirit  of  absoltite  fairness.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  has  asked  us  to  show 
leSB  reserve.  I  am  not  co«8cious  myself 
of  having  shown  any  reserve.  All  the 
Reports  which  have  b?en  asked  for  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  they  could  have  been  printed  if  it 
hbd  been  desired.  Certainly,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  have  no  desire  to  keep 
back  anything.  I  desire  in  every  respect 
to  take  the  House  into  our  confidence, 
because  I  believe  that  the  more  we  take 
i^  House  into  our  confidence  the  more 
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certainly  shall  we  be  supported  in  thM 
steps  we  have  taken.  I  think  the  Hou«c^q 
will  be  of  opinion  that,  while  I  must- 1 
go  into  many  details,  without  unneces-- 
sarily  wearying  it  with  them»  it  ifti 
ray  duty,  first  of  all,  to  dwell  np^n  some 
points  of  principle  that  have  been  raised. 
The  right  lion.  Cientleman  opptislte,  about 
the  tono  or  substance  of  whoa 3  speach 
I  make  no  complaint  at  all,  has  asked  for 
an  inquiry  by  a  Roy.il  Commission,  Well, 
I  confess  I  should  be  exceedingly  glad  to^ 
take  it  upon  myself  to  give  an  inquiry^ 
if  I  saw  my  way  to  do  so,  that  would 
relieve  the  War  OflBco  of  some  responsi- 
bility. We  have  got,  we  Ixjlieve,  a  good 
ritle,  and  in  our  opinion  the  more  inqmry 
we  have  the  better  that  rifie  will  come  out- 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
has  moved  an  Amend  men t  to  the  effect ' 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  take  away 
any  of  the  responsibility  from  the  War 
Office*,  which  has  chosen  and  issued  the 
new  ride,  by  the  appointment  of  any 
Commission  cf  Inquiry  or  byany  outsido 
inquiry  at  all.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
The  position  is  this — we  have  chosen  and 
issued  a  new  i-ifle.  We  fully  accept  tht* 
responsibility  for  what  we  have  done,. 
and  I  think  it  wonld  be  very  unwise, 
and  hardly  in  accordance  with  the- 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons,  were 
tliey  to  appoint  a  Commission  of  Inquiry 
to  take  away  responsibility  from  thos^ 
to  whom  it  rightly  belongs,  and  confer  it 
upon  some  liody  contbituted  we  do  not 
know  how,  Theivfore,  if  we  come  to  a 
Division— and  I  hope  we  may  not  be 
required  to  do  so — I  shall  certainly  be 
prepared  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  Now,  Sir,  let  me  ask 
this  question  :  What  is  the  nature  of  the 
responsibility  for  this  rifie  ?  Who,  in 
short,  is  to  choose  a  new  ritle  which  > 
i4j  be  pat  into  the  hands  of  the  troo|Ds1 
On  this  question  I  believe  I  shall 
receive  the  universal  assent  of  the 
House  t<i  tho  proposition  I  lay  down. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  not  the  Secretary 
of  State  upon  whom  devolves  primarily 
the  responsibility  for  the  choice  of  a  new 
rifle,  A  goml  deal  has  been  argued  out 
of  doors  on  this  question.  But  if  I  had 
overridden  the  opinion  of  all  the  authori- 
ties, and  had  given  the  troops  on  my  own 
r.?6p;:>n8ibi li ty  a  rifle  of  my  own  choosing, 
1  should  liku  to  know  what  would  not 
have  been  said,  and  justly  said,  against' 
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me.    Tlra  Housa  will  remember  perfectly 
well  how  Sir  FitzJames  Steplien^aCom* 
mission  censured  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  for  doing  wlmt 
he  eaya,  and  I  beliore   rightly  says,   he 
did     not     do  —  namely,     for     making 
some     alteration      in      the     detail     of 
a    rifle   in    contradiction     to    tht*    view 
of      the      Military      Authorities.       We 
all  remember  perfectly  well  that  a  few 
years    ago   one    of  the    greatest    com- 
plaints  made   by  Holdiera  at  that  time 
was  that  they  had  kro  little  control  over 
the  weapons  put  into  the   hands  of  the 
Army,     I  certainly  thought  a  ^ood  deal 
of  that    complaint    was   well   founded. 
Now   no  such  complaint  can  be  made. 
Now  the  primary  responsibility  for  the 
weapons   of   the   Army   rests  with  the 
Army.      Then    my    hon.    Friend    very 
naturally  says  that  he  wants  responsibi- 
lity a  little  mare  particularised  than  that. 
Well»  8ir,  the  primary  responsibility  for 
recommending  a  new  weapon  rests  with 
the   Director   of  Artillery.      He  in  the 
man  who  has  to  recommend   the  new 
weapon    to    his     official     chief.       That 
weapon  liaving  been  proposed,  it  comes 
naturally  after  a  time  before  the  Secre- 
tary   of    State    for    approval.       If    he 
approves  that  ritle  and  issues  it  to  the 
Army,  he  must  then   assume  responsi- 
bility to  the  House  of  Commons  for  the 
weapf>n   and   fi>r    its    manufacture.       I 
accept    that    responsibility.      I   do  not 
shrink  from  it  in  the  lea^t  degree.    That 
responsibility  properly  rests  on  me,  and 
I  hope  the  House  of  Commons  will  not 
deprive  me  of  that  responsibility,  because 
I  am  confident^nt  tLJiy  rate,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  have  undertaken  it  in  a 
serious   spirit  —  that   I   have    done  my 
utmost  U)  acquaint  myself  with  every 
detail   connected    with   this   rifle,  and  I 
am  prepared,  not  only  in  consequence  of 
recommendations   made  to   me    by   my 
military  advisers,  but  also  in  consequence 
of  the  very  careful  examination   I   have 
given  to  the  subject,  entirely  to  endorse 
their  opinion,  and  to  accept  that  respon- 
sibility* 

Mb.  HAN  BURY:  Leaving  the  Direc- 
tor  of  Artillery  responsible  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  ? 

♦Mr,  E.  STANHOPE  :  CerUinly.  Now, 
Sir,  let  me  state  tirst  of  all  the  argu- 
ment I  propose  to  a<ldresa  to  the  House. 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  argue  that  this  rifle 
hsM  been  chosen  with  the  greatest  carpi 


and  after  full  deliberation,  that  it?  ia  un- 
doubtedly the  best  rifle  that  could  have 
been  chosen  at  the  time  it  was  cliosen,and 
that  at  the  presc*nt  time  it  is  a  thoroughly 
good  riflf*  for  its  purpose,  if  not  absolutely 
the  best  rifle  that  could  at  this  moment 
be  chosen.     How  was  this  rifle  chosen  i 
A   Committee  wa*?   appointed    in    18^3, 
That  Committee  sat  durini?  two  or  three 
years,  and  was  re-appointed,  with  one  or 
two  changes,    in   1886,   and    examined 
every  rifle  that  was  submitted  to  them 
by  any  inventor  who  was    willing    (#♦ 
produce   a   rifle  and   submit    it    to  the 
Committee.     1  do  not  think  there  was 
any  rifle  mentioned  up  to  the  last  year 
or  two  that  was  not  fully  considered  by 
the  Committee,  and  on  which  they  did 
Eot    express   a   complete   and    absolute 
cpt  lion.       I    was   not  the  Secretary  of 
Stati*  who   appointed   that   Committee,* 
even  in  its  original  or  in   it^  later  form, 
Wfiat  I  did  was  this:     I  found  the  Com- 
mittee rundy  constituted,  and  I  thought 
it  possible  they  might  require  the  asaist- 
ance   of   a   ma»ufactuit*r   of    rifles— an 
expert  in  that  sense,  who  would  advise 
them  on  questions  of  detail ;  and,  there- 
fore, about  a  year  before  this  particular 
rifle  was  adopted  for  use  in  the  Service, 
I  appointed  Mr,  RigbyiaDublingUDmaker*  1 
and  a  man  of  great  ex|jerience — ths  best 
roan  upon  whom  1  could  lay  my  hand— 
to  assist  the  Committee  in  their  choice 
of  a  rifle.     As  I  am   not  responsible  for 
that  Committee,  I  think  the  House  will 
allow   me    to    say  what    1    think    about 
it.       I    believe.    Sir,  there     could     not 
have     been,     on     the    whole,  a    better 
Committee   chosen.     The   points  which 
had  to  come    under  the  survey  of  ilie 
Committee   were    various,    and,  in   my 
opinion,  it  would  have  been  impossiblu  to 
constitute  a  Committee  for  that  purpose 
that    would   have    satisfied   everybody* 
There  were  upon  this  Committee  three 
distiuguished     tfiicerB    who   had    given 
special  attentitm  to  this  subji^ct ^General 
Philip  Smith,  Colonel  Sla<le,  now  the  betid 
of  the  Musketry  Scho^d  at  Hythc,  and 
Colonel  Tongue,  at  that  time  the  head  of 
the   School    at    Hythe— and    my    dear 
and     lamenteii    friend    Guy     Dawn  ay, 
who  thoroughly    nnderstood   ivhat   wai* 
required   in    a   sporting  rifle,    and   had 
g"iven     great     attentinn     to     military 
rifles.     He    gave   up  all  his   time   and 
some    of    his    holidays    for    the     work 
that    was    being    carried    on     by     tlu» 
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Committee,  Thca  there  was  Captain 
Merjon  of  the  Royal  Navy,  who  brought 
before  the  Committer  the  requiremonta 
of  that  braDch  of  the  Senrice,  and  whoao 
valuable  services  every  member  of  the 
Committee  would,  I  ara  sure,  readily  ac- 
knowledge. That  being  ao,  the  Com* 
ixLittee,  liaTing  examined  every  rifle  that 
came  before  it,  presented  its  Report  in 
1888.  The  result  of  that  Report  was 
thiit  350  ritles  were  manufactured  and 
issued  for  trial  in  various  directions* 
Some  were  sect  t^i  [ndui,  gome  to  Egypt, 
some  to  Canada.  Extensive  trials  were 
made,  and  it  was  some  time  before 
the  Reports  came  in.  I  should  like 
the  Houso  to  consider  what  our  posi- 
tion then  was.  We  wera  being  pressed 
on  every  hand.  Everyone  will  re- 
member what  took  place  at  that 
time,  and  how  we  were  being  pressed 
ou  all  handa.  Pressure  was  put  on  me  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  I  was  asked 
to  explain  why  the  War  Office  were  not 
ready  to  produce  a  magazine  rifle.  The 
Press  were  unanimous  in  saying  that  if 
foreign  countries  had*a  magazine  rifle, 
they  wanted  to  know  why  we  should 
not  havfl  one,  too.  Among  tfiese  journals 
was  one  to  which  I  should  like  to  refer 
gpecialiy,  as  it  has  taken  a  very  promi- 
nent part  recently  on  this  subject — I 
mean  the  Times  newspaper.  Everyone 
will  remember  the  character  of  the  cri- 
ticism wliich  the  Timiea  has  lately  been 
passing  on  what  we  have  done.  They 
have  said  that  the  rifle  luks  been  hastily 
ohosen,  that  no  magazine  rifle  is  needed 
at  all,  that  the  rifle  chosen  is  a  bad  rifle, 
and  they  also  say,  without  any  disguise, 
that  they  desire  to  advocate  another  rifle 
designed  by  Major  GodsaU  Let  me 
quote  a  passage  from  an  article  in  the 
Time»^  of  September  4  tli,  1888,  the  whule 
of  which  is  well  worth  reading  — 

*•  How  necffiatiry  it  i»  that  no  undno  or 
avoidnblo  dttlay  Hhould  ocRur  in  tho  iaauo  of 
repeat! QIC  f^tl^^  to  thu  Bntiah  Army  is  proved 
by  tbo  almost  univereai  &dopUoa  by  Conti* 
nontal  Powers  of  Buoh  a  weapon*" 

And  then,  after  referring  to  the  difficulty 
nbout  ammunition,  it  goes  on^ — 

*'  In  other  roapect^  the  ComtDittee  hare  rea- 
son to  coDg;Tatulate  themselves  and  the  Army, 
for  tlwy  have  devised  a  weapon  which,  take  it 
all  round,  is  probably  Buperior  to  any  other  rifle 
yet  aduptod.  .  .  It  may  be  hoped  that  the 
authorities  will  lay  to  heart  the  foUowiRjj^  &ea- 
tonee  from  Colonel  Slado'a  Report:— '  Perfec- 
tion and  finality  are  unattainable  in  military 
weaponH,  and,  at  the  quoslioa  has  been  ao 
Mr,  E.  Stanhope 


thoroughly  threshed  out  and  considered  from 
every  point  of  view,  any  further  delay  in  issuing 
the  new  arm  ii  reiy  much  to  be  deprecated.* 

With  that  extract  I  leave  the  criticism 
of  the  Thnes.  I  come  back  to  the  pofli- 
tion  of  the  Small  Arms  Committee,  Can 
it  be  said  by  anyone  that  the  trials  of 
the  new  rifle  were  inadequate!  The 
trials  were  carried  out  in  every  climate 
and  under  every  csontingency,  as  the 
following  statement  fully  showed  : — 

*'  The  trials  were  of  the  most  exhaustive 
nature,  both  by  the  Committee  and  by  the 
troops.  Thousands  of  rounds  were  fired  rapidly 
to  test  the  action  and  the  bfirrel,  until  in  some 
cases  the  sights  were  melted  oflf.  The  riflee 
were  left  loaded  on  the  grasa  In  the  win- 
ter for  1 4  days  and  nights  and  then  fired 
successfully  ;  they  were  dropped  beavily 
scores  of  times  on  the  Btonee,  driipped  from  a 
height,  sunk  in  the  water,  expoeed  to  a  sand- 
blast, and  parsed  snccmfully  through  the 
severe  test  of  firing  cartridges  purpoeely  made 
defective— a  test  which  proved  fatal  to  nearly 
every  rifle  that  whs  stibmitted  for  trial  to  the 
Committee;  in  fact,  the  Committee  utterly 
failed  in  their  efforts  to  break  down  the  rifie/* 

The  Reports  received  of  the  trials  iu 
various  parts  of  the  world  were  so 
favourable  oa  regards  the  suitability  of 
the  new  arm  as  a  military  weapon  that 
all  doubts,  if  any  existed,  were  removed. 
Accordingly,  the  famous  meeting  of 
November  1,  1888,  was  held  in  my  room 
at  the  War  Office.  We  had  before  us  all 
the  Reports  upon  this  rifle,  and  every 
member  of  the  Conunittee  and  every 
person  concerned  unanimously  expressea 
the  opinion  that  the  manufacture  of  the 
new  rifle  may  be  safely  proceeded  with. 
And  the  manufacture  has  accordingly 
been  proceeded  with.  Various  changes 
were  no  doubt  made — changes  which 
increased  the  Btreogth,  the  stability, 
and  the  simplicity  of  the  new  rifle — and 
it  was  issued  last  year  for  trial  by  the 
Army  at  large.  Exception  is  taken  to 
my  having  placed  this  rifle,  which  is  a 
more  complicated  weaptm  than  the 
Martini- Henry,  in  the  hands  of  recruits. 
But  I  did  so  purposely,  because  to  do  so 
would,  1  thought,  afford  the  best  test — 
because  if  it  passed  such  a  test  it  would 
be  all  the  more  satisfactory,  and  because 
in  the  hands  of  recruits  faults  might 
perhaps  be  discovered  which,  when  ao 
discovered,  might  bo  remedied.  The 
weapon  was  tried  by  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  persons  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
especially  at  Aldershot,  and  the  result  of 
all  the  Reports  has  been  that  not  one  <?f 
my   advisers   has   been    shaken    in   his 
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opinion  of  this  weapon,  ^o  doubt  the 
trials  showed  certain  defects  on  some 
parti  en  lar  points  which  could  be  re- 
medied, but  they  confirmed  the  opinion 
that  the  -weapon  was  a  good  one,  which 
conld  be  made  thoroughly  satisfactory. 
i  received  only  thia  morn in|^  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  whose  name  I  cannot  give, 
as  I  have  not  had  time  to  communicate 
with  him  and  obtain  bis  permission,  bnt 
who,  I  may  say,  is  one  of  tho  best  shots 
in  England  connected  with  the  Volunteer 
Service.  Ho  puts  the  case  very  well* 
He  says— 

**  Tho  diffictilty  of  th©  position  is  this — that 
neither  <jrdinRry  M.P.V.nor  newipaper  writers, 
nor  the  puhlic  can  bo  in  any  sense  judf^e«.  I'he 
questions  tLre  of  two  kiada— mechaoical  and 
military.  There  are  few  men  in  the  country 
who  comhine  knowledge  of  tbeeo  two  sides  of 
the  Bubject  sufficiently  to  bo  fair  critio^.  The 
nm munition  troubles  bave  been  unfortuoiLte. 
When  they  aro  solved  I  have  every  confSdenco 
that  wo  ah  all  possefls  a  rifle  second  to  none  in 
the  world  as  a  military  arm/' 

I  may  also  refer  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Director  Geoeral  of  Ordnance  Factories, 
who  is  not  himself  interested  in  this 
rifle,  it  having  been  approved  hy  his 
predecessor*  Sir*  Anderson  tells  us  he 
13  satisfied  it  is  **a  thoroughly  good  arm, 
and  one  that  will  give  complete  satLBf ac- 
tion to  the  Army/'  Then  we  are  told  it 
must  be  a  very  bad  rifle  because  we  have 
introduced  what  is  cidled  *'  Mark  II  f  that 
23  to  say,  because  we  think  that  there  are 
Bu  flic  lent  good  improvements  suggested 
to  justify  us  in  issuing  a  new  mark 
rifle,  I  think  we  should  bo  foolish  if 
we  did  not  avail  ourselves  of  experience 
gained  in  many  parts  of  the  world- 
looiish  if  we  did  not  take  advan- 
tage of  most  valuable  suggestions  in 
respect  to  the  magazine  rifle.  This  is 
the  reason  why  we  are  trying 
**  Mark  IL"  It  holds  more  cartridges, 
and  is  more  easily  loadtjd.  On  the  whole, 
we  think  that  when  w©  have  thoroughly 
tested  it  this  will  be  the  best  rifle  we 
can  supply  to  our  troops »  But  we  have 
not  therefore  withdrawn  our  confidence 
Irom  "Mark  I/'  That  will  be  used 
during  tho  coming  year,  and  I  have  the 
strongest  belief  that  the  trials  of 
"  Mark  I  '*  wi!l  command  tho  confidence 
of  the  country.  It  is  said  the  rifle  is  a 
complicated  one,  but  so  are  all  magazine 
rifles.  The  German  rifle,  to  which  some 
reference  has  been  made,  is  much  more 
complicated  than  any  single  shooter,  and 


so  IB  the  French  rifle,  but  if  you  elimi* 
nato  the  parts  connected  with  the  maga- 
zine from  the  other  parts,  you  will  find 
then  that  the  rifle  has  very  little  more 
complication  than  the  Martini-Henry 
even  at  the  present  time.  Let  me  come 
to  some  of  the  objections  nrged  to  this 
rifle.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
Marjori banks)  has  urged  certain  objec- 
tions in  detail,  which  I  am  sure  the 
House  has  heard  with  great  respect.  Ho 
has  had  the  advantage  of  using  the  rifle 
we  were  perfectly  ready  to  lend  him  for 
personal  experiment,  but  we  asked  him 
to  communicate  to  ua  the  results  of  the 
trials  he  made.  Unfortunately  be  did 
not  make  his  Report  until  after  the 
criticisms  in  the  Times  appeared,  bnt 
there  are  passages  in  his  Report  which  I 
should  like  to  read  to  the  House,  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says^ — 

*'I  bare  tried  the  riJle,  and  made  ^ood 
practice  on  both  occasions.  I  was  especially 
struck  with  the  even  reeults  obtained  aa  to 
elevation,  which  was  well  maintained,  even 
when  the  rifle  was  hot  and  dirty.  My  ex- 
perience of  110  rounds  in  there  was  no  stripping 
of  bulletM^  and  no  single  wild  shot,  while  the 
mechanism  worked.well/' 

Therefore,  so  far  as  that  Report  is  con^ 
cerned,  we  have  no  reason  to  be  dissatis- 
fied. Now,  I  come  to  some  of  the  objec- 
tions in  detail.  Objection  has  been  taken 
with  regard  to  the  small  bore,  and  in 
regard  to  the  bolt,  and  on  that  subject  I 
have  not  a  siiigle  word  to  add  to  the  admir- 
able remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last.  He  spoke  with  an  authority 
on  tho  subject  to  which  I  cannot  pre- 
tend ;  but  I  should  like  to  add  that  if  it  be 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the 
one  side  that  the  small  bore  is  objection- 
able, and  that  the  bolt  system  is  not 
so  good  as  the  drop-block  system,  then, 
on  the  other  side,  we  have  uniform 
European  experience  and  the  universal 
adoption  of  small  bore  and  of  the  bolt 
action.  We  arrived  at  the  same  conclu- 
sion afterwards,  but  we  arrived  at  it  by 
independent  experiments  and  experience, 
and  I  do  not  think  we  can  be  very  far 
wrong  when  we  arrive  at  the  same  con- 
clusion as  European  authorities,  but  by 
independent  experiments.  There  ia  one 
point  upon  which,  iis  the  hon.  Member 
has  fairly  stiited,  we  differ  from  Euro- 
pean nations,  and  that  is  in  the  mode  of 
using  the  magazine  rifle,  and  I  do  not 
think  this  point  is  too  technical  for  me  to 
attempt     to     explain.    In    the    case    of 
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&fi«ign;.iiati6nli  the  magazine  is  always 
in  use-iTT-that  is  to  say,  the  soldier 
is  always  firing  from  the  mt^zine,  and 
flpehen  'he  has  to.rerload  he  has  to- pat 
in  A .  clip  containing  five  cartridges,  and 
cannot :|ise  his  rifle  as  a  single;  shooter. 
NoWy^ixxthe  action  of  our  magazine  rifles, 
the  weapon  is,  nntil-  the  supreme  moment^ 
used.  >  as .  a  single  shooter,'  and  would  be 
so  nsed  on  ordinary  occasions, .but  .the 
moment  the  ofiicers  commanding  may 
decide., ihe  time  has  come  to  bring  the 
magazine  into  action,  then  the  soldier 
will  know  that  he  has  in  his  rifle  11 
cartridges  ready  for  use.  With  the 
foreign,  ^lagazine  rifle  the  soldier  will 
not  be, certain  when  the  crisis  arises 
how.  many  cartridges  he  may  have  in  his 
magazine,  and  if  they  suddenly  come 
to  an  end'  he  must  reload  'his  magazine. 
With  our  rifle  a  soldier  knows  he 
has  11,  ,shots  to.  account  for  the. enemy, 
and  w^.  believe,  if,  as  undoubtedly  is 
the  casQ,  the  morale  of  the  soldier 
is  largely  affected  by  the  weapon 
he  uses,  we  think  we  have  taken 
the  best  means  of  giving  the  soldier  con- 
fidence  in  his  rifle.  I  now  touch  on 
some^  the  minor  defects.  1  may  say  that, 
undoubtedly,  a  good  many  of  the  main- 
springs have  failed.  That  is  a  defect  of 
manufacture,  and  arises  from  the  difii- 
culty  cf  making  a  .  largo  number  of 
springs,  of  exactly  the  same  quality  as 
the  one:tumed  out  for  pattern.  The  hon. 
Member  ior  Gal  way  has  already  pointed 
out  that  the  tests  applied  show  that  more 
recent  mainsprings  are  thoroughly  satis- 
factory., ,  It  is  believed  we  have  got 
OFCTi  thet  difficulty,  and  when  anybody 
says  that  the  rifles  would  have  been  put 
out  of  action  by  the  failure  of  the  main- 
springs, 1  should  like  to  say  the  failures 
were  only  discovered  by  the  minute 
examination  to  which  we  subjected  the 
rifles.'!  The  rifles  issued  last  year  were 
not  left  unexamined  in  the  hands  of  the 
troopsvdn  order  that  if  no  defects  were 
disoorered  they  might  be  considered  ser- 
viceable ;  they  were  carefully  examined 
by  thei  inspection  department,  in  order 
that  the .  minutest  defect  might  be  dis- 
covcBedi.  Although  a  oonsiderable 
number,  of  the  mainsprings  broke  at 
one  end  or  the  other,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  very  few  of  the  rifles  would  have 
been  put  out  of  action.  In  any  case,  the 
substitution  of  one  spring  for  another  is 
an  easy  matter,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
Mr,  E,  Stanhope 


the  matter  does  not  operate  to  -Uw 
disadvantage  of  the  nfle  as  a  useful 
weapon.  Then  there  is  the  sight  for 
the  rifle^  and  this  presented  the  greatest 
difference  of  opinion.  The  Committee 
.were  not  all  desirous  of  having  the 
."  Lewes "  sight,  but  it  was  thought  by 
some  to  be  an  improvement.  Opinion 
has  been  divided ;  but,  on  the  whole,  the 
opinion  of  practical  men  is  against  the 
Lewes,  and  we  accapt  that  decision, 
and  we  shall  issue  the  new  rifle  with 
the  old  form  of  sight.  .  As  to  the  bolts^ 
some  screws  had  undoubtedly  given 
way  under  the  severe  trials  to  whiph 
they  had  been  subjected,  but  I  need  not 
detain  the  House  longer  than  to  say  we 
believe  we  have  completely  overcome 
that  difficulty  by  substituting  in  the  rifle 
of  new  manufacture  a  perfectly  simple 
substitute  for  the  screw  where  this  gave 
way,  and  if  '*  Mark  II."  is  manufactured 
on  a  large  scale,  the  screw  will  be  done 
away  with.  Then,  as  to  the  magazine 
spriog  giving  way  on  some  occasions,, 
that  is  a  still  smaller  matter,  easy  to  be 
remedied,  and  we  are  remedying  it  now. 
There  is  the  extractor  spring,  and  all  I 
can  say  is  our  experience  does  not  agree 
with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says.  The  Reports  from  the  Army  ace 
entirely  in  the  opposite  direction — that 
the  extractor  spring  does  its  work  per- 
fectly well.  The  more  we  try  this,  the 
more  we  find  that  the  extractor  does  its 
work  well,  and  hardly  ever  needs  repair. 
Then  there  is  an  objection  I  will  allude 
to,  though  we  have  not  heard  it  urged 
to-day.  It  is  snid  the  rifle  is  not  easy  to 
clean  or  repair.  But  that  is  not  our 
experience.  When  I  was  at  Aldershot 
I  asked  one  of  the  armourer  sergeants  a 
question  on  this  point,  he  having 
thousands  of  rifles  passing  through  his 
hands.  He  reported  that  the  rifle  is  no 
more  difficult  to  clean  or  keep  in  repair 
than  any  other  rifle  which  he  had  in  his 
hands.     He  says — 

'*  There  is  do  more  difficulty  in  cleaning  this 
rifle  than  in  cleaning  any  other  rifle  I  have 
erer  had." 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  larger  questions. 
Our  difficulty  with  regard  to  these  rifles 
has  been  the  same  as  the  difficulty 
experienced  in  foreign  countries.  First 
of  all  there  is  the  jealousy  of  rival  inven- 
tors ;  and,  secondly,  the  defects  in  the 
ammunition.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  if  our  ammunition  at  first  had  been' 
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as  good  as  it  ouglit  to  have  been,  i^e 
stioald  not  have  had  three -fourths  o! 
t!ie  coraplfiinta  thnt  we  liave  heard*  1 
fully  fulmit  that  the  am  munition  origi- 
nnWy  issued  was  nut  as  good  as  it  should 
have  bc?en.  But  I  am  also  fairlj 
ontitled  to  remind  the  House  that  we 
have  always  told  the  HoiLse  with  the 
utTuosk  frankness  that  we  wera  not  satis- 
fied with  the  ammunition  in  its  present 
form.  Thern  is  no  donht  tbat  in  our 
case,  as  in  the  ease  of  foreign  loun tries, 
the  experimental  stage  as  regards  powder 
the  bullets  is  not  over  altogether,  But 
1  am  glad  to  tell  the  House  that,  so  far 
as  the  compressed  black  powder  is  con- 
cerned, the  ammunition  we  are  now 
manufacturing  is  giving  highly  satis* 
factory  results.  We  have  beard  of  the 
*'  stripping  ^'  of  bullets,  but  as  we  supply 
the  new  ammunition  we  do  not  hear 
this  complaint  repeated.  We  find  the 
ammunition  giving  tliorouglily  uniform 
results, and  are  therefore  underno appre- 
hension !is  to  the  ammunition  we  are 
now  able  to  manufacture  for  the  ritle. 
But  our  task  is  not  done  until  we  are 
able  to  give  ammunition  charged  not 
with  compressed  black  powder,  but  also 
with  the  new  smokeless  powder.  1  am 
glarl  also  to  say  that  our  experience, 
so  far,  with  the  new  smokeless  jxiwder, 
which  we  call  **  cordite/*  has  been 
satisfactory.  Until  we  have  received 
additional  Reports  from  foreign  climates, 
such  as  India  and  Cnnada  and  other 
places,  we  shall  not  b:*  able  to  speak 
with  absolute  positiveness  as  to  the 
keeping  qualities  of  the  powder,  but 
it  is  exempt  from  some  of  the  causes  of 
deterioration  which  nndoubtt^dly  exist 
in  the  case  of  most  fi>reign  smokeless 
powders.  Our  powder,  which  we  shall 
be  able  to  produce  on  a  large  scale  in 
April,  has  given  special  fatiafaction  in 
the  new  12  pounder  gun,  and  in  weapons 
of  a  larger  calibre.  Its  application  to  the 
rifle  has  been  throughout  much  more  diffi- 
cult, but  for  the  opposite  reos in  to  tli^t  ge- 
nenilly  alleged,  because  the  new  smokeless 
powder  gives  less,  instead  of  greater^ 
pressure  than  the  black  powder.  But 
we  are  satisfied  with  the  experiments^ 
and  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
before  long  ammunition  charged  with 
the  new  smokeless  powder  will  be 
issued  to'  the  troops  for  trial  Now 
I  come  to  the  question  of  the  cost 
of  the  rifle.      Of   coarse,  all    magazine 


rifles  must  be  more  costly  thfin'  sril^le 
shooting  rifles,  especially  hi  the  first 
stage  of  their  manufacture-  Our  method 
of  cttlculating  the  cost  of  rifles  is,  that  we 
include  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  off  within 
a  small  number  of  yeurs  the  whole  of' 
the  expense  nf  the  machinery  we  have 
set  up  for  producing  the  rifles.  This  i» 
not  nsnally  the  case  abroad,  nor  was  it* 
when  the  Martini-Henry  was  produced. 
The  Martini-Heory  was  first  pmducod 
on  a  large  scale  for  £^  18s.  4d.  In 
1 888  89  it  cost  £2  2s.  1  OrL  The  magazine 
rifle  when  first  prod u ceil  on  a  large  scale 
at  Enfield  cost  £5  5a. ;  during  the 
current  year  ending  on  March  31st  I 
belie^'e  the  cost  will  turn  out  to  he 
about  £4. 

Mr,    HANBURY:    Does   it  include 
any  rovalty  ? 

♦Mk/E.  STANHOPE:  I  will  come  ta 
that  point  presently.  The  trade  price  for 
the  rifle  has  Vj?en  no  doubt  heavy,  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  we  include  in 
our  calculation  the  whole  of  the  cost  of  the 
machinery  laid  down  for  the  purpose  of 
nnanufaeturing  the  rifle,  and  in  order  to 
provide  for  that  cost,  and  for  a  reasonable 
uiargin  of  profit  to  the  trade*  wo  allow^ 
about  15  per  cent  in  addition  to  the 
cost  of  the  rifle  at  Enfield.  But  this  is 
only  tr*  lie  allowed  in  case  of  the  first 
100,000  rifles,  afterwards  the  matter  ia 
to  be  the  subject  of  consideration.  I 
have  seen  it  stated  by  Sir  Charles  Dilko  • 
that  the  cost  of  the  French  Lebel  rifie 
was  only  20f.,  and  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man to-night  has  told  us  that  the  cost  1**^ 
40 f.  Neither  of  these  statements,  liow- 
ever,  approximate  to* facts.  I  happened 
to-day  to-be  able  to  get  informntion  from 
a  source  which  I  know  to  be  reliable, 
that  for  the  French  rifles  prc»dueed  on 
a  much  larger  scale  than  we  are  manu- 
facturing, the  average  manufacturing 
price  of  3,000,000  rifles  is  52f.,  but 
in  this  estimate  no  account  is  taken 
of  the  cost  of  laying  down  machinery. 
If  you  take  that  int<i  consideration  you 
must  add  13f,  to  the  cost  of  the  weapon. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  price  does  in- 
clude the  cost  of  the  bayonet,  which  ifi 
8L  or  Of,  If  you  deduct  that,  you  arrive 
at  a  cost  for  the  rifle  of  about  57f.  But 
it  is  always  difficult  to  make  a  fair  com- 
pirison  between  the  cnst  of  a  rifle  in 
this  country  and  the  <»ost  of  a  rifle  abroad. 
The  main  cost  of  a  rifle  is  due  to  the 
labour  expended  upon  it,  and  everybody 
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knows  that  labour  in  France  and  Ger- 
many is  very  much  cheaper  than  it  is 
here.  Therefore,  you  will  see  that  a 
magazine  rifle  can  be  made  abroad  at  a 
smaller  cost  than  in  this  country.  Rifles 
similar  to  some  of  our  sporting  guns  are 
sold  at  Li^ge  at  half  the  price  charged 
lor  those  guns  in  this  country.  Whether 
ihey  are  as  good  and  reliable  I  will  leave 
sportsmen  to  say.  I  have  been  asked 
«bout  the  cost  of  ammunition,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  opposite  said  that 
the  cost  of  the  ammunition  for  the  ma- 
gazine rifle  will  be  double  the  cost  of 
the  ammunition  for  the  Martini-Henry. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  price  per  1,000,  in 
the  case  of  the  magazine  rifles  to  be  manu- 
factured in  the  coming  year,  will  be  £6  5s., 
while  the  contract  price  of  the  Martini- 
Henry  ammunition  has  been  £5  15s. 
The  comparison  must  be  made  with  the 
solid  drawn  case  for  the  Martini-Henry, 
not  with  the  rolled  case,  which  is  only 
used  for  practice,  not  for  service,  and 
which  once  fired  cannot  be  loaded  a 
second  time.  For  the  pnst  two  years 
the  contractor's  price  for  the  Martini- 
Henry  ammunition  has  been  £5  15s., 
60  that  the  cost  for  the  new  ammunition 
is  far  from  being  double.  Undoubtedly 
the  new  ammunition  is  a  little  more 
expensive,  but  I  am  confident  that  when 
it  comes  to  be  produced  on  a  large  scale, 
and  we  have  had  a  little  more  experi- 
<ence,  the  price  will  be  found  to  be  but  little 
greater,  if  it  is  not  actually  less,  than 
the  cost  of  the  Martini-Henry  ammuni- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  also 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  patents 
have  been  taken  out  by  Mr.  Speed,  who 
is  in  Government  employment,  in  re- 
spect to  the  inventions  made  by  him  in 
connection  with  the  magazine  rifle.  It 
may  therefore  be  well  if  I  explain 
shortly  to  the  House  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  and  the  position  of 
men  employed  in  the  Government  ser- 
vice. The  matter  was  fully  considered 
by  the  House  in  1 883,  and  at  that  time, 
although  the  War  Office  urged  strong 
objections  to  that  course,  it  was  decided 
that  patents  should  have  effect  against 
*he  Crown,  and  a  provision  to  that  effect 
was  inserted  in  the  Patents  Act  for 
1883,  with  the  addition  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  use  any  invention  on  terms 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Treasury.  In  the 
iSame  year  a  series  of  conferences  began 
ihetween  the  Admiralty,  the  War  Office, 
Mr.  E.  Stanhope 


the  Board  of  Trade,  and  the  General 
Post  Office,  to  consider  the  effect  of  this 
Act  upon  the  Government  service,  and 
it  was  decided  to  allow  Crown  servants 
to  patent  because,  in  consequence  of  the 
Act  of  1883,  Ihey  would  have  a  very 
strong  inducement  to  patent,  and,  if  not 
allowed,  would  patent  indirectly,  or 
would  leave  the  service,  and  also  because 
it  was  desirable  to  encourage  inven* 
tions,  but  not  by  promotion  in  the 
service.  Regulations  were  accordingly 
settled  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  day  and 
made  public.  Under  these  regulations 
Mr.  Speed  and  others  have  been  allowed 
to  take  out  several  patents  connected 
with  the  magazine  rifle.  Mr.  Speed  has 
not  received  from  the  Government  any 
remuneration  or  royalty  in  respect  of 
his  inventions,  some  of  which  have  no 
doubt  been  adopted,  though  all  may  not 
be  the  subject  of  valid  patents.  Any 
remuneration  which  may  be  paid  to  Mr. 
Speed  will  be  assessed  in  accordance  with 
the  .regulations,  which  lay  down  that 
regard  is  to  be  had 

''  To  any  facilities  in  working  oat  and  per- 
fecting the  inyentions  or  improTementa  which 
the  inventor  may  have  enjoyed  by  reason  of 
his  official  position." 

Certainly,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  and 
without  admitting  the  validity  of  any 
patent,  more  than  one  of  his  inventions 
is  of  great  value  to  the  public  service, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  say  that  any  mis- 
chief has  resulted  from  the  encourage- 
ment which  has  been  given  to  him  and 
to  others  to  suggest  improvements.  But 
I  will  frankly  admit  to  the  House  that 
my  experience  generally  in  this  matter 
leads  me  to  doubt  whether  the  deliberate 
policy  of  1883  was  a  wise  one.  There 
are,  of  course,  special  difficulties  attend- 
ing the  opposite  course  ;  and,  upon  the 
whole,  I  incline  to  the  opinion  that  the 
best  system  would  be  to  allow  the  patent 
to  be  taken  out,  but  to  require  it  to  be 
assigned  to  the  Government.  This  was 
the  plan  adopted  in  the  case  of  the  new 
smokeless  powder,  when  Sir  F.  Abel  and 
Professor  Dewar  patented  their  inven- 
tion, and  immediately  assigned  the 
patent  to  me.  I  have  accordingly  asked 
the  other  Departments  of  State  interested 
in  this  matter  to  agree  to  a  renewal  of 
the  Conferences  of  1883,  with  the  view 
of  considering  whether  any  alterations 
should  be  made  in  the  regulations  in  the 
interest  of  the  Public  Service, 
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♦Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  How  about 
tlie  royalties  t 

*Mii.  E,  STAls'HOPE:  Mr,  Speed  gets 
no  royaltiea  from  the  Government, 
either  at  Enfield  or  at  Birmingham. 
If  hon.  Members  wish  io  ask  further 
questions  I  shall  be  glad,  with  the 
p3r  miss  ion  of  the  Honse^  to  answer 
them  ;  but  I  l>elievG  that  I  have  now 
dealt,  BO  far  as  can  bo  in  this  Houso, 
with  all  the  poiuta  that  have  bsea  raised. 
Two  of  the  previous  speakers  have  re- 
ferred in  strong  terms  to  what  thej  call 
the  system  of  Armj  admin  i  strati  on »  and 
they  have  urged  that  certain  changes  are 
requisite  which  were  recx^mmended  by 
the  CoraraissioTJ  presided  over  by  Lord 
Hartington.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
what  I  said  to  the  House  on  that  subject 
lieyond  this — ^that  anyone  who  reads  the 
Report  of  Lord  Hartington'e  Commission 
will  see  that,  whereas  now  the  responsi- 
bility for  choosing  new  weapons  for  tho 
Army  rests  primarily  with  the  Director 
of  Artillery^  so  with  the  system  recom- 
mended by  Lord  Hartington's  Commis- 
si ion,  tho  primary  responsibility  rests 
precisely  in  the  same  quarter.  I  think  I 
have  touched  on  the  question  of  respon- 
sibility in  a  manner  that  can  leave  no 
doubt  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members. 
We  have  not  the  least  hope  of  satisfying 
rival  inventors.  We  expected  a  good  deal 
of  outside  criticism.  If  anyone  will  take 
the  trouble  to  read  the  volume  of  Hansard 
which  records  tho  Debate  on  the  Martini- 
Henry  rifle,  he  will  find  that  every 
single  objection  which  is  made  against 
this  weapon  was  made  against  the 
Martini-Henry,  We  were  told  that  the 
Snider  was  the  best  weapon  in  the  world, 
and  that  there  was  no  confidence  to  be 
placed  in  the  Committee  that  tested  the 
Martini-Henry.  We  were  told  also  that 
every  portion  of  the  ride  was  patched  up 
and  made  to  look  its  best,  whereas  it 
was  very  bad.  We  were  told  that  it  was 
going  t<]>  be  an  excessively  costly  weapon  ; 
bnt  we  have  lived  through  those  fearful 
predictions,  and  I  believe  that  we  shall 
live  through  the  fearful  predictions  that 
are  now  made  about  this  weapon.  I  have 
never  pretended  that  this  rifle  is  a  per- 
fect weapon.  No  magazine  rifle  in  exist- 
ence is  a  perfect  weapon,  and  1  do 
not  think  tliat  any  rifle  is  a  perfect 
weapon.  All  that  we  can  do  is  to  make 
the  improvementa  in  it  that  experience 
suggests,  in  spite  of  the  unfair  ooncliisions 


which  are  being  drawn  every  day  from 
the  fact  of  altering  even  the  smallest 
detail  of  the  rifle  originally  proposed  ; 
and  we  are  confident,  even  as  it  is,  that 
we  are  putting  into  the  hands  of  the 
troops  a  weapon  which  has  been  most 
carefully  selected,  which  has  Ijeen  most 
exhaustively  tried,  and  which  time  will 
prove  to  be  thoroughly  suited  to  all  the 
wants  and  requirements  of  the  ser- 
vice. 

(7.7.)  Major  RASCH:  I  will  not 
dekiin  the  House  fnr  more  than  a 
moment  or  two.  but  I  should  like  to  say 
why  I  seconded  the  Amendment  of  m}" 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Han  bury).  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  opposite  seems  to  be  of 
opinion  that  to  the  Secretiiry  of  State  for 
War  responsibility  in  the  matter  of  the 
momentous  changes  which  have  been 
made  should  be  brought  home,  and  if  not 
to  him  to  somebody  else.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlenian  did  not  seem  to  think  so  na 
the  15th  November,  when  he  wrote  to 
the  Times^  stating  that  no  weight  could 
be  attached  to  the  opinions  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  even  now  I  fail  to 
understand  whether  the  responsibility  i» 
to  rest  on  the  shoulders  of  General 
Alderson  or  on  those  of  the  Secretary  for 
War.  If  the  strictures  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Berwickshire 
are  correct,  it  is  in  his  judgment  neces- 
sary that  the  responsibility  should  be 
bronght  home  to  some  one,  because  th© 
public  will  ask  that  the  blame  sliall  be 
laid  at  somebody's  door  for  the  rifle 
which  has  been  brought  out.  It  is  very 
difficult  for  me  to  attempt  to  criticise  the 
extremely  technical  though  interesting 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Gal  way  (Colonel 
Nolan).  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
is  well  known  and  respected  in  the  Army 
as  the  inventor  of  the  range  finder,  but  aa 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office,  in  an  answer  to  a  question  of  mine 
the  other  day,  stated  that  2,000  magazine 
rifles  will  be  issued  weekly,  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  the  House  a  little  more  in- 
formation on  one  or  two  rather  important 
points.  It  is  stated,  and  I  believe  cor- 
rectly, that  owing  to  the  weakness  in  the 
breech* block  there  is  a  certain  tendency 
to  jam.  We  had  enough  of  that  sort  of 
thing  in  the  Soudan  in  connection  with 
the  machine  guns.  Then  the  extractor 
is  said  by  those  who  have  had  experience 
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of  the  new  arm  at  Aldersbot  to  bo  weak 
and  inefficient,  and  in  order  to  bring  it 
into  play  it  is  necessary  to  use  force.  I 
admit  that  the  reduction  in  the  bore  and 
in  the  weight  of  the  bullet  is  in  favour 
of  the  new  rifle.  The  Secretary  for  War 
states — and,  of  course,  I  am  compelled  to 
accept  his  statement — that  the  redaction 
in  the  bore  does  not  increase  the 
tendency  to  strip.  I  am  told  that  it 
does  do  so,  and  that  it  makes  the  bullet 
leave  the  muzzle  of  the  rifle  a  shapeless 
mass,  so  that  it  is  impossible  to  have  good 
shooting.  As  to  the  sight,  I  am  told  that 
Ho  allowance  has  been  made  for  windage, 
and  this  in  a  rifle  sighted  for  3,000  yards. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Government  of  Victoria 
have,  after  inspecting  the  rifle,  refused 
it,  and  that  the  Government  of 
India  have  also  refused  it ;  and 
whether  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  having  reference  to  an  order  by  the 
Indian  Government  for  70,000  of  these 
rifles.  The  Secretary  for  War  alluded 
to  the  Report  of  September  5,  and  to 
the  inability  of  the  Committee  to  break 
down  the  rifle  after  repeated  trials, 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  go 
down  to  Aldershot  he  will  find  that 
Tommy  Atkins  has  broken  it  down  very 
completely  with  his  unaided  ingenuity, 
and  that  something  like  40  per  cent,  of 
the  weapons  in  the  hands  of  the  troops 
have  been  sent  back  to  the  Sparkbrook 
factory,  at  Birmingham,  for  repairs. 
Yet  the  Report  stated  that  the  rlBe  was 
practically  perfect.  Sir  Red  vers  BuUer 
also  said  in  November  last  year  that 
the  rifle  was  a  good  one,  and  on  that 
statement  the  Secretary  for  War  said 
that  practically  it  was  the  best  of  rifles. 
In  December  Sir  Redvers  BuUer  admitted 
that,  after  all,  he  did  not  know  much 
about  it,  so  that  I  think  the  Committee 
have,  to  some  extent,  stultified  them- 
selves. What  is  wanted  for  rough  work 
in  the  field  is  simplicity,  strength,  and 
cheapness ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  this 
new  rifle  combines  those  qualities.  The 
shooting  with  it  lotas  been  unsatisfactory, 
and  the  mechanism  has  been  perpetually 
breaking  down.  I  do  not  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  any  further,  and  1 
should  not  have  ventured  to  make  these 
observations  had  I  not  noticed  in  the 
Times  of  this  morning  a  statement  to 
the  effect  that  military  Members  always 
address  the  House  on  such  subjects  as 
Major  Rasch 


increase  of  pay,  but  that  when  anything 
comes  to  the  front  concerning  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Army  they  usually  hold 
their  tongues. 

(7.14.)  Mb.  SETON  KARR  (St. 
Helens*)  :  As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War  has  invited  ques- 
tions, I  should  like  to  know,  in  the  first 
place,  how  many  shots  he  has  had 
fired  out  of  one  rifle  ?  I  put  the  ques- 
tion, because  the  method  of  manufactur- 
ing the  bullet  adopted  in  connection 
with  this  rifle  is  an  entirely  new  one,  a 
distinct  innovation  on  all  previous 
methods.  The  bullet  consists  of  a  metal 
cover,  encasing  a  leaden  core.  I  should 
like  to  know  the  result  on  the  rifling  of 
shooting  2,000  or  3,000  rounds  out  of 
this  magazine  rifle,  because  I  belie vo 
that  the  shield  covering  the  bullet  is 
liable  to  be  stripped  ofE — as  a  result,  the 
bullet  leaving  the  muzzle  of  the  gun  in 
a  shapeless  mass.  But  there  is  another 
danger.  Supposing  the  shield  should  stop 
in  the  rifle,  I  believe  that  an  inevitable 
result  would  be  that  the  rifle  would 
burst.  If  the  rifling  is  not  hard 
enough  to  pare  ofE  the  shield  of  the 
bullet  it  will  get  worn  out  in  something 
like  1,000  rounds.  These  considerations 
make  me  most  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  a 
sufficient  test  made  of  the  rifle.  To  my 
mind,  the  only  good  test  would  be  to 
have  some  of  the  rifles  fired  5,000  or 
6,000  times.  We  cannot  place  too 
much  importance  upon  this  point.  Then, 
as  to  the  trajectory,  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  has  attached  too 
much  importance  to  the  new  rifle  in 
this  respect,  and  I  venture  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member's  figures, 
having  taken  some  interest  in  this 
matter  for  18  years,  and  being  somewhat 
conversant  with  the  trajectory  of  fire- 
arms, especially  of  sporting  rifles. 
Although  the  question  is  of  more  im- 
portance in  modem  rifles  as  compared  with 
the  obsolete  weapon  of  many  years  ago, 
at  any  rate  it  is  not  of  such  importance 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
have  the  House  believe.  It  seems  to 
me  of  great  importance  if  the  flatness  of 
the  trajectory  is  to  do  away  with  the 
elevated  sight.  In  the  case  of  the  Army 
rifle,  we  cannot  do  away  with  the  ele- 
vated sight,  although  we  can  in  the  case  of 
sporting  rifles,  which  are  only  intended 
to  carry  200  yards.     In  the  case  of  the 
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sporting  rifle,  the  trajectory  is  very  flat, 
consequently  the    elevated  sight  is  not 
requirer]^  the  trajectory  dropping  in   the 
e  of  the  *'  Express  '  rifle  f  rum  10  to  1 2 
nches.      Howevefi    I  do  not  at  tad  i   so 
uch    importance     to    this     as   to   the 
tripping  of  the  bullet  and  the  wearing 
lUt  of  the  riflo.       But  there  is  one  other 
uestion  to  whicb  I  wish   to  ask  the  at- 
tention  of   the    Secretary    for   War.     I 
desire  to  know  what  arrang'ements  are 
being  made  for  giving  a  variety  in  the 
length   of   the   stock    of  the    new  rifle. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
necessity  of  Tommy  Atkins  having  con- 
fidence in  the  weapon  which  h  placed  in 
his  hands,  and  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  nothing  more  disturbs  the  confidence 
if  the  soldier  than  the  kicking  of  his 
It   disturbs    bis    shooting,    and 
young   troops    almost   afraid    to 
It  seems  to  me  that  one  of  the 
to    get   over    the   difficulty 
get  rid  of  the  present   im- 
proper fitting  of  the  stock.      It  does  not 
matter    how    short,    or    how  tall,    how 
thin,  or  how  stout  the  soldier  is,  all  have 
served  out   to    them  the  same  rifle  ;  at 
any  rate,  so  far  as  I  have  b^en  able  to 
learn  there  are    only  two  siz3S,  and  we 
should    have      at     least     three     sizes, 
aldiers   are   simply  useless   if  they  do 
hoi  have  a  good  rifle,     I  came  into  the 
House     to-day   with    the    intention    of 
-^upporting    the  right    hon.    Gentleman 
he  Member  for  Berwickshire,  hot,  after 
having  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  Se- 
cretary for  War,  I  do  not  intend  to  do  that, 
I  do  trust,  however,  that   the  Secretary 
for  War  will  reply  to  these   and  other 
questions  put  to  bim,  and  will  take  care 
to  have  eyerj  test  applied  to   this  rifle 
that  any  human  being  can  suggest. 
"•(7,23;)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.) :     I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  which  seems  to  me  one  of  tlie  most 
important     questions     which     can     be 
brought  before  the  House.     I  may  say 
I  am  very  glad  the  Motion  hfis    been 
,       brought  forward  in  so  moderate  a  man- 
I       ner  as  to  show  that  the  question  is  not 
in  any  ssnse  one  of  Party*     Wliat  weall 
desire,  and  the  point  to  whieh  we  should 
till  direct  our  attention,  is  to  secure  that 
the  rifle  used  by  our  troops  shall  be  the 
best  that  can  pnssibly  be  procui*ed.      My 
right   hon.    Friend,    in    his    most    able 
and  exhaustive  statement,  has  shown  us 
^^that  the  various  parts  of  this  rifle  are  of 
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the  best  quality  that  can  be  obtained, 
and  that  the  a[jpUances  are  the  most 
useful  that  can  be  given  to  the  soldier 
I  would  ask  him,  if  this  magazine  rifle 
is  so  excellent  in  every  way  as  he  states, 
why  not  put  it  to  a  practical  -teat?  In 
the  spring  of  the  present  year  an  ex- 
pedition nf  7,000  or  8,000  men  will  be 
marching  in  India,  and  part  of  this 
force  might  be  armed  with  the 
new  rifle,  so  that  it  can  be  seen 
how  it  answers  in  the  field.  It  ig 
true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  pointed  out,  that  there  were  many 
cnmplaints  when  the  Marttni-Henry  rifle 
was  adLJ]>ted,  but  the  result  was  that 
there  were  no  fewer  than  six  classes  of 
tho  rifle  issued,  and  not  one  of  them, 
except  the  first,  was  at  all  like  the 
original  pattern.  When  things  of  this 
kind  occur  we  are  driven  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  must  be  some 
mistiike  in  the  way  rifles  are 
chosen  a  pattern  sealed,  and  which 
pattern  has  to  be  repeat<jdly  improved 
at  very  great  cost.  Looking  at  the 
fact  that  you  now  have  tlie  same  sort  of 
Committee  that  you  had  when  the 
Martini-Henry  was  adopted— 1  am  not 
saying  or  going  to  say  one  word  against 
any  member  of  that  Coromitteej  only 
against  the  system  on  which  that  Com- 
mittee works,  the  Committee  not  being 
a  Judicial  Committee,  as  I  think  it 
should  be,  but  a  Constructive  Com- 
mittee as  well  —  I  would  ask  why, 
when  the  Committee  had  chosen  the 
Lee  rifle,  the  Secretary  of  State  did 
not  insist  that  any  alterations  which 
were  necessary  should  be  made  by 
the  inventor  himself  ?  Absolute  power 
is  given  to  the  Committee,  and  they,  with 
Kn field  at  their  backs,  spend  as  much  as 
they  please  in  exp?riments,  and  the 
country  has  to  pay  for  all  their  failures. 
I  have  always  thought  that  the  sooner 
Enfield  is  abolished  the  better  will  it  be 
for  the  taxpayers.  It  is  too  close  to 
London.  There  is  as  good  a  factory  as 
can  be  desired  in  Birmingham,  where 
coal  and  iron  can  be  obtained  much 
chea2>er  than  at  Enfield,  and  where, 
when  it  is  necessary  to  discharge 
men,  they  can  at  once  find  employ- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  Director  General  of  Artillery 
is  solely  responsible  for  the  rifle. 
What^  then,  of  the  Committee  who 
manipulates    the    rifle  ?     Are    they  re- 
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gponsible^  or  are  they  not  1  I!  they  are 
not,  they  should  nut  have  charge  of  the 
experhiients.  I  should  like  to  he-ir  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to  say  on 
this  point,  as  I  think  it  is  a  very  serious 
one.  I  do^ot  disguise  ray  opinion  on  the 
matter — I  never  have  done  go.  It  is  in 
the  Report  of  the  Commission,  of  which 
8ir  James  FitzJames  Stephen  was 
Chairman,  that  we  ought  to  have  an 
Ordnanco  Department  ;  and  I  hold  that 
until  we  have  such  a  Department  we 
shall  never  feel  secure  that  we  have  the 
beat  arm  in  the  world.  Take  care  that 
you  do  not  have  amongst  your  warlike 
stores  arms  of  different  patterns  for  the 
Army  and  the  Navy,  so  that  when  an 
emergency  arises  you  do  not  find  your- 
selves in  a  dangerous  position.  It  is  all- 
important,  as  to  this  arm,  that  we 
should  have  one  authority  dealing  with 
it,  and  *hat  an  authority  responsible  to 
the  Houfle.  To  turn  to  another  point,  wo 
have  at  last  copied  the  bolt -action  from 
foreign  nations.  English  gunm^akers  are 
the  best  in  the  %vorld ;  and  surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  say  tliat 
if  the  Government  had  apphed  to  them 
for  the  invention  of  a  block  action  to 
suit  the  magaxine  rifle  instead  of  a  bolt 
action  the  required  action  could  not  have 
been  obtained.  We  have  also,  in  imy 
humble  judgment,  reduced  too  far  the 
rim  of  the  bore.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gal  way  sfiys  that  the 
bullets  will  not  strip  if  a  piece  of  dirty 
oiled  nig  is  drawn  down  the  barrel  of  the 
rifle  after  the  first  shot.  But  how  can 
the  soldier  go  through  this  process  in 
face  of  the  enemy  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  said  a  piece  of 
dirty  rag  might  be  used,  or  the  soldier 
might  produce  the  same  effect  by  breath- 
ing down  the  barrel* 
♦Sib  W,  BAHTTELOT:  The  first 
thing  the  soldier  thinks  of  is  the  enemy. 
He  concent rat^ea  his  attention  upon  the 
enemy,  and  has  no  time  to  think  of  a 
piece  of  dirty  rag.  When  an  examina- 
tion of  the  rifle  was  accorded  the  other 
diy,  I  saw  the  process  of  cleaning  w^ith 
the  apparatus  carried  in  the  stock  of  the 
weapon.  Though  this  apparatus  was 
easily  taken  out,  I  was  assured  by  the 
officer  in  charge  that  a  considerable 
time  was  required  for  restoring  it  ; 
and  I  am  certain  that  under  these 
conditions  nine  soldiers  out  of  ten 
would  lose  the  cleaning  apparatus* 
Sir  W,  Bartt€lot 


We  want  the  most  simple  ri fie  that   can 
be  found  for  the  class  of  soldiers  we  have 
at  the  present  day.     Look  at  the  men  of 
the  Reserve  and  the   recruits,   and  jmsi 
see    the    condition    they    are    in    with 
regard  to  rifle  instruction,  and  especially 
with  regard  to  this  new  magazine   rifle 
Ix)ok  at    the  regiments  at   home,    eve 
those  in  the  First  Army  Corps,  and  sei 
how  you    have    to  send   out  your  besi 
men   when  they  arc  wanted  for  serv' 
in  India  or  m  the  Colonies.     The  righ 
hon.      Gentleman     the     Secretary      foi 
War  says  it  is  the  best  rifle  that  can  be 
produced.     I    hope   it    may    be    so,    bufc 
when  I  looked  at    the    rifle    for  the  firai 
time  I  thought  it  one  of  the  most    com- 
plicated  machines   I  had   ever  seen, 
found  that  it  contained   no  less  than  2 
screws,  and  that  in  all  those  screws  tUi 
threads  were    different,  so    that  if   tb 
rifle  wanted   to  be    repaired    abroad   ii 
would  be  almost  impossible   to  do  it,  in 
asmuch    as   the   screws   are    not   inte 
changeable.     There  is  another  point  on 
which  I   wish    to   say  a  word :    I  have 
spoken    of    the    breach    action    of     th" 
weapon*  I  do  not  like  that  action ;  I  belie  vi 
it  to  be  constructed  on  a  mist'iken  prin- 
eipla   because    of   its   want  of  sti'engtl 
But  all  this  has  been   so  clearly   sho 
by  the    right    hon.   Gentleman   opposi 
that  I  will  not  go  further  into  it.     But 
in  regard  ta  the  ammunition  we  are  nol 
at  all  certain  about  it.    It  is  cased  eith 
in    nickel,  iron,  or  steel,  and    the    twi 
in  the  barrel  is    increased  to  give    th< 
e  ton  gated  bullet  the  necessary  impetus. 
The  result  is  that  the  bullet  is  stripped^ 
and  damage  is  likely  to  arise  to  the  rifling 
of  the  Imrrel.  These  are  serious  difficulties 
with  anew  rifle.     I  should  have  thought 
you  would    have  taken    care    not  onlj^ 
to  have   perfect   ammunition,    but  al 
perfect  powder ;  but  I  am  told  that,  nol 
w^ithstanding      what      the     right     ho: 
Gentleman  has   said^    and    of   course 
accept  his  word,  the  black  powder  used 
is  not  all  that  cau   be  desired.     It  ma;" 
be   good  enough  at  bome»  but  we  maj 
have  Ui  use  the  rifle  in    all    parts  of  the 
world,  and  we  ought  to    have  no  doubt 
about  the  quality  of  the   powder  to  b© 
employed.     With  regard  to  the  question 
of  responsibility,  we   ought  certainly  to 
know  absolutely  on  whom  the   responsi- 
bility   rests.        The    hon.  "Meml>er    for 
Preston  has   talked  of  wanting  to  hang 
somebody    for    the    mistakes    that    are 
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made.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Hecretary  for  War  has  told  ns  that  wheu 
ho  ordera  the  issue  of  the  rifles  he  will 
be  responsible  to  this  House.  No  doubt 
that  ia  so,  but  you  cannot  make  him 
responsible  for  the  rifle  itself.  The 
Director  General  of  Artillery  is  said  to 
be  the  man  who  is  absolutely  responsible ; 
but  I  ask  the  House,  could  we  do  any- 
thing with  that  officer  supposing  this 
rifle  were  to  fail?  I  am  sorry  my  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  has  naked  for  a 
Koyal  Commission,  liecause  I  do  not 
think  a  Hoyal  Commission  the  right 
thing,  I  should  have  preferred  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  not  to 
take  away  respousibility  from  the 
Secretary  for  War,  but  to  examine 
thoroughly  into  the  whole  question, 
and  report  as  soon  as  possible  in  order 
to  allay  the  feeling  existing  in  the 
csountry  upon  this  matter.  That  feel- 
ing, afi  my  bon.  Friend  knows,  does 
exist,  and  maj  be  communicated  to  our 
soldiers  theipfiselves.  A  more  disastrous 
tbing  thau^iat  c^uld  hardly  be  imagined. 
I  hope  my  Vight  hon.  Friend  will  intimate 
his  inteiftion  to  propose  such  a  Com- 
mittee, ^a  that  it  may  report  upon  this 
rifle,  aim  say  whether  we  have  the  best 
rifle  OETnot.  If  it  is  not,  we  should  stop 
its  manufacture  ;  but  if  it  is  the  best,  its 
issue/comld  be  continued,  and  we  should 
feel/ that  we  had  done  our  best  to  allay 
the)   feeling    which    exists   outside  this 

DUSCf 

.360  Captain  BOWLES  (Middlesex, 
n field) ;  I  merely  wish  to  say  a  very  few 
brds  in  answer  to  the  remarks  of  the  last 
Speaker  in  regard  to  the  Enfield  Factory, 
ho  matter  is  one  on  which  we  ought  to 
Vconsider  proofs  rather  than  individual 
/  opinions.  Wo  know  that  rifles  have 
\  been  manufactured  at  Enfleld,  the  cost 
\and  workmanship  of  which  compare 
y favourably  with  those  manufactured  at 
^^/  Birmingliam  ;  and  with  regard  to  the 
setting  up  of  manufactories  at  Birming- 
ham and  other  large  towns,  I  think  we 
ought  to  I'cjoice  at  seeing  the  Govern- 
ment factory  set  up  at  a  place  like 
Enfield,  where  the  artizans  can  enjoy 
healthy  exercise  and  country  air.  1 
think  that  the  question  as  to  whether 
this  rifle  is  a  good  one,  or  the  bc*st  that 
can  be  made,  is  one  that  ought  to  be  left 
to  military  experts.  I  think  the  case 
is  one  in  which  individual  opinions  are 
of  very  little  importance,  because  we  do 
VOL.  CCUXLIX.       Lthtrd  senrES.] 


not  know  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  were  arrived  et.  These  individuals 
may  have  tried  the  rifle,  but  we  do  not 
know  the  particular  tests  sppHed,  and, 
for  my  part,  I  would  rather  have  the 
opinion  of  a  Committee  properly  ap- 
pointed— such  as  a  War  Office  Committee 
—to  decide  which  is  the  best  weapon, 
than  the  opinion  of  any  person 
either  at  Aldershot  or  elsewhere  who 
may  not  liave  had  proper  opportunity 
of  putting  the  rifle  to  the  test.  Af- 
regards  the  trials  which  are  made  at 
Enfield,  I  believe  there  is  no  neighbour- 
liood  better  suited  for  this  purpose,  I 
trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
his  way  tij  uphold  the  verdict  of  the 
Small  Arms  Committee. 

»(7.38.)  Mr.  E.  LEES  (Oldham) :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  has  successfully 
proved  every  part  of  the  case  he  under- 
took to  prove.  He  has  shown  that  the 
Department  took  every  ]>06sible  care  to 
ascertain  which  was  the  best  rifle,  that 
the  whole  subject  was  thoroughly  con^ 
side  red  and  examined,  that  the  Timet 
newspaper  has  been  most  inconsistent  in 
the  way  in  which  it  has  attacked  him, 
and  that  in  the  rifle  which  is  now  served 
out  the  Army  has  got,  at  any  rate,  a 
very  serviceable  weapon.  But  he  did 
not  undertake  to  provx,  nor  did  he  prove, 
that  the  rifle  under  discussion  was  the 
best  rifle  of  its  kind  now  in  existence, 
which,  after  all,  is  the  point  on  whick 
both  the  pnblic  and  the  Aji-my  will  feel 
naost  interested,  although  it  has  been 
proved  that  it  was  the  best  in  existence 
at  the  time,  the  Committee  sat  to  decide 
as  to  what  rifle  should  be  adopted. 
Since  that  time,  notwithstanding  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  sneered  at 
rival  inventions,  the  rifle  produced  by 
Major  Godflol  has  been  found  to  bt^ 
superior  to  the  rifle  now  l^eing  issued  by 
the  Government.  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
we  have  gone  too  far  with  the  present 
rifle  to  permit  of  the  issue  of 
a  superior  weapon,  if  it  con  bt? 
shown  that  thert^  is  such  a  weapon 
available,  as  a  substitute^  I  do  not 
wish  to  insinuate  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  fully  proved  that  thl* 
Committee  took  every  jwBsible  care  iu 
see  tbat  the  rifle  they  recommended  was 
the  best  then  put  before  them  ;  but  if  it 
be  the  fact  that  the  Godsal  rifle  ia  thi? 
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hotter  WGBpon,  I  should  he  glad  if  he  will 
tell  us  whether  it  is  now  too  late  to  pre- 
vent the  further  issue  of  the  new  rifle. 
♦(7.42,)  Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lanca- 
shire, S.W.,  Inca) :  1  think  it  is  clear  that, 
whether  we  have  now  the  best  rifle 
or  not,  its  manufacture  should  be  pro- 
cjeeded  with  n5  rapidly  as  possible, 
because  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  country  should  be  armed  withma^* 
xino  rifles.  What  we  want  from  the 
Secretary  for  War  is  an  assurance  that 
if  hereafter  it  is  found  that  this  new  ri^e 
is  not  a  fiatiiifact(»ry  arm  he  shall  not  allow 
the  prejudices  of  any  officer??  to  prevent 
our  Forces  from  obtaining  a  better  rifle,  lio 
matter  what  amount  of  sacrifice  the 
renewal  of  machinery  for  that  purpose 
would  entail.  I  desire  to  add  one  wortl 
as  to  the  bayonet.  The  bayonet  attached 
to  the  new  rifle  is  a  very  short  one, 
making  the  rifle  and  bayonet  10  inches 
or  a  foot  shorter  than  the  German  and 
French  weapons.  In  single  combat  this 
shortness  is  said  not  to  be  a  disadvantage, 
but  were  two  mnks  of  men  opposed  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  disadvantage. 

(7.44.)  Captain  BETHELL  (York. 
E»Rf.,  HoMerness)  :  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  question  of  re.sponsi- 
bility.  The  hon.  Member  for  Pi'efeton  re- 
ferred pointedly  to  the  responsibility  of 
some  person  outside  this  House.  I  do  not 
think  he  is  either  right  or  just  in  making 
this  snggestion,  because  no  one  can  have 
i-esponsibility  but  the  Secretary  for 
War ;  it  is  he  who  has  to  approve 
the  weapon  which  is  issued ;  and  what- 
ever either  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
or  others  may  say,  you  may  depend  upon 
it  that  the  Hons3  of  Commons  would 
not  stop  a  man*s  pension  for  any  mistake 
that  may  have  been  made  in  recommend* 
ing  a  particular  rifle.  In  poiutof  fact,  there 
can  be  no  outside  responsibility  beyond 
that  of  the  Secretary  for  War,  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  mistaken  in 
c^ontending  that  the  primary  responai- 
"bility  rests  with  General  Alderson  or 
with  anybody  else  outside  this  House, 
The  ultimato  responsibility  rests^  as  1 
have  said,  with  the  Secretary  for  War,  and 
it  cannot  be  taken  away  from  him  except 
by  Statute.  My  hon,  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gal  way  has  spoken  of  two 
impi^rtaut  f>oints — first,  the  diminution  of 
the  bore,  which  means  accuracy  of  fire  ; 
and,  secondly,  the  question  of  the  maga- 
seine.  For  my  part,  I  am  extremely 
Mr.  E.  lees 


grateful  t*>  the  hou.  Member  for  Pres- 
ton for  the  clear  manner  in  which 
he  has  put  his  case  before  the  House,  and 
I  think  that,  after  his  speech  and  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War,  the  House  will  feel  Ix^tter  satis* 
fled  with  the  new  weapon  than  before 
thi.^  discussion  commenced. 

•(8.15.)     Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir.  I 
can  only  say  a  few  words,  by  permission 
of  the  House,  in  reply  to  the  questions 
that  have   been   pointedly  addressed  to 
me,     and   which    I    will   endeavour 
answer  as  briefly  as  possible,     I  have 
been  asked  how  many  shots  have  been 
fired  out  of  a  single  rifle  at  the  trial  of 
the  weapon.     On  this  point  1  am  able  to 
reply  tfiai-e.t  one  trial  16,000  shots  were 
fired  out  of  ope  rifle,  and  it  was  thought 
that  was  a  suffi»nt  test  of  the  weapon, 
and  that  it  wfis  noK^ecessary  to  test  i 
endurance   any   further.     My  attention 
has  also  been  called  toihe  length  of  the 
stock.     That  undoubtedly  is  a  point  of 
great  importance,  and  I  shV^ld  not  like 
to  express  any  opinion  witltf  regard  to 
it     without     consulting    my\  advisers 
I  have  been  asked  whether  aoj  order] 
for  the  mngaxine  rifle  have  be^BU  give: 
by  the  Indian  Government.     I  ini  gla' 
to  say  that  orders  have  been    n'^ceiv 
from    that    Government    for    maJ^a^i**^ 
rifles   for   the   purpose    of    arming    our 
trcKJps     in     that    country.      A    cei'tam 
numl>or    have    been     supplied    to   ^t-^' 
Indian  Government,  and  next  year  ihi^ 
will  be  a  very  large  further  supply 
the  weapons  sent  over.  As  far  as  I  knoi«r< 
the  tests  of  the  rifle  that  have  been 
ducted   in  India   have   been    uniform! 
snccessful,    and    the   Government   have^ 
accordingly  continued  to  manufacture  the 
new  weapon.     I  fully  admit   that   there 
have   been    difficulties    with    regard   to' 
the  supply  of  ammunition  for  the  ne 
weapon  in  India,  because,  if  we  are  goinj^ 
to  use  smokeless  powder,  it  is  importani 
to  know  whether  such  p4Dwder  is  suitable 
for  India  ;  but  Her  Msjesty  s   Govern 
ment  do  know  that   they   can   provide 
ammunition  that  ts  perfectly  suitable  for 
that  country,  and  until   the  adoption  of 
smokeless  powder  is  definitely   decided 
upon,  black  powder  ammunition  will  be 
issued  for  use  in  India,     With  regard  to 
the  stripping  of  bullets,  the  Department 
believe  that  they  have  entirely  overcome 
that  difficulty,  although  in  the  ammuni 
tion  that  was   first  issued  the  powder 
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was  not  suitable  for  the  bullet*  I  am 
glad  to  say  that,  as  far  as  I  know,  in  the 
new  am  ni  unit  ion  the  difljculty  has  been 
overcome,  and  in  the  new  ammunition 
no  fitripping  of  the  bullet  need  be  feared 
with  the  black  powder  and  the  improved 
bullet  that  are  now  used.  1  have  been 
asked  to  give  the  House  an  assurance 
that  we  have  now  got  the  best  rifle.  Of 
course,  a  time  must  come,  in  making 
experiments  with  these  weapons,  when 
•something  like  finality  must  be  admitted, 
and  we  must  accept  the  best  rille  that 
can  be  produced  at  some  period  or  another 
And  proceed  with  the  manufacture  of 
it.  I  believe  that  we  have  got  the 
best  ritlo  that  can  be  made  now ; 
but  it  ia  quite  possible  that  three,  or 
four,  or  five  years  hence  some  improve- 
ment may  be  devised  which  will  leave 
this  rifle  behind  in  the  race.  I  am,  at 
all  eventa,  sure  that  we  have  the  best 
rifle  that  exists  for  the  time  being.  Of 
-csourae,  if  at  any  future  time  great 
improvements  are  made  in  rifles,  and 
their  power  is  ko  enormously  increased 
that  it  becomes  necessary  to  inti*o(3uoe  a 
new  one  with  which  to  arm  our  Army, 
the  whole  subject  will  have  to  be  gone 
into  again.  As  to  the  bayonet,  I  believe 
that  the  new  one  is  a  suitable  and  a 
most  satisfactory  one,  the  Reports  from 
the  different  districts  being  generally 
in  favour  of  it.  It  is  true  that  it  is 
ahorter  than  the  old  one,  but  every 
country  that  has  adopted  the  maga- 
zine riile  is  using  a  shorter  bayonet,  T 
hope  that  the  new  bayonet  which  has 
been  adopted  will  prove  a  very  handy 
weapon,  and  that  it  will  not  be  found  at 
all  too  short  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sussex  has  made  the  only 
really  iiostile  speech  in  the  course  of  the 
Debate  with  regard  to  the  new  rifle  ; 
but  I  must  remind  the  House  that  the  hon. 
und  gftllunt  Gentleman  made  a  similar 
apeech  with  regard  fjo  the  Martini-Henry 
rifle,  and  I  think  that  his  present 
speech  with  regard  to  the  new  rifle 
will  be  attendtd  with  similar  results 
to  those  he  then  experienced,  The  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  asked  me  whether 
the  expedition  that  is  about  to  take  place 
in  India  will  not  afford  a  good  oppor- 
tunity of  testing  the  magazine  rifle  ;  but 
the  fact  is,  that  there  is  no  -303  ammu- 
nition in  India  at  the  present  moment. 
Some  rifles  ha  ?e  been  issued  for  use  in 
that  country.    Moreover,  as  our  troops  in 


India  have  not  yet  been  trained  and  in- 
structed in  the  use  of  the  new  weapon, 
it  is  quite  impossible  that  the  rifle  could 
be  issued  for  the  purpose  of  an  expedition 
that  is  to  start  next  month.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  made  the  extra- 
ordinary suggestion  that  the  best  mode 
of  trying  whether  or  not  the  rifle  is  a 
good  one  is  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
this  House  to  examine  and  to  decide 
upon  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  hon, 
Members  are  inclined  to  accept  such  a 
responsibility  ;  but  even  if  they  are  ao 
inclined,  I  very  much  doubt  whether  the 
country  would  consider  that  a  Committee 
of  this  House  is  a  proper  body  to  decide 
such  a  question.  Yery  few  men  in  thia 
House  are  competent  to  pronounce  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  this  rifle  is  suitable 
or  not  for  the  Army,  although,  doubtless, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  himself  is 
one  of  the  few  who  are.  But,  however 
that  may  be,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
decision  of  a  Committee  of  this  House  on 
the  question  would  be  likely  to  increase 
the  confidence  of  the  Army  or  of  the 
country  in  the  fitness  of  the  weapon, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  would  be  likely  to 
decrease  that  confidence* 

*(7.540  Mr.  MAEJORIBAKKS:  I 
mean,  Sir,  to  say  a  very  few  words 
in  reply  to  one  or  two  poinU  raised 
by  varioas  speakers.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  made  rather  a  point 
of  the  fact  that  this  rifle  has  heei). 
found  very  successful  in.  certain  testa 
in  Ron  mania,  and  he  also  inferred 
that  the  rifle  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Roumanian  Government.  1  have  here 
a  letter  from  the  wife  of  a  Minister  of  War 
in  Rou mania,  who  writes  and  says  that 
her  husband  assures  her  that  magazine 
ritle  *303  will  not  be  adopted,  and 
I  believe  has  not  been  adopted  as  a 
matter  of  fact.  Switzerland,  too,  has 
certainly  put  the  magazine  rifle 
aside,  and  the  weapon  was  shown 
to  a  distinguished  Russian  War  Office 
ofiBcial,  who  instantly  opened  the 
breech,  twisted  aside  the  cocking  piec*, 
and  said,  "We  know  all  about  that ;  you 
do  not  suppcjse  we  are  going  to  adopt 
such  a  weapon  as  that  ?  "  Sly  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gal  way  took  some  ex- 
ception to  the  remarks  I  made  with 
regjird  to  the  bore  of  the  rifle,  and  ho 
expressed  doubt  as  to  using  a  lead  bullet 
in  a  bore  so  small  as  *320  in.  I  said 
that  *320  in.  was  the  smallest  bore  in 
3  U  2 


IM^ 


1683        //^A«t*  Education 


{COMMONS} 


(Scodanl), 


1684 


which  you  could  use  a  lead  bullet 
but  I  did  not  recommend  it.  My 
own  idea  is  that  it  would  be  much 
better  to  have  a  bore  of  '360  in,  or 
•380  in.  With  regard  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon-  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War,  I  think  it  was  coloured 
by  official  optimism.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  obliged  to  assume  the 
responsibility  of  the  rifle,  and  naturally 
held  it  was  the  best  possible  arm. 
I  am  not  surprised  that  he  should 
have  adopted  that  line  of  argu- 
ment. I  do  not  believe  that  that  is 
the  case,  and  that  opinion  I  think  is 
shared  by  many  people  outside  the 
walls  of  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  'quoting  the  letter  of  a 
distinguished  rifle  shot,  said  the  rifle 
was  rery  good,  if  only  the  right  ammuni- 
tion was  obtained ;  but,  Sir,  that  is  a 
very  big  *'  if."  Having  adopted  this  very 
small  bore,  it  is  exceedingly  difficult  to 
get  good  ammunition.  You  have  an  ex- 
pensive composite  bullet  admittedly 
imperfect,  and  far  from  having  got  smoke- 
less powder,  yon  have  been  compelled  to 
fall  back  on  a  compressed  pellet  of  black 

fowder,  which  is  smoky,  dirty,  and  foul, 
think  it  was  hardly  fair  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  insinuate 
that  the  letter  wliich  I  wrote  to  the 
Financial  Secretiiry  on  the  rifle  lent  me 
by  the  War  Office  was  founded  on  what 
appeared  in  the  Timfs.  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  my  criti- 
cisms, such  as  they  were,  proceeded 
from  my  own,  perhaps  not  too  fertile, 
brain.  He  did  me  the  honour  to  quote 
a  single  sentence  of  that  letter,  which 
suited  his  own  purpose,  but  gave  an 
utterly  false  idea  of  its  general  tenor. 
I  endeavoured  to  say  all  the  good  I 
could  of  the  rifle  ;  I  did  not  wish  at  all 
to  take  a  partial  or  distorted  view%  I 
found  that  it  shot  very  well,  only  that  I 
thought  the  bullet  was  much  affected 
by  the  wind.  I  believe  that  has  been 
the  experience  of  every  one  who  has 
fired  the  rifle.  My  criticisms  on  its 
mechanism  were  similar  to  those  I  have 
now  made  in  the  Honse.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  the  Martini  Henry  was  years 
ago  objected  to  in  this  House  on  grounds 
in  many  respects  like  those  brought 
forward  about  the  new  rifle  to-nfght ; 
especially  was  that  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  extractor,  which  was  shown  to 
work  on  wrong  mechanical  principles, 
Mr,  Marjoribanki 


depending  on  the  short  arm  of  the 
lever  instead  of  the  long  one.  The 
scientists  on  that  occasion  were  sneered 
at,  but  in  a  short  time  they  had  their 
revenge,  and  full  effect  was  given  to 
their  views  by  a  reconstruction  of  the 
extractor.  I  must  put  the  House  to 
the  trouble  of  a  Division,  because  I  wish 
to  put  on  record  that  some,  at  any  ratt% 
do  not  agree  that  this  rifle  is  the  best 
possible  of  all  rifles.  I  wish  to  put  oii_ 
record  a  protest  against  the  decision 
the  Government  in  not  allowing  inquit 
as  to  whether  its  breech  action  an 
various  parts  are  founded  on  sour 
mechanical  principles. 

(8.0.)     The    House  divided  :-^Aye« 
74  ]  Xoes  108.— tDiv.  List,  No.  33.) 

^laiu  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  **TbBit  it  is  undesirable,  IjyiheAp* 
pointmectofaRoyal  CommiBsion  ioquiiiDgiiiti 
a  detail  of  military  administration,  to  weakfll 
the  full  responsibility  of  the  ofUciuls,  spedftllj 
charged  with  that  duty,  for  the  refommcndaj 
ii  i       d  adoption  of  the  nevr  mugazinc?  rifle."] 

HIGHER  EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND). 

♦{S.4L)  Mb.  C.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) 
The  subjeet  to  which  I  invite  the  atten^ 
tion  of  the  House  is  the  efiFect  of  Govern- 
ment Grants  on  higher  education  in 
Scotland.  I  think  that  English  Mem- 
bers  who  follow  subjects  of  the  kind 
nmy  take  an  interest;  In  it^  for  this 
reason 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  we: 
not   present ;   House     counted,   and   40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Mb.  a  S.  PARKER:  It  ia  the 
fortune  of  Scotland  to  possess  a  nationi 
system  of  education,  which,  as  compai 
with  that  in  England,  comes  down  froi 
an  earlier  dikte — if  not  from  the  time 
John  Knox,  but,  at  all  events,  in  stati 
tory  form,  from  William  III. 
system  is  also  more  comprehensi 
than  in  England,  It  has  been  the  pride 
of  Scotland  that  the  hnmbletit  of  her 
population  have  had  the  means  at  home 
of  preporing,  in  the  first  place,  for  t^ 
Universities,  and  after \vai*da  for 
learned  professions.  I  do  not  suppoi 
there  is  in  the  world  a  country  which 
has  a  larger  proportion  in  the  learned 
professions  of  those  who  received  their 
first  training  at  a  humble  parish  school, 
I  ask,  then,   that  the  question  may  be 
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treat-ed  from  a  Scottish  point  of  view, 

I  do  not  propose  that  the  House  should 
necessarilj  accept  the  views  of  the  Scotch 
Members,  because  in  all  educational  ques- 
tions there  are  principles  involved  which 
need  matare  consideratioa  in  consequence 
<rf  their  bearing  upon  England  and  Ire- 
land. Bat  I  hope  those  who  are  going 
to  vote  on  this  question  will  endeavour 
to  plant  themselves  in  Scotland  as 
regards  the  facts.  I  must  say  that  on 
looking  over  the  Runual  Reports  of 
the  Scotch  Education  De|>artmeut  I 
have  sometimes  wished  tliey  gave  in 
a  more  prominent  form  the  facts  relating 
to  higher  education.  Yet,  even  as  it 
is,  English  Members  may  be  surprised 
to  find  that,  whereas  in  the  English 
Reports  you  read  of  almost  nothing  but 
-elementary  education,  in  the  Scotch 
Beport  of  last  year  there  are  examina- 
iiott  papers  in  high  mathematicis,  liatin, 
Oreek,  and  modern  language?:,  including 
Italian  and  even  Anglo*Saxon.  But  for 
most  of  the  facts  I  must  ask  leave  to 
refer  to  a  Report  made  two  years  ago 
t)y  a  Committee,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  a  member,  and  to  express 
my  regret  that  I  have  not  the  support 
this  evening  of  any  of  my  colleagues. 
One  of  them,  Mr.  Cochran-Patrick,  then 
an  earnest  advocate  of  education  on 
the  Conservative  Benches,  is  now  per- 
manent Secretary  of  the  Scotch 
Department  j  another,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Memher  for  the  Inverness 
But^hs  (Mr*  Fin  lay),  is  unfortunately 
-called  elsewhere  by  a  political  engage- 
ment ;  and  a  third,  Dr,  Craik,  na 
Secretary  for  Education  in  Scotland,  can- 
not take  part  in  our  Debates,  and  could 
not  sign  the  recommendations.  But  for 
the  facts  set  forth  in  the  Report  Dr. 
Craik  as  well  as  the  other  Meml>er3  is 
responsible,  and  the  Resolution  I  have 
to  propose  is  taken  almost  verbatim 
from  recommendations  of  this  Committee, 
appointed  by  the  Government  to  advise 
them  on  the  question  of  higher  educa- 
tion- It  may  be  asked  what  1  include 
in  higher  education.  I  am  prepared  to 
give  a  very  broad  and  simple  definition*  I 
do  not  care  whether  it  be  classical,  or 
mathematical,  or  seieutifio»  technical  or 
practical.  I  call  higher  education  all 
that  goes  beyond  the  usual  standard.  I 
would  even  measure  it  by  age,  and  say 
that  by  kigher  education  1  mean  odu ca- 
tion contiuaed  beyond   the   usual   age. 


The  question  which  is  pressing  for 
solution  in  England  arises  also  in  Scot- 
land. It  was  preached  with  persistent 
iteration  by  the  most  distinguished  man 
who  ever  served  as  an  Inspector  in  the 
English  Education  Department,  the  late 
Mr.  Matthew  Arnold.  **  Organise,"  said 
he,  '*  your  secondary  education,**  The 
chief  attempt  tn  do  so  in  England  is  based 
on  the  Report  of  the  Schools  Inquiry 
Committee,  who,  on  a  survey  of  England 
and  Wales,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  safest  way  U}  discriminate  between 
the  different  kinds  of  education  was  by 
the  ages  at  which  children  would  l^ve 
RchooL  Elementary  education  they  took 
as  ending  at  12,  and  the  third,  second, 
and  first  grades  of  secondary  education 
as  ending  at  14,  16,  and  18  years.  In 
Scotland  the  case  is  different,  The 
Scotch  rarely  keep  their  boys  at  school 
beyond  the  ago  of  17,  Some  go 
to  the  University  before  17,  but 
generally  speaking  at  that  age  the 
University  training  begins.  The  higher 
education  conducted  in  the  Univorsitiea 
is  subsidised  by  the  State  to  the  amount 
of  X4 2,000  a  year,  and  powers  have 
been  given  to  a  University  Com* 
mission,  who,  I  trust,  will  take  care 
that  the  Univorsitiea  shall  not  en- 
croach on  school  life,  but  shall  giv© 
up  the  practice,  fast  dying  out,  of 
taking  almost  children  and  teaching 
thcra  the  elements  of  knowledge^ 
Then,  on  the  other  hand,  education 
in  the  ordinary  Scotch  schools  cannot 
be  regarded  as  ending  at  the  age  of 
12*  The  recognised  school  age  in  Scot- 
land is  14,  and<^some  stay  at  school  until 
15,  which  leaves  only  two  or  three  yeara 
for  secondary  education  elsewhere  titan 
in  the  ordinary  schools.  In  short, 
higher  education  in  Scotland  is  of  two 
kinds.  One  kind,  from  the  age  say  of 
12  or  13  to  14  or  15,  is  found  in  the 
ordinary  schools  some  of  which  Iiave 
higher  departments.  But  those  who 
are  to  remain  till  17  should  be  aenfc 
from  the  first  to  the  secondary  schools 
proper.  In  speaking  of  the  education 
given  between  13  and  15,  I  should  lik^ 
to  remind  the  House  that  whatever 
we  choose  to  call  legally  the  school  age 
in  Scotland,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  statistics 
show  that  there  is  a  falling  off  of  24 
per  cent,  in  the  attendance  from  12 
to  13,  and  of  more  than  50  per  ce^i$ 
from    13    to    14.     So   that  practioalljf 
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12,  or  perhaps  nearly  13»  is  the  sge  at 

which  the  ordinary  education  ter- 
minates. But  provision  shculd  be  made 
for  the  few  who  remain  longer.  And 
first^  I  desire  to  say  a  word  upon 
the  country  schools,  in  regard  to  which 
opinion  in  *Scotland  is  very  unanimous. 
As  a  member  of  the  Committee  to 
which  I  have  referred,  I  had  occasion 
to  examine  a  good  many  teachers  from 
the  country  and,  school  Inspectors,  We 
found  these  teachers  and  Inspectors 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  the  country 
schools  should,  if  possible,  have  suffi- 
cient teaching  power  to  prepare  any  boys 
in  the  neighbourhood  who  may  be 
thought  fit  for  entrance  to  the  Univer* 
aities.  At  present,  however,  the  present 
etaSa  of  these  scliools  are  insufficient 
for  such  purpose,  In  a  large  number  of 
Bchools  in  Scotland — aliout  1,000— there 
is  only  one  certificated  teacher  who  is 
assisted  usually  by  a  pupil  tc^acher.  We 
au^ested  the  addition  of  an  assistant 
teacher,  in  which  case  one  or  other 
could  take  charge  of  the  boy&j  in  the 
higher  subjects.  All  the  children  would 
be  better  taught^  and  the  pupil  teacher 
would  be  relieved  of  a  great  deal  of 
pressure.  I  think  pupil  tmchers  are,  as 
a  general  rule,  called  upon  to  do  more 
school  work  than  is  good  for  them.  If 
there  were  a  staff  of  two  competent 
masters  they  could  relieve  the  pupil 
teacher  of  some  school  work,  and  would 
be} better  able  to  carry  on  his  education 
n  the  evening.  And  this  is  of  importance, 
because  from  the  pupil  teachers  are 
drawn  most  of  the  future  teachers. 
Again,  in  the  country,  as  well  as  in  the 
towns,  it  is  very  desirable  there  should  be 
something  in  the  nature  of  continuation 
schools,  but  it  is  hopeless  to  ask  a  single- 
handed  teacher  to  do  much  e\^ening 
work.  It  is  estimated  that  each  of  tbese 
1,000  schools  could  be  provided  with  an 
additional  master  for  £60  a  year.  One- 
half  of  that  amount  might  bo  obtained 
from  local  resoarces,  so  that  a  grant  of 
^30,000  a  year  would  provide  the 
schools  in  the  rural  jmrishes  of  Scotland 
with  an  adequate  teaching  staff.  Pass- 
ing now  to  towns,  the  question  becomes 
more  complicated.  There  are  private 
schools  in  the  towns — there  is  the 
Edinburgh  Academy,  for  instance  — 
which  simply  ask  to  be  let  alone,  and 
that  their  competitors  shall  not  be  too 
lieayily  endowed*  The  Gla^ow  Academy 
Mr.  C.  ^.  Farhsr 


and  the  Kelvinside  Academy  find  them*- 
selves  hard  pressed  by  the  competition 
of  the  State -subsidised  schools,  and  ithaa^ 
been  suggested  that  they  would  be  only 
too  happy  if  the  School  Board  of  the 
city  could  see  their  way  to  take  over 
the  whole  establishment,  employing,  of 
course,  as  many  of  the  present  masters 
as  possible.  Next,  there  are  endowed 
schools.  I  remember — it  is  now  getting 
to  be  an  old  story — when  the  endows 
ments  for  education  in  Scotland  wer 
running  in  some  considerable  degree 
waste,  and  one  of  my  earliest  speeches  i 
this  House  was  in  support  of  the  the^ 
Lord  Advocate  (Lord  Moncreiff), 
enable  a  reorganisation  of  the  endow^ 
ments  to  be  brought  about.  These  ar 
now  admirable  schools,  only  too  powerful 
for  their  rivals  in  educational  labour. 
This  may  be  said  of  Gordon's  College^ 
in  Aberdeen,  of  which  I  can  sp^ 
with  some  personal  knowledge.  Gordon's 
College  is  an  endowed  school,  with  as 
admirable  a  plant  for  science  teaching 
and  applied  mechanics  as  any  school 
the  Kingdom.  All  I  would  remark  ifl 
regard  to  these  schools  is — it  is  mj 
opinion,  but  I  am  not  sure  whether  _ 
carry  my  colleagues  on  the  Committee 
with  me — that  it  is  perfectly  right  to  do 
as  the  Commissioners  did  in  these  en 
dowed  schools,  to  admit  others  tb 
those  who  are  the  objects  of  the  Charity 
to  profit  by  the  excellent  education  given^ 
But  I  am  inclined  to  f^ree  with  an 
increasing  number  of  hon.  Members  whe 
hold  that  it  is  hardly  fair  that  parents 
in  general  who  are  well  off  should  ob 
for  their  children  such  education  as  the 
do  at  some  of  these  endowed  schools 
the  fees  they  pay.  I  think  the  resour 
of  the  school  would  go  further,  and  it 
would  be  fair,  if  you  required  from  well- 
to-do  parents  some  substantial  contribia 
tion  to  the  funds  of  the  school,  as  is  tb 
practice  in  the  great  English  put 
schools.  That  would  tend  to  dimir 
what  I  admit  to  be  an  evil,  the  rather 
formidable  competition  of  these  endowed 
schools  with  private  enterprise.  I  now 
wish  to  draw  attention  to  two  re^ 
maining  types  of  schools,  rather  sharplj 
contrasted  financially,  but  in  all  othe' 
respects  tending  to  resemble  each  otherj 
There  are,  on  the  one  hand,  a  growing 
number  of  schools  which  confoim  to 
the  conditions  of  the  Code,  which  keefl 
within  the  conditions  of  the  Code  i 
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are  able  to  earn  large  Goyemment  granta, 
and    at    the  same   time    have    the  one 
object  and  ambition  to  develop    them- 
Bolves   as  secondary   schools.      I   really 
think  it  would  be  rather  a  revelation  to 
the  Hoase  if  I  were  to  read  a  prospectus 
of  one  of  these  schools,  the  Garnet  Hill 
School  at   Glasgow.     This   is   a   granU 
aided  school.  The  building  is  designed  as 
a  secondary  school,  in  accordance  with 
modern  views  and  requirements ;  it  has 
chemical     and     other     laboratoriea,     a 
lecture     room,     a     largo     hall     to     be 
furnished    for   art.  and   science   classes. 
English    literature,    modern   languages, 
classics,  mathcniatics,    science,  drawing, 
political     economy,     logic,     and     other 
higher   subjects   are    taught.     The    full 
course  occupies  four  ^^ears^  and  qualifies 
for  the  Universities  or  the  higher  grades 
of  the  Civil  Service,  as  well  as   fulfilling 
the  requirements  of  the  Science  and  Art 
Departments  ;  and  girls  are  prepared  for 
the  junior   and  senior   University   exa- 
mination.     It  must  be  admitted  this  is  a 
somewhat  ambitious   institution  ;    but  at 
the  same  time   1  am  not  prepared  to  say 
a  word  against  it.      When  I  fiod  such 
excellent   work   being    done,    I   do  not 
like   to  cncourBge    hasty    interference. 
I  will   just   mention   one   other    school 
of     the     type,    at    which      recently    I 
was  present  to  give  away   the  prizes.     I 
mean   the  Harris    Academy  at  Dundee. 
There  I  was  invited  to  the   class-rooms, 
not,  as  is  sometimes  the  case,  to  ask  ques- 
tions and  take  a  class  one's  self,  which  is  a 
favourite   resource  of  those  who  do  not 
care    to    teach    before    the    public,  but 
to    hear    the     classes     taught,    and    1 
thought    the    method    and    manner   of 
teaching,'  excellent,  comparing  well  with 
English   public   schools.     I    was    shown 
the  music   room,  where  some    200   boys 
and  girls  were  presentj  and  I  was  asked 
which   chorus   from   the    "Messiah"     I 
would  like  to  have  sung ;  they  were  pre- 
pared   to    take    any    chorus    from    the 
*'  Messiah/*     And  I  am  told  the  singing 
there  its  better  than  in  any  other  schocjl 
in  the  Kingdom,  and  perhaps   than   any 
school  in  Kurope,     There    were  cookery 
classes  also, where  cookery  of  the  national 
order  was  taught,      1  found  a  *' haggis  ** 
in    preparation,    which   was,    of    course, 
quite    proper   to  be  taught  in  a  Scotch 
school,  though  it  is  a  dish  unknown  to 
most  Englishmen,  and  by  them  unappre- 
ciated.    Now,  what  are  the  funds  of  the 


Harris  Academy?  Roughly  speaking, 
half  the  cost  of  the  building  c4ime  from 
the  endowment  of  Mr.  Harris,  but  the 
school  draws  a  considerable  sum  by  Go- 
vernment grants.  The  sum  drawn  in  a 
year  b^  this  single  schonl  is  £1,354 
direct  from  the  Government,  and 
a  larger  sum  in  fees  from  parents,  ft 
is  rather  remarkable  that  we  should 
have  gone  so  far  in  Bubsidising 
schools  which  carry  education  so  high, 
and  it  is  done,  I  fear,  on  a  principle 
that  is  not  very  satisfactory  ;  for 
whei'eas  the  real  object  of  the  schools 
is  higher  education,  they  tarn  grants 
by  conforming  to  every  rule  laid 
down  by  the  Department  with  a  view  tti 
elementary  education.  Under  consider- 
able diificnlties  they  produce  admimble 
results^  but  these  would  be  better  still  if 
the  schools  were  recognised  as  secondary 
schools,  and  were  not  uuder  the  necessity 
of  keeping  up  the  appearance  of  primary 
schools.  Then  there  only  remains  one 
other  kind  of  schools,  and  on  behalf  of 
these  schools  J  ask  the  House  to  take  a 
favourable  view  of  my  Resolution,  what 
are  technically  called  in  the  Scotch 
EJd  neat  ion  Act  **  higher  class  schools/' 
That  is  rather  unfortunate  nomenclature. 
The  otiier  schools  of  which  I  have  spoken 
are  called  **  higher  grade  schools," 
but  these  under  the  Act  are  called 
**  higher  class  schools,"  They  teach 
very  nearly  the  same  subjects, 
classics,  higher  mathematics,  &c.  Yet, 
though  the  teaching  is  nearly  the  same, 
they  are  totally  diEerently  treated  in 
matters  of  finance.  At  first  the  higher 
class  schools  got  nothing  in  the  way  of 
help  from  the  public  except  what  already 
belonged  to  them,  some  share  in  the 
fuuds  which  handed  down  by  tradition 
Urr  education,  became  a  legal  claim  upon 
Town  Councils,  The  Education  Act  of 
187i!  gave  them  nothing  beyond.  They 
did  not  come  upon  the  School  Fund  until 
some  years  later.  Power  was  then 
given  to  the  School  Boards  to  spend 
on  these  high  schools  more  freely, 
and  in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  at  least 
£400  a  year  is  paid  to  the  high  schools ; 
besides  which  there  is  a  liberal 
expenditure  in  Ixnth  cities  in  the  way  of 
keeping  up  buildings.  But  although 
this  in  Glasgow  has  worked  admirably, 
and  in  Edinburgh  fairly  well  under 
the  School  Board,  and  although 
it    works     alter    a     sort     in    such    a 
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city  as  Aberdeen,   if  you  look  at  the 
Grammar  Schools  there,  it  is  in  a  posi- 
tion   that  compares  veiy  unfavourably 
with  their  rival  Gordon's  College.     The 
question  is  whether  it  is  fair  to  bring 
ihdse  schools  under  School  Boaids  and 
under  the  supervision  of  State  Inspectors, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  let  them  draw 
no  funds  whatever  from  a  central  source. 
What  is  the  nature  of    the  Resolution 
with  which  I  propose  to  conclude  1    We 
ask  the  Education   Department  to  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  extending  grants 
to  these  secondary  schools,  believing  that 
the  effect  would  be  greatly  to  popularise 
them.     Of  course,  good  teaching  cannot 
be  had  without  payment  of  good  stipends 
to  masters,  and  these  schools  find  them- 
selves  in   a   position  where   their  only 
resource  is  to  charge  high  fees,  and  so 
become    les&    popular.     They    have    no 
alternative    but    to  impose   high   fees; 
and  this,  of  course,  they  find  it  difficult 
to  do  where  they  have  admirable  endowed 
schools  competing  against  them  at  very 
low  fees.   To  the  credit  of  their  teachers, 
they    mostly   prefer,  instead  of  falling 
into  the  position  of  higher  class  schools, 
to  place   themselves    in    a    position  to 
attract  a  large  number  of  pupils  by  low 
fees.     I  couple  the  recommendation  of 
grants  in  their  favour  with  another  re- 
commendation,  namely,   that  a  certair 
number  of  free  places  should  be  thrown 
open  for  competition  among  children  of 
grant-aided  primary  schools.     In  some 
foreign  countries  there  are  10  per  cent, 
of   free    places    in    such    schools,    and 
this     greatly     stimulates     industry    in 
other  schools,  bringing  out  the  pick  of 
the  boys  for  higher  education,   and    it 
would  be  a  great  benefit  also  to  the  high 
schools.     They  are  poorly  endowed,  they 
are  under  public  management,  and  they 
get  very  little  from  the  rates.     One  rea- 
son is  because  the  area  of  the  rate  is 
narrower  than  the  area  from  which  the 
children  come,  and  I  hope  under  County 
Government  we  shall  have  that  reformed. 
Then  they  get  nothing  from  the  Govern- 
ment, and    that    is    what    I    wish    to 
remedy    by    this    Resolution.      I     had 
a    hope    the    Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer   might    have    been    present     this 
evening,  and   possibly  he  may  be  here 
before   the  discussion   closes.     He  is  a 
toember  of  the  Committee  of  the  Council 
lor  Education  for  Scotland,  and  I  should 
have  been  glad  of  the  opportunity  of 
Mr,  C.  S,  Parker 


appealing    to    him    personally    on    the 
financial  question.     What  I  would  say 
to    him,     and     what     I    now    say    to 
the    Lord    Advocate,   is    this:    In    my 
humble  opinion,  money  bestowed  in  this 
way  would  be  an  excellent  investment. 
I  am  prepared  to  maintain  that  money 
thus  paid  for   higher    education  would 
not  only  benefit  those  who  attend  the 
schools,    but    the    standard    would    be 
raised  throughout  the  country.     There 
i^  more  to  be  said  for  such  investment 
than  for  money  devoted  to  perpetually 
building  new  ironclads,  or  even  to  the 
magazine    rifie.      The   second    thing    I 
wanted  to  represent  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the   Exchequer  is   this  :    There  is,  we 
hope,  going  to  be  a  great  oppoi-tunity 
this  Session.     I  am  one  of  those  who 
always  wish  well  to  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness,  and   I   wish   especially   that  the 
Government   may   succeed  in   carrying 
a  measure  for  free  or  assisted  education 
in  England.     If  they  obtain  assisted  edu- 
cation in  England  on  anything  like  the 
same  scale  as  was  given  to  Scotland,  I 
suppose  it  is  well  understood  they  cannot 
take  the  funds  from  the  rates,  or  money 
on  its  way  to  the  rates,  but  will  have  to 
go  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
it.     Well,  then,  I  think   Scotch  Mem- 
bers will  have  something  to  say.     We 
are  very  willing  that  the  money  should 
come    from    the    Exchequer;     but    if 
England  is  going  to  take  the  cost  from 
that  source,  then   Scotland   may   fairly 
claim  a  further  sum,  perhaps  as  large  as 
that  which  she    has  already  obtained. 
I    do    not    take     it    for    granted   that 
it     is     all     to     be     spent     in     edu- 
cation.    I  should  like  to  see  it  so  ex- 
pended, but  it  is  to  the  credit  of  the  rate- 
payers that  they  forewent  their  claims 
to   relief  in  favour  of  education  ;   and 
they  may  now  put  those  claims  forward. 
But  besides  £30,000  wanted,  as  I  have 
shown,     to     strengthen     the     staff    of 
county      schools,     at    least    a    similar 
sum    might    be    wisely    spent    in    aid 
to     secondary     schools.      The     reason 
why    there  are   no  more    of    them    is 
because  the  State  is  so  much  more  ready 
to  subsidise  what  are  called  the  higher 
grad^     schools.        School    Boards     say, 
although    these     are     not     what     we 
want,   let  us  have  the  schools  that  draw 
the  Government  grant  rather  than  those 
'  that  do  not.     The  distinction  is  one  that, 
I    say,    should    not  be  •  maintained*    X 
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ehould  be  ruled  out  of  order  if  I  moved 
a  ilirect  money  Resolution^  but  all  we 
wish  to  do  is  to  place  on  record  what  we 
believe  to  be  the  desire  of  Scotland  in 
thia  direction.  When  money  becorae» 
available— ^ and  there  is  every  prospect  of 
it  becoming  available — I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  a  fnendly  view  of  the  Re- 
fiolntioE  I  now  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That»  for  the  better  ar^nisation  m  Scot- 
land of  lli^her  Ed ucatiou,  it  19  desirtihio  that 
thero  should  bft  Gmnts  in  nid  of  it,  not  only  aa 
lit  present » to  iho  Uoiver^iueB  and  to  Prinmry 
iSihools,  but  alBo  (as  recommended  by  a  De- 
partmental Committee  in  1888)  to  the  Public 
45econdaiy  Schools^  on  condition  of  their 
f^eoeral  efCciencyj  and  of  free  places  beiuj^ 
roaervcd  in  them  for  competition  among' 
children  from  the  ^rant-ttided  Primary  Schools.*' 
—  {Mr,  a  S.    Parker.) 

*(9.220  Mn.  J.  PARKER  SMPTH 
(Lanark,  Partick) :  I  wish  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  were  herf^,  not 
that  I  fee!  that  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  do  not 
fully  represent  the  Government,  but  I 
hope  wo  may  find  that  in  urging  our 
views  upon  them,  we  are  pressing  upon 
an  open  door  ;  and  1  know  the  difficulty 
ifl  one  with  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Excheqncr  is  concerned,  and  I  believe  if 
he  were  here  he  would  find  the  same 
view  expressed  by  Members  from  8cot^ 
land  of  all  shades  of  opinion,  that  if 
money  is  forthcoming  for  Scotland,  a  fair 
slice  of  it  should  be  devoted  toward«i  de- 
veloping secondary  edncation.  The  in- 
terest in  this  matter  is  jroneral  in  Scot- 
land, it  is  not  confined  to  the  few, 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  put  the  case 
clearer  than  by  quoting  tha  worils  used 
l>y  Mr,  Furster,  when  opening  a  higher 
grade  school  at  Go  van  :- 

**  No  ebiBS  pays  in  taxes  and  rates  so  large  a 
proportion  out  of  iacomo  as  the  lower  section 
of  the  middle  clasH,  and  the  higher  section  of 
the  artisan  clans.  They  pay  ratei  for  the 
education  of  thdr  fellow  cilizens,  and  they  say 
we  have  a  right  to  get  a  return  for  our  rates  by 
at  least  some  amount  of  benefit  in  the  education 
of  our  ihildren,  and  they  have  such  a  right 
most  undoubtedly/* 

After  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  I 
need  not  go  into  the  question  at  large, 
and  I  will  only  take  one  part  of  it. 
There  is  at  present  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  the  secondary  edncation  which 
exists  in  Scotland,  tauglit  in  the  highf  r 
grades  of  the  grant  earning  schools^ 
ftchools  open  to  everyone  ;  and  in  these  a 


vast  deal  of  work  in  higher  education  is 
now»  and  always  has  been  done.  It  is 
an  old  Scotch  tradition  ;  and  a  combi- 
nation of  elementary  and  higher  edu coition 
has  alwa3'S  existed,  and  tho  only  serious 
fault  found  ^vith  the  Education  Act  of 
1872,  is  that  it  terided  to  discottrage  a 
large  amount  of  higher  education  that 
could  be  got  from  the  gnrant  earning 
schools.  That  is  an  old  Scotch  principle, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  principle 
we  ought  not  to  desire  to  dispute,  our 
aim  should  not  be  to  gi3t  rid  of  it.  If 
yoTi  had  a  clear  field  for  cducationiste, 
you  might  wish  to  make  secondary 
education  independent  from  (he  be- 
ginning, but  that  you  hfivc  not  got 
You  have  got  the  schoi*!s  as  they  exist 
doing  good  work,  and  to  destroy  them 
to  gratify  any  theoretical  educational 
principles  would,  it  seems  to  roe,  lead  to 
very  great  mischief.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  quoted  the  prospectus  of  the  Garnet 
Hill  school,  but  he  did  not  quote  the 
jurlgmcnt  of  the  Committee  on  this 
schcx>l,  which  was  very  favourable  indeed 
as  to  teaching,  and  the  progress  of  the 
lx>ys  in  the  school.  In  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee,  the  attjiinments  of  the 
pupils  were  not  quite  up  to  those  of  the 
academies  and  high  schools,  but  they 
came  very  near  indeed.  It  is  said  the 
clever  boys  ought  to  be  taken  away 
from  the  grant-earning  schools,  and 
sent  to  the  secondary  schools,  but  that 
is  not  a  policy  you  can  fit  in  with  the 
existing  Bysteui  pursued  by  school- 
masters in  ScotlantL  To  take  these  boys 
away  would  discourage  the  masters 
from  carrying  their  teaching  beyond  the 
standards.  They  won  Id  not  have  the 
same  keenness  in  their  desire  to  help  on 
boys  who  wish  to  go  outside  the  standard. 
The  secondary  schools  are  xerj  much 
liandicappcd  by  these  higher  grade 
grant-earning  schools  as  they  are  called. 
It  is  not  fair  that  a  cheaper  education 
should  be  given  in  these  schools  to 
those  children  whose  parents  are  well 
able  to  pay  a  fair  pricy  for  the  letter 
cla^s  of  education  they  wish  their 
ohildren  Ui  have.  If  you  are  prepared 
to  devote  something  to  the  further 
development  of  secondary  education,  the 
policy  should  be  to  give  grants  in  aid  to 
schools  where  secondary  education  comes 
in  by  some  method  that  will  not  limit 
you  to  particular  schools^  but  will  enable 
good  teaching  to  be  acknowledged,  and 
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to  receive  grants  wherever  jon  may  find 
it.  It  is  u  very  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things  in  these  higher  grade 
schools  that  they  are  driven  to 
resort,  I  might  almost  say,  to  subterfuges 
to  briuof  themselves  under  the  terms 
of  the  Code  with  power  to  earn  grants, 
while  at  the  same  time  they  have  a  very 
strong  and  most  laudable  ambition  to 
compete  in  their  teaching  with  secondary 
schools.  The  present  system  severely 
handicaps  the  schools  that  are  not  grant- 
earning,  and  rivalry  is  dillicult ;  but  if  you 
can  extend  the  terms  of  the  grant  beyond 
its  present  limitation,  then  you  Vill  find 
the  higher  grade  schools  quite  prepared 
to  meet  you.  It  is»  no  doubt,  true  that 
it  would  he  more  satisfactory  for  them 
not  to  have  to  be  striving  to  have  t*j  keep 
themselves  under  the  terms  of  the  Code. 
But  yuu  would  have  thom  coming  out- 
side and  prochiiming  themselves  as  what 
they  are— second jiry  schools.  You  might 
have  either  the  hio-her  departments  of 
the  school  declaring  themselves  secondary 
schools,  while  the  lower  departments 
remained  under  the  Code  as  at  present, 
or  you  might  have  the  whole  school 
developing  into  a  secondary  school. 
That  would  be  a  matter  of  convenience 
depending,  probably,  upon  the  terras  in 
which  you  give  your  grant  to  the  schooL 
At  any  rate»  you  would  have  the  schools 
boldly  declaring  what  they  are,  and  not 
calling  themselves  less — not  professing 
to  be  elementary,  w^hile  they  really 
give  a  considerable  amount  of  secondary 
education.  Let  there  be  a  grant  in  aid 
to  schools  that  give  secondary  education. 
Let  that  grant  depend  upon  the  general 
efficiency  of  the  schools,  and  also  on 
local  contributions  from  whatever  source 
they  may  come.  It  seems  to  me  that 
jon  onght  not  by  any  Government  grant 
to  put  a  school  at  M  in  the  position  of 
being  independent  of  local  contributions, 
but  that  you  ought  to  recognise  all  local 
contributions  equally,  whether  those 
contributions  come  from  endowments, 
rates^  or  fees,  I  think  also  that  in 
secondary  schools,  assisted  by  the  Trea- 
sury, you  should  secure  that  which  has 
been  the  charter  of  Scotland  in  this 
matter^  namely,  that  the  poorest  and 
the  wealthy  alike  shall  obtain  a  fair 
share  of  education.  In  these  schools 
yon  ought  to  liave  some  system,  either 
by  bursaries  or  free  places  in  schools,  by 
which  you  will  enable  the  son  of  a  poor 
Mr,  J,  Parker  Smit/i 


man,  without  putting  himself  on  a  felse 
footing,  to  get  the  same  education  as  the 
son  of  his  more  wealthy  neighbour^ 
You  have  that  system  in  many  of  the^ 
public  schools  —  at  Winchester  and 
Eton — where  a  boy  on  the  foundation 
d<Te8  not  feel  himself  in  a  worse 
position  than  the  son  of  the  man  who 
pays  four  ur  five  times  as  much  for  the 
education,  That  system  should  be 
adopted  in  Scotland,  and  the  Govern- 
ment should  make  it  a  condition  in 
spending  the  money  of  the  nation  on 
secondary  schools.  In  this  way,  I  sub- 
mit, you  w^ould  be  extending  and  de- 
veloping the  policy  of  education  laid 
down  in  the  Pi'eamblo  of  the  Act  of 
1872,  which  says  that  it  is  desirable  to 
amend  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
law  of  iScotland  on  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion,  so  as  to  make  efficient  education 
available  to  the  whole  people  of  Scot* 
land.  It  is  not  only  to  those  who  desire 
elementary  education  that  the  system  of 
national  education  has  always  been 
extended.  It  is  for  the  whole  people  of 
Scotland — to  give  to  every  clever  boy, 
whoever  may  foe  his  father,  the  oppor- 
tunity of  obtaining  at  the  least  expense 
the  best  education  that  Scotland  can 
give. 

♦(10,36.)  Mk.  DONALD  CRAWFORD 
(Lanark,  N.E,)  :  I  think  we  are  indebted 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Membar  for  Perth 
for  bringing  this  matter  before  the  House. 
I  have  no  doubt  thati' among  the  varioua  | 
l^islative  problems  of  interest  with  refer- 
ence to  Scotland  which  await  the  con-  | 
sideration  of  Parliament,  there  is  none 
more  important  than  that  of  secondary  i 
education,  I  am  sure  the  Government 
will  be  fortunate — whether  the  present 
Government  or  its  successor — to  whose 
lot  it  falls  to  take  this  matter  in  hand 
and  carry  it  through  on  right  and  ' 
successful  lines.  I  may  perhaps  be 
allowed  to  advert  for  a  moment  to  the 
way  in  which  the  subject  presents  itself 
to  the  University  Commission  of  which 
I  am  a  member.  I  say,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  disavowed  by  any  of 
my  Colleagues,  that  it  is  not  possible  to 
place  University  education  itself  on  a 
right  footing  unless  secondary  education 
is  properly  organised  as  a  part  of  tb& 
general  system.  Coming  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  1  should  be  content  with 
the  affirmation  of  the  principle  that  the 
organisation    of     secondary     education 
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ought  to  be  the  ooooarn  of  the  State. 
In  saying  that  I  think  I  go  a  little  short 
of  the  terms  of  the  Motion,  My  hon. 
Friend  has  adverted  very  skilfully  to 
•ome  of  the  practical  difficulties  and 
problems  which  meet  the  Legislature 
in  working  this  matter  out  He  has 
pointed  out  how  the  higher  graded 
schools  in  a  particular  part  of  Scot- 
land, which  form  a  subject  of  burning 
controyeray  there,  while  they  are 
doing  excellent  work,  find  themselves 
somewhat  in  a  false  position.  If  tlie 
scheme  he  proposes  were  carried  out 
they  would  bo  apparently  reheved  from 
that  position,  and  would  be  placed  deti- 
nitely  and  frankly  in  the  position  of 
secondary  schools.  Again,  the  higher 
class  schools,  which  are  specially  notict'd 
by  the  Education  Act  of  1872,  are  in 
a  somewhat  difficult  and  starved  situa- 
tion at  present.  This  also,  he  argues, 
wo  a  Id  be  remedied,  if  we  adoptt*d 
the  principle  of  subsidising  secondary 
schools.  But  though  he  has  thus 
given  i^asons  of  no  little  weight  for 
adoptiDg  that  course,  I  should  be 
content  with  something  short  of  it — 
with  the  affirmation  of  the  principle  that 
secondary  education  was  to  lie  a  part  of 
the  national  system.  I  would  work  that 
out  a  little  further  in  this  way.  I  think 
that  one  of  the  most  importiint  re- 
marks that  my  hon.  Friend  mode  was 
that  the  area  of  rating  for  the  supjx^rt 
"of  secondary  sehools  is  at  present  in- 
sufficient You  have  got  no  authority 
in  Scotland  at  present  to  manage  the 
higher  schools  any  more  than  the  lower 
schools,  except  the  School  Board,  and  the 
area  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  School 
Board  is  too  limited  for  the  suppj^rt  of 
the  higher  class  schools;  and,  accordingly, 
what  I  would  ask  the  Government  to 
keep  in  view  is  the  idea  that  the  county  is 
the  proper  ai*ea  of  rating,  and  that  the 
County  Council  is  the  body  to  which  the 
administration  of  the  secondary  schools 
should  be  entrusted.  The  education 
would  not  always  be  the  same.  In  the 
industrial  districts  of  a  county  no  doubt 
great  weight  would  be  given  to  technical 
education*  In  other  parts  of  the  same 
county  agricultural  education — which  I 
suppose  also  comes  under  the  head  of 
technical— would  receive  great  attention^ 
and  it  Boems  to  me  that  you  would  not 
<jajBilj  find  a  better  body  for  the  adminis- 


tration of  these  schools  than  the  County 
Councils.  As  to  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  any  aid  from  public  funds,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  best  course  to  adopt 
might  be  not  to  make  it  a  grant  payable 
under  the  control  of  the  Education  De- 
partment, as  in  the  case  of  elementary 
schools,  but  to  deal  with  it  in  the  same 
way  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
Spirit  Duties.  The  Spirit  Tax  was  given 
to  the  Ixjcal  Authorities,  with  power 
to  apply  it  to  technical  education  if  they 
thought  proper.  That  is  one  way  that 
might  be  tried — I  do  not  say  it  would  bo 
ttie  best  way— to  give  tho  money  to  the 
counties  and  let  tlieni  apply  it  for 
sect^ndary  education  in  whatever  way 
they  may  think  wise.  But  vaj  only 
object  in  rising  was  to  join  my  hon. 
Friend  in  urging  on  the  Government 
the  extreme  importance  of  this  question 
of  the  organisation  of  secondary  educa- 
tion in  Scotland,  and  the  desirability  of 
giving  it  efjual  prominence  and  equal 
recognition  with  elementary  and  Univer* 
sity  education. 

^9.47.)     Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glas- 
gow and  Alxjrdeen  Universities) :  I  agree 
with    the    hon.    Member   who   has  just 
spoken,  that  the  House  is  under  an  obli- 
gation to  the   hon.  Member  for  Perth 
for    introducing    this     matter.      There 
is   no  doubt  the   subject   of   secondary 
education    is   one    that    attracts    mu^h 
attention  in  Scotland,  and  with  regard  to 
which  the  intervention  of  theGovernment 
is  very  desirable.     University  educatioiL| 
has  been  dealt  with,  and  primary  educa*' 
tionalso;  we  are  still  without  anything 
like  a  proper   treatment   of  the  equally 
important   subject  of    secondary  educa- 
tion* The  higher  grade  schools  established 
at  present  under  the  Education  Act  are 
doing  useful  work  in  this  department  of 
education,  but  they  place  those  highef 
class    schools    w4iich    do    not    receive  ' 
State  aid  in  a  very  unfortunate  position, 
inasmuch    as    these    are    left    withontj 
the  assistance  which  their  rivals  enjoyj 
It  is  extremely  desirable  that  somethingjl 
should  be  done  to  remove  this  inequality,^ 
and  at  the   same  time  to   improve  the 
general  organisation  of  higher  education, 
I  would  point  out  that  the  improvement 
of  secondary  education  has  already  been 
taken    in    hand    by    tho    Government 
although   it  has   not    been  thoroughly"' 
dealt  with.     In  the  Report  of  the  Scot- 
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tiali  Education  Bepartment  there  is  a 
chapter  dealing  with  secondary  educa- 
tion. The  Department  hns  orgimised  a 
system  of  inspecting  and  examining 
aecondaiy  schools,  not  only  those  under 
the  Department  officially,  l)ecause  under 
the  management  of  School  Boards,  but 
other  secondary  schools  also^  which  are 
willing  to  place  themselves  under  the 
Departqient  for  the  purpose  of  being 
inspected.  That  of  itself  is  a  consider- 
able step  in  the  way  of  dealiug  with 
secondary  education — and  a  very  useful 
work  it  is  that  the  Department  does. 
In  addition^  the  Government  has  of  late 
yeivra  introduced  a  system  of  leaving 
<?ertificatest  which  has  reference  to  the 
study  of  the  higher  subjacts.  In  this 
way  the  Dapartment  is  already  com- 
mitted to  having  some  care  of  secondary 
^ucation.  What  I  believe  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  desires  is  that  the 
work  should  be  more  completely 
43arried  out,  and  that  some  positive 
©ncouragement  be  given  to  it  by 
sisaistance  from  Imperial  funds.  How 
this  assistance  should  be  given  and 
aipplied  is  a  detail  on  which  1  would  not 
ventare  to  spcaL  I  think  we  may  hope 
that  there  will  be  money  available  for  a 
purpose  of  this  kind.  In  the  meantime, 
I  think  it  is  enough  for  ns  to  express  an 
earnest  trust  that  the  Government  will 
take  this  subject  into  consideration,  and 
propose  something  effectual  for  the  im- 
provement of  secondary  education  in 
Scotland.  I  hope,  however,  that  thia 
will  be  done  in  such  a  way  as  not 
^  interfere  with  the  responsibilities 
of  parents  who  are  able  and  will- 
ing to  pay  for  tho  education  of 
their  children ;  that  it  will  not  be  a  waste- 
ful system  of  giving  cheap  education  to 
those  who  are  quite  willing  and  able  to 
pay  higher  fees ;  and  tlmt  the  grant 
shall  not  be  given  so  as  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  private  benefactions.  I  believe 
some  assistance  in  the  way  of  a  money 
grant  to  secondary  education  may  be 
given  in  such  a  way  as  to  encourage, 
and  not  to  supersede,  private  benefac- 
tions. Wo  may  have  further  private  en- 
dowments, and  I  believe  these  would 
be  encouraged  rather  than  hindered 
by  some  tangible  expression  of  the 
interest  tho  Government  takes  in  this 
department  of  education*  I  thank  the 
Hon,  Oentleman  opposite  for  introducing 
Mr,  J,  A,  Campbell 


the  subject,  and  I  trust  wc  shall  have 
such  a  reply  from  the  Lord  Advocate  afi 
will  satisfy  us  that  we  have  the  sympathy 
o£  the  Education  Department  and  the 
Government  in  the  object  we  have  in 
view. 

•(9.53.)  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  join  with  those  who  have  goae 
before  me  in  expressing  our  indebtedness 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  for  bring- 
ing this  subject  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  No  one  who  Ima  given 
the  most  superficial  attention  to  educa- 
tion in  Scotland  can  be  unobservant  of 
the  present  difficulties  between  primary 
and  ITiiiversity  education.  Speaking  ou 
behalf  of  a  county,  I  mfiy  say  that  the 
difficulties  which  exist  there  far  exceed 
those  in  Scottish  cities  with  respect  to 
secondary  education.  In  the  cities  there 
are  the  old  high  schools,  participating 
more  or  less  in  the  corporate  endowments 
instituted  generations  ago.  They  have 
also  very  large  private  benefactions  for 
higher  grade  education.  1  would  take 
the  liberty  also  of  thanking  the  Member 
for  the  Universities  of  Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen,  as  one  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissionerii,  for  the  great  assistance 
Scotland  has  received  from  them  in  the 
diverting  the  money  of  those  endow- 
ments, which  Imve  heretofore  been  too 
contracted  in  their  administration,  to  the 
general  purposes  of  higher  grade  educa- 
tion within  the  reach  of  the  poor.  But 
I  must  join  issue  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Universities,  and  with  some  of 
those  who  have  already  spoken,  as  to  the 
desideratum  that  they  are  continually 
harping  upon  with  regard  to  getting 
those  who  are  in  better  circumstances 
to  pay  for  their  education.  Wo  have  a 
national  system  of  education  or  we  have 
not*  If  we  have  a  national  system  upon 
a  fair  basis,  then,  I  niainttiin^  it  is  our 
own  fault  if  we  do  not  make  the  wealthier 
classes  pay  their  fair  share  by  regulating 
the  incidence  of  taxation.  But  tho  diflB- 
culty,  in  my  opinion,  can  be  much  better 
met — ^by  taking  such  sum  of  money 
as  we  have  in  endowments  and  other- 
wise, and  giving  them  to  comf>etition> 
in  sucb  a  way  that  the  8cholai*s  attending 
the  poorer  schools  may  gain  their  educa- 
tion on  their  merits,  I  was  rather 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
did  not  devote  a  little  more  attention  to 
the  present  machinery  whiqh  we  hftva 
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for  higher  gi*ade  education,  I  do  hope 
that  the  oounties  and  the  oitieS|  which 
are  conntiea  in  themselves,  will  so  apply 
the  £40»000  which  they  at  present  have 
within  their  reach,  as  io  show  that 
Scotland  ift  all  alive  U\  the  interests  of 
higher  grade  edncation.  I  should  de- 
plore it  exceedingly  were  onr  counties 
not  to  take  up  this  subject,  and  so  apply 
the  money  a«  to  demonsitrute  to  the 
House  that  we  are  anxious  and  ready 
for  a  much  larger  amount  of  attention 
to  be  bestowed  on  higher  ji^rado  schoals. 
But  let  me  put  before  the  Lord  Advocate 
one  difficulty  which  exists  in  the  system 
as  outlined  in  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  A  difficulty  is  felt  in  Scotland 
among  poor  parents  in  maintaining  their 
children,  anxious  for  higher  education,  i 
away  from  home  ;  and  I  therefore  advo- 
cate the  establishment  in  the  counties 
of  Scotland  of  a  more  comprehensive 
system  than  the  present  School  Board. 
There  are  some  School  Rmrds  in  the 
oounfciea  where  there  is  only  one  school. 
However  excellent  that  school  may  be 
there  will  not  be  many  poor  parent*!  who 
will  be  able  t4i  tiike  advantage  of  it. 
Wo  should,  therefore,  have  Iheso  higher 
grade  schools  in  at  least  five  mile  areas. 

I  agree    mogt    heartily   w^ith   the    hon. 
ber  for  Ijanark  in  saying  that  an 

.ation  of  the  principle  in  this 
House  is  all  that  we  desire  at 
present.  I  have  no  doubt  if  the 
principle  is  affirmed  the  people  of 
Scotland  will  Bud  a  means  of  w^orking 
it  out,  and  let  me  press  on  the 
Lord  Advocate  this  further  consideration. 
We  are  paying  now  a  large  sum  for 
elementary  education,  and  the  children 
are  leaving  school  at  an  early  age,  in 
consequence  of  the  excellence  of  the 
education  they  are  receiving.  It  is  no 
uncommon  tiling  for  boys  and  girls  of 

II  and  12  to  pass  the  compulsory 
standards,  and  to  go  into  service.  From 
12  to  20  these  children  are  absolutely 
without  education,  and  the  result  is 
that  the  elementary  education  they  have 
acquired  is  absolutely  lost.  It  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  we  do  not  hesitate 
to  vote  large  sums  for  tho  Scotch 
Universities  in  aid  of  tho  education  of 
the  sons  of  noblemen  and  other  persons 
of  means,  and  this  being  so,  w  hy  should 
we  allow  the  higher  grade  schools  to 
remain  unsupported  by  grants  from  the 


State  ?  I  hope  we  are  approaching  a 
period  when  tfie  pre.sent  distinctions  as 
to  the  standards  will  be  done  away  with, 
and  there  will  be  no  dilJerence  in  regard 
to  the  grants  made,  as  bet  vv ecu  the  5th 
and  6th  or  any  other  standards,  so  that 
every  child  may  be  enabled  to  receive 
such  an  education  as  will  enable  it  tt> 
compete  with  those  who  are,  both  on  the 
Continent  and  elsewhere,  favoured  by 
the  strong  efforts  now  being  made  in  aid 
of  technical  and  higher  education. 

(10.1.)  Mr.  M.  STEWART  (Kirkcud^ 
bright)  :  The  question  before  the  House  is 
one  in  which  I  have  taken  the  greatest  in- 
terest for  the  last  20  years.  Living  in  a 
somewhat  remote  part  of  the  country,  1 
find  that  the  greatest  difficulty  exists  on 
the  part  of  the  farmers  and  other  com- 
paratively  well  to  do  people  in  regard  to 
sending  their  children  to  better  schools 
than  the  ordinary  parochial  schools. 
After  these  children  have  finished  their 
education  up  to  the  6th  Standard,  they 
require  something  higher  to  fit  them  for 
going  out  into  the  world,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  many  of  them  leave  their 
homes  at  an  early  age,  and  have  to  be 
boarded  out  in  some  neighbouring  town 
for  the  pur^Ktse  of  attending  better 
schools,  at  the  cost  of  a  good  deal  of 
expense  and  self-denial  to  their  parents- 
It  occurs  to  me  that  the  proper  thing  to 
do  would  be  in  every  large  parish  to 
have  at  least  one  school  set  apart  tor  the 
pur|>ose8  of  secondary  education  in  that 
particular  district.  I  cannot  but  think 
that  it  woulc*  be  a  very  desirable  thing 
if  the  Department  could  see  its  way  to 
giving  a  Parliamentary  grant  to  schools 
of  that  kind,  if  they  are  found  to  fulfil 
all  the  requirements  of  good  secondary 
schools,  I  can  hardly  agree,  however, 
with  the  last  speaker,  as  to  the  necessity 
of  doing  away  with  all  class  distinctions, 
because  in  the  existing  state  of  things 
they  cannot  be  avoided.  There  may  be 
something  very  grand,  and  very  Scotch, 
and  very  patriotic  in  the  idea  that  tho 
sons  of  the  poor  man  and  the  nobleman 
should  be  educated  together ;  but  we 
know  that  that  is  not  w^hnt  actually 
goes  on  in  the  different  communities 
with  which  we  are  acquainted,  and  I 
think  we  must  lie  content  to  take  the 
19th  century  as  it  is,  and  endeavour  to 
develop     our    views    uf    education    in 
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iicoordance  with  existing  circunistoiiees. 
At  tlie  same  time,  itseeras  to  me  that  in 
regard  to  certain  points  wo  are  practi- 
i?AlI}r  unanimous,  although  I  fear  that 
in  asking  the  House  to  sanction  this 
Reaolntion  we  are  practically  putting 
the  cart  before  the  horse.  We  must 
catch  our  hare  before  we  cook  it,  and 
at  present  we  htive  no  money  to  do  what 
is  proposed-  If  we  had  tlie  means,  then 
no  doubt  it  would  be  right  luul  fitting 
that  such  a  Resolution  as  this  should  he 
brought  forward.  If  there  were  a  suflS- 
cient  amount  of  money  at  their  disposal, 
f  am  quite  sure  that  no  Government 
would  be  inclined  to  resist  such  a 
jjroposal,  no  matter  from  which  side 
of  the  House  it  came.  As  it  is,  I 
should  hof>e  that  my  hon.  Friends 
opposite  will  be  satisfied  with  the  dis- 
cussion they  have  elicited  ;  there  is  prac- 
tically no  opposition  to  the  principle  of 
the  Motion,  inasmuch  as  we  are  all  of 
us  anxious  to  benefit  our  country  in 
evBTj  possible  way,  especially  in  regard 
to  the  secondary  education  given  in  our 
schools.  It  has  been  suggested  that  cer- 
tain grants  from  the  Excise,  which  are 
given  to  the  County  Councils,  should  he 
utilised  for  the  purposes  of  education, 
but  it  is  also  felt  that  the  ratepayei^  are 
quite  as  deserving  of  consideration  as 
the  educationab'sts.  No  doubt  when 
Oovernment  are  in  a  position  to  make 
the  grants  required  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Motion,  they  will  be  desirous  of 
meeting  my  hon.  Friends  opposite,  if 
not  in  the  exact  manner  they  desire, 
«kt  any  rate  in  a  way  tltat  will  greatly 
Afisist  the  object  they  have  so  much  in 
view. 

(10.6.)     Mr.     SYDNEY     BUXTON 

(Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  tlo  not  think 
any  apology  is  needed  for  my  interposi- 
tion in  this  dificussion,  because  these 
^dncationa!  questions  discussed  by  Sooteh 
Members  are  of  great  iuterest  to  the 
English  Members  as  well  as  to  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayers.  What  Scotland  does  to* 
day  in  the  education  question  England 
will  do,  not  perhaps  to-morrow,  but  at 
uny  rate  the  day  after  to-morrow.  We 
hope  that  in  these  discussions  we  shall 
learn  a  good  deal  from  the  results  of 
Scotch  experience,  and  thus  be  enabled 
to  improve  our  education  in  England.  I 
am  sorry  that  the  Vice  President  of  the 
3/r,  M.  Siewari 


Council  only  looked  in  for  a  few  minutes 
and  then  went  away,  because  I  think  it 
would  have  been  a  liberal  education  to  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  had  he  stayed  to 
hear  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  0.  Parker) 
and  the  Debate  which  has  followed.  In 
Scotland  there  have  been  very  large 
advances  in  the  matter  of  higher  educa- 
tion, and  I  agree  with  jnj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Lanark  (Mr.  Crawford) 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  accept  the  principle  of  thisMo- 
tion  and  ready  to  give  a  grant  in  favour 
of  Becondary  education  when  they  are 
enabled  to  do  so,  that  will  satisfy  the 
reasonable  views  of  the  House.  I  fail 
to  see  how  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  of  the  House  can  refuse  to 
accept  the  principle  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  State  aid  ought  to  bo  given 
to  our  secondary  and  higher  schools.  W© 
have  State  aid  for  the  elementary  schools 
and  State  aid  for  our  Universities,  and 
why  the  intermediate  stage  of  national 
education  should  be  altogether  neglected, 
I  am  totally  unable  to  conceive,  especially 
when  wo  consider  the  very  growing 
demand  that  exists  throughout  the  King- 
dom for  improvment  in  our  national 
education.  We  have  of  lat©  years  don© 
much  to  place  elementary  education 
on  a  sounder  and  better  basis,  and 
we  have  a  strong  demand,  not 
unly  for  an  increase  in  the  age  at  which 
the  children  now  leave  .school,  but  also 
for  raising  the  standard  of  examination^ 
for  the  abolition  of  the  school  fees,  for  the 
improvement  of  the  examinations  in 
the  schools,  and  the  enlargement  of  the 
general  curriculnm.  It  has  been  well 
said  that  we  ought  to  have  a  ladder 
rising  from  the  gutter  to  the  Uni- 
versities,  and  we  have  such  a  ladder 
planted  at  the  present  moment,  but 
some  of  the  rungs  are  unfortunately 
either  missing  or  in  an  unsound  con- 
dition. It  is  that  part  of  the  ladder 
which  we  ou^lit  to  strengthen,  because 
we  are  desirous  of  establishing  a 
national  system  of  education  in  order  to 
enable  the  rising  citizens  of  this  country 
to  compete  with  their  foreign  rivals. 
Anyone  who  has  at  all  studied  the  com- 
petitioTi  which  is  taking  place  between 
ourselves  and  the  great  nations  of  Franco 
and  Germany,  will  have  perceived  that 
while    we   have    been     neglecting    the 
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Hecondarj  sy8t€?m  of  education,  tliose  two 
commercial  rivals  have  been  doing 
more  and  more  year  by  year  to 
strengthen  and  incret»so  that  part  of 
their  national  educi^tional  system.  What 
we  want  is  to  give  an  op|>«irtanity  to  the 
children  of  the  working  classes,  I  will 
not  aay  to  work  tbeir  way  up  in  the 
social  scale,  but  to  acquire  Kttcli  an 
education  that  they  will  be  the  better 
able  to  compete  with  the  keen  rivalry 
which  is  going  on  abroad.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  taken  objection  to  the  projjosal 
that  some  of  the  places  in  these  secondary 
schools  should  be  free  in  the  ^rant,  and 
has  maintained  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
distinctions  as  between  class  and  class. 
Although  I  agree  with  him  on  this 
jjoint,  I  think  that,  at  the  same  time,  we 
must  be  content  to  move  step  by  step  ; 
and  we  can  hardly  at  the  present 
iDoment  expect  the  Government  to  accept 
all  at  once  a  system  of  free  seoondary 
education  in  addition  to  a  free  system  of 
elementary  education.  What  we  should 
insist  on  as  a  principle  is,  that  in  regard 
to  these  secondary  schoola  to  be 
assisted  by  Government  grants,  the  fees 
ought  to  be  uniform,  and  that  there 
should  bo  no  distiDctions  of  class  and 
class.  But  there  might  also  be  local  con- 
tributions from  wliich  a  certain  number 
of  free  places  might  be  obtained,  to- 
gether with  a  number  of  8cholarship3 
for  the  children  of  the  elementary 
fichooU.  The  present  system  is  full  of 
anomalies,  and  has  the  efEeot  of  dis- 
couraging the  system  of  secondary 
schools.  It  encourages,  in  fact,  a  sort  of 
hybrid  schoola  to  compete  with  the 
real  secondary  schools,  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  said  that  if 
jou  have  a  system  of  secondary  schools 
with  Government  assistance,  they  ought 
not  io  be  semi-elementary  and  semi- 
«econdary,  but  a  system  wholly  se- 
condary kept  in  touch  by  means  of 
free  places  with  the  elementary  schools. 
I  trust  that  the  Government  will  accept 
the  principle  of  State  aid  to  secondary 
schools,  so  that  before  many  years  are 
over  we  may  have  a  complete  national 
system  of  education,  reaching  from  our 
elementary  schools  to  our  Universities. 

(10.16.)    The    LORD    ADVOCATE 

(Mr.  J.  R  B.  KODERTSON,  Bute)  :  Sir,  the 
hon.   Member  has   certainly   adopted  a 


reasonable  and  considerate  time  in  bring* 
ing  the  subject  forward.  It  is  fortunate 
that  there  is  no  conflict  of  opinions  upon 
it  among  any  of  the  sections  of  the 
House.  Indeed,  in  all  quarters  there 
lias  been  a  very  full  and  direct  recogni- 
tiim  of  the  importance  of  secondary 
education,  and  of  the  need  of  the  Stiite 
adopting  some  practical  meana  of  advanc- 
ing its  interests.  The  Debate  has  also 
revealed  one  common  ground,  and  that 
is  that  it  is  impossible  to  sepaitite  secon- 
dary education  from  its  near  relation 
to  the  general  system  of  national 
education.  It  forms  in  itself  a  most 
attractive  subject  of  disquii^ition  and  dis- 
cussion, but  it  can  only  adequately  and 
satisfactorily  be  treated  when  it  is 
regarded  as  correliited  with  primary  edu- 
cation on  the  one  hand,  and  to  a  certain 
extent  with  the  universities  on  the  other. 
Viewed  in  that  Hglit  it  is  not  unimpor- 
tant to  observe  how  much  may  be  and 
baa  been  done  in  the  further- 
ance of  secondary  education  by  the 
improvement  of  primary  education. 
Undoubtedly  useful  secondary  education 
can  only  be  realised  if  you  have  a  sound 
system  of  primary  education,  and  I  do  • 
not  think  there  can  be  two  opinions 
to  the  efficacy  and  the  earnestness  of  the 
means  that  have  been  adopted  to  im- 
prove the  primary  education  of  Scotland 
Parliament  has  shown  its  anxiety  on  thel 
subject  by  legislation  in  the  past  two 
years.  In  the  technique  of  education 
also  there  have  been  changes,  which  have 
met  with  universal  acceptance,  andi 
which  have  rendered  more  elastic  th« 
training  schools,  and  affoi'ded  an  en- 
couragement and  stimulant  to  the 
energies  of  teachers  which  formerly 
were  entirely  wanting.  Tiie  latest 
development  in  reference  to  that  part 
of  the  subject  is  to  be  found  in  the 
change,  recently  suggested,  in  the 
certificates  given  to  pupils  in  primary 
ech<X)ls.  I  have  no  doubt  that  will  have 
the  effect  of  rendering  more  solid  and 
satisfactory  the  connection  which  ought 
to  exist  between  the  primary  and  secon- 
dary schools.  My  point  is,  that  we  must, 
in  the  first  place,  ensure  solid  primary 
education  as  condncting  to  secondary 
education  ;  and  we  must  also  ensure  a 
due  relation  between  the  primary  and 
secondary  schools.     I  am  very  far  from 
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fiayiug  tliat  these  indirect  tnetlioda  of 
advancing  secondary  education  are 
all  that  are  available  at  present. 
On  the  contrary  we  havOj  at  all 
events^  two  methods  of  encouraging' 
secondary  teaching-,  which  are  appro- 
priated by  two  different  sets  of  socie- 
ties in  Scotland.  The  House  will  re- 
member that  there  have  been  special 
grants  to  schools  which,  owing  to  their 
isolated  geographical  position,  stand  in 
disadvantageous  circumstances.  A  grant 
has  been  given,  in  order  to  add  to  the  staS 
of  the  schools  in  remote  districts  where 
they  were  unable  to  giysi  higher  edu» 
cation  without  disparagement  to  the 
primary  work,  I  think  something  has 
been  already  done  in  the  way  of  im- 
proving the  organization  of  the  existing 
secondary  schools^  following  the  lines 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth  ap- 
proves. There  is  a  system  of  State  in- 
sp3ction,  and  it  is  satisfactory  to  know  that 
that  lias  not  bsien  imposed  on  relnctaiil 
schools  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  has  been 
welcomed  by  those  who  desire  the  attes- 
tations and  the  imprimatur  which  in- 
spection gives.*  There  is  also  a  certi- 
ficate which  performs  an  exceedingly  use- 
ful and  somewhat  novel  function  in  edu- 
cation. These  are  steps  in  the  di- 
rection of  the  improvements  which 
the  hon.  Member  suggests.  On  the 
question  of  State  aid,  it  is  fortunately 
nnnecessarj  that  I  should  exercise  more 
than  the  due  amount  of  reserve.  I  con- 
fess I  have  little  to  arid  to  what  my  pre- 
decessors have  said  on  the  subject.  It  is 
at  all  events  a  matter,  I  ^vill  not 
say  certain^  but,  at  all  events,  in  imme- 
diate prospect^  tliat  further  money  may 
be  available  for  education  in  Scotland. 
The  event  is  not  distant  in  wliich  more 
means  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  Parliament  to  enter  upon 
a  well  considered  measure  of  secondary 
edncation;  and  I  am  not  transcending 
the  language  of  this  Bench  during  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  when  I  make 
this  statement.  It  may  be  satisfactory 
to  hon.  Members  that  I  should  repeat 
and  emphasise  the  statements  made  by 
those  who  have  preceded  me  here.  The 
House,  however,  must  consider  that 
prospect  with  that  due  amount  of 
caution  and  reserve  which  must  be  shown 
by  those  who  do  not  know  at  present  the 
exact  amount  of  money.  It  is  on 
Mr,  J*  I\  B,  lioberuon 


grounds  of  that  kind  that  I  think  the^ 
hon*  Member  for  Perth,  as  a  man  of 
good  sense,  will  see  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  accept  his  Motion, 
I  am  certain  that  the  House  will  accept 
the  declaration,  which  I  have  less  made 
than  repeated  as  representing  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  it  will  not  be  at  all 
appropriate  to  priss  a  Motion  of  this 
kind  to  a  Division.  The  subject  is  one 
upon  which  there  is  general  agreement 
— that  is  to  say,  that  public  money  maj 
well  be  spent  upon  secondary  education, 
and  some  effective  means  may  be 
adopted  for  carrj-ing  out  tliat  genei*al 
desire.  On  the  other  hand,  the  best 
mode  of  applying  the  money  must  be 
determined  with  rt^ference  to  the  amount 
available;  and  it  is  also  a  subject  od 
which  the  most  mature  consideration  i» 
not  thrown  away.  I  want  to  add  another 
word,  which  1  hope  will  be  accepted 
with  the  frankness  with  which  it  ift 
spoken.  We  have  not  abstained  from 
coming  to  close  quarters  with  this  ques- 
tion. We  have  had  the  subject  under 
direct  and  anxious  consideration;  and 
plans  are  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  from  which  in  due  time  we 
shall  be  able  to  make  a  selection^  We 
have  been  anxious  to  utilise  the  time 
available  between  the  earlier  period 
when  this  money  came  to  be  a  matter 
of  pro8|3ect  aud  the  time  when  we 
would  have  to  deal  effectively  and 
decisively  witli  the  question.  The 
Government  htLS  invited  and  received 
suggestions,  and  I  am  not  rash  in  saying 
that  when  the  proper  time  comes  we  shall 
be  able  to  bring  forwai'd  plans  which,  ai 
all  events,  are  definite  and  intelligible,  I 
hope  the  Govemraent  will  accept  the 
view  which  I  have  stated;  it  is  one  whioh 
is  not  characterised  by  inertness  or  in- 
decision. The  problem  is  one  which 
requires  to  be  looked  at  from  several 
jM>ints  of  view.  How  are  we  going  to  do 
it,  and  upon  what  principle  1  We  have 
three  classes  of  schools  teaching  secon- 
dary education  in  Scotland.  We  have 
public  schools,  endowed  achoola,  and 
voluntary  schools,  each  of  which  require 
separate  consideration  and  treatment, 
and  in  each  case  there  is  an  equity  which 
must  be  carefully  attended  to.  There  ia 
another  main  objection  w*hich  the  House 
would  desire  to  have  carefully  in  view. 
It  is  most  desirable  that  we  ehould  not 
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mftke  the  giving  of  public  money  the 
means  of  losing  instead  of  conserving 
other  resources  wliich  are  at  present 
applied  to  secondary  education.  Pro- 
bibfy, unless  the  matter  is  vciy  carefully 
rittended  t-o,  and  with  a  nice  appreciatiun 
4jf  t!ie  risks  to  be  run,  the  grant  of  public 
m.oney  to  secondary  schools  might  tend 
to  the  subtraction  from  the  aggregate 
resources  of  school;?,  tiiken  as  a  whole, 
by  dissipating  contributions  which  at 
present  are  willingly  rendered,  and  which 
might  less  readily  come  in  if  the 
wants  were  to  be  indiscriminate.  That 
%s  a  subject  which  will  require  very  full 
development.  I  am  suggesting  rather 
than  sfcatitig  the  difficulties,  and  I  do  this 
for  the  purpose  of  jmsuring  the  House 
that  the  subject  is  under  the  anxious 
<;oiisideratioti  of  the  Government,  in 
order  that  they  may  make  no  loss  to  the 
cause  we  all  have  at  heart — that 
is  to  add  to,  instead  of  diminish 
or  impair,  the  resources  of  secondary 
^:^ducAtion  throughout  the  country. 
I  do  not  doubt,  when  the  time  comes. 
Parliament  will  be  able  to  accomplish  the 
objects  we  have  in  view.  There  are, 
us  I  take  it,  two  main  objects  which  have 
to  be  attended  to  in  regard  to  these 
secondary  scliooL^.  0ni'  is  to  increase 
the  genend  eSiciency  of  secondary  edu- 
<jation  throughout  the  country.  The 
ijontribution  of  the  State  ought  to  be  so 
given  as  to  raise  the  standard  and  in- 
crease the  efficiency  of  the  teaching  given 
to  all  pupils  who  attend  school.  Then 
there  is  another  object  which  is  dear  to 
the  heart'*  of  those  interested  in  the 
subject,  and  that  is  that  children,  whose 
parents  are  not  in  a  position  to  send 
them  to  the  secondary  schools,  but  who 
have  the  qualities  and  inclination  which 
would  enable  them  to  profit  by  that  edu- 
cation, should  have  the  opportunity  of 
going  there.  Those  are  two  subjects 
which,  when  considered  closely,  are 
an  tire  ly  separate  in  this  sense,  that  we 
may  attain  the  one  and  not  the  other, 
and  the  great  thing  is  to  accomplish  both. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Lanark- 
shire^ in  his  very  valuable  contribution 
to  the  Debate,  has  ; referred  to  the  area 
and  management  of  those  schools.  That 
is  one  of  the  particulars  of  the  scheme 
which  requires  attention.  I  do  not  need 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member  of  the  ex- 
ceeding difficulty  of  introducing  the  kind 
VOL.  CCCXLLX:,      [third  series.] 
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of  management  he  suggests,  inasmuch 
as  it  will  to  a  certain  extent  involve  a  dis- 
location of  the  present  administration  of 
public  money  and  local  administration.  I 
do  not  pronounce  at  all  emphatically  upon 
the  part  of  the  Government  upon  that 
subject.  That  is  a  subject  upon  which 
it  is  necessary  to  exercise  an  amount  of 
reserve,  I  hope  I  have  made  it  manifest 
if  I  say,  as  I  now  do,  that  the  Government 
cannot  accept  the  Resolution,  that  I  do  so 
in  no  spirit  of  antagonism  to  the  general 
object  the  hon.  Member  has  in  view,  or 
to  the  general  principles  which  have 
found  acceptance  among  hon.  Members. 
(10.35.)  Mr.  W.  a.  HUNTER 
(Aberdeen,  N.)  :  I  am  certain  the  state- 
ment rajide  will  be  received  by  Scottish 
Members  with  the  greatest  sjitisf action, 
because  the  main  interest  attaching  to 
the  Motion  was  connected  witli  the  gi'ant 
which  we  hope  will  come  tu  Scotland 
shortly-  I  believe  the  almost  universal 
feeling  in  Scotland  is  that  any  money  we 
may  get  for  educational  purposes  shall 
he  first  applied  in  aid  of  secondary  educa- 
tion, I  think  the  hon.  Member  may  r^st 
satisfied  with  the  position  in  which  the 
question  has  been  left  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion  of  intermediate  or  secondary  educa- 
tion, I  hope  the  Government  will  do  so 
in  a  bold,  thorough  and  liberal  spirit. 
The  bolder  and  more  ambitious  the 
fichence,  the  more  satb faction  it  will  give 
in  Scotland,  I  may  also  remind  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
funds  of  the  Universities  of  Scotland 
are  far  short  of  what  is  required  for  the 
development  of  modern  science.  I  hope 
that  this  requirement  will  be  kept  in 
mind,  and  that  the  Government  will  not 
hesitate  to  move  a  very  considerable 
increase  in  the  grant  to  the  Scotch 
Universities. 

(10.37.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  : 
I  do  not  think  that  Members  in  any  part 
of  the  House  who  are  interested  in  this 
question  will  find  anything  to  complain 
of  in  the  tone  or  terms  used  by  the 
Lord  Advocate.  «He  has  shown  he  is 
aware  of  the  great  interest  Scottish 
Members  take  in  this  question,  and  has 
assured  us  that  the  Government 
are  desirous  of  meeting  our  views. 
He  sees  no  difficulty  in  accept- 
ing the  proposition  that  secondary 
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education  is  a  proper  matter  for 
Government  aid  ]  the  only  'qnestion  is 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth,  to 
whom  we  are  much  indebted  for  having 
brought  on  this  opportune  and  valuable 
Debate,  shall  rest  satisfied  with  what  has 
been  said,  or  whether  he  desires  to  have 
put  upon  the  Journals  of  the  House  the 
assertion  that  this  is  a  proper  matter  for 
Government  aid,  I  hope,  when  the 
fund  becomes  available,  secondary  edu- 
cation will  be  one  of  the  first  objeots 
which  will  attract  the  Government's 
attention.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Govern- 
ment would  object  to  the  Motion  if  it 
were  modified  so  as  to  convey  very  little 
more  than  the  Lord  Advocate  himself 
ha,s  said.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  that  this  is  a  matter  not  free  from 
difficulty.  While  symprithising  with 
the  Motion,  I  find  difliculty  in  adopting 
its  details.  It  is  not  the  case  that  all 
over  Scotland  secondary  education  is 
defective.  It  is  not  so  in  large  towns 
like  Edinburgh,  Glasgow^  Dundee,  and 
Aberdeen.  In  the  larger  cities  there 
are  some  .very  efficient  elementary 
Bohools  ;  btit  it  is  in  the  smaller  burghs 
where  it  is  defective,  the  Grammar 
Schools  in  some  of  them  being  in  a  very 
tinsatisfaetory  condition.  In  the  rural 
districts,  also^  the  new  education  system 
has  changed  and  lowered  the  character 
of  the  parish  schools.  The  superior 
element  has  been  withdrawn  from  them, 
and  therefore  we  have  not  only  to 
revivify  and  improve  secondary  educa- 
tion in  the  smaller  towns,  but,  in  the 
mral  districts,  to  bring  back  the  parish 
schools  to  the  position  which  they  held  50 
years  ago,  and,  in  many  of  them,  to  intro- 
duce what  may  be  called  a  secondary 
department.  We  want  in  Scotland  that 
the  rnnil  schools  shall  be  able  in  the  future, 
as  in  the  jiast,  to  send  pupils  direct  to  the 
Universities.  When  I  was  a  student  at 
Glasgow  University  there  were  in  the 
clasaea  many  young  men  who  worked  at 
their  trades  during  the  long  Summer 
vacation,  and  were  yet  among  tlie  leading 
students.  They  had  had  no  education 
but  that  of  the  parL^h  school.  As  to  the 
propositions  of  ray  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Perth,  I  mnst  say  they  seem  to 
me  to  go  a  little  beyond  the  evidence 
which  he  has  adduced  on  behalf  of  them. 
I  understand  my  hon.  Friend  to  mean  by 
a  Government  grant  a  grant  awarded  in 
Mr,  Bri/ce 


something  like  the  same  way  in  which 
Government  grants  are  awarded   now  to- 
elementary      schools,     except     that    he 
desires  it  to  be  on  the  principle  of  general 
efficiency,  and  not  of  payment  by  resmlts,  "^ 
understand  that  he  does  not  propose  the 
shall     be     anything    like    payment    by 
results  in  the  case  of  individual  scholars. 
I  am  not  sure  we  are  prepared  at  once, 
on  the  first  blush   of  the  matter,  to  go 
quite  so  far  in   putting  our  secondary 
education    nnder    the     control     of    tho 
Government.     I    quit^    admit   that  the 
system  of  leaving  certificates,  which    the»i 
Scottish    Education    Department    intro-' 
duced,  has  so  far  worked  very  well,  and 
that  the  secondary  schoolmasters  them^ 
selves   seem    to    be   prepared   to  admit 
somewhat   more  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  State  Authority,  provided   it  i 
accompanied   by    a    grant.     We    know^ 
however,  that  State  interference   has   a 
habit  of  growing,  and  there  are  eiamplei 
in  other  countries  in  which  the  principl 
of  State  interference  has  been  carried  so 
far  that  it  has  tended  to  produce  rather 
dreary  monotony  and  uniformity.  I  thin 
we  ought  to  pause  before  entering  on  th 
course  which  my  hon.  Friend  seems  t 
recommend.     It  is  quite  true  we  cannot 
expect  the  State  to  giYe  money  excepi 
upon  the  condition  of  having  some  gua- 
rantee that  efficiency  is  maintained  ;  but 
I  hope  that  when  consideration  is  givei 
to   the  matter,  the  Government,  whil 
recognising  the  right  to  b©  satisfied  that 
the  schools  maintain  their  proper  stan- 
dard,  will   contrive   to   associate   some 
independent   element   with   them,   and 
will  not  put  them  nnder  Govenimen 
control,  in  the  same  sense  in  which  thi 
elementary  school  now  is.     I  hope   al 
the  Government  will  bear  in  mind,  i 
considering  this  qnestion,  that  it  is  nol 
simply  a  question  of  extending  cducatii 
or  of  cheapening  it.     It  is  more  a  ques- 
tion  of  improving  the   qnality  of  educa< 
tion.  On  the  whole,  wo  have  in  Scotland 
now   an   adequate    provision   of    school 
accommodation,   and    if    we    have    not 
an   adequate  stafE  it   is,  after  all,    not 
so    much    in    the   matter  of    numbers 
as    in    the    high    qualities    of     educa- 
tion    that     improvement     is     needed* 
Under  the    present   system   there   has^ 
perhaps,  been  some  decline  in  the  qua- 
lity of  the  school  teachers,  and  I  believe 
that  now  there  is  not  so  large  a  pro- 
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rtion  of  t-eachers  in  elementary  schools 
who  have  been  through  a  Universifcy 
course.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  in  the 
plans  which  the  Government  arc  framitig", 
a  very  important  part  will  be  allotted  to 
improving  the  position  iind  education 
of  the  schoolmaster — to  seeing  that  not 
only  his  special  training,  but  his  general 
education  will  btj  well  «ii*ed  for  and 
secured.  As  to  the  question  of  free 
places,  I  should  bo  a  little  unwilling  to 

out  to  the  proposition  that  free  places 
must  necessarily  be  given  by  competition. 
I  believe  that  the  result  of  experimentji, 
particularly  in  London^  as  regards  the 
carrying  out  of  the  instruction  of  the 
bettor  boys  in  secondary  schools,  has  not 
80  far  borne  quite  as  good  fruit  as  we 
expected  from  them.  I  do  not  do  more, 
however,  than  throw  out  such  a  ques- 
tion for  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment.      At   present,   in  our  elemental ry 

hools,  even  in  London,  where  teachers 
,re  perhaps  above  the  average,  the 
lystera  is  somewhat  mechanical.  Looking 
t  the  fact  as  it  stands  now,  it  is 
msh  to  concludo  that  the  best  way 
in  which  we  can  provide  a  ladder 
from  the  poorer  to  the  higlier  class 
of  education  is  by  the  applicAtion 
of  the  competitive  system.  I  think 
we  shall  all  feel  that  this  Debate  has 
had  a  valuable  result  in  the  way  of 
preparing  us  for  the  scheme  which 
is  to  be  put  forward  at  a  later  period. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  bear  in 
mind  there  is  an  nbsL»hife  conyensus  uf 
opiuiou  among  Scottish  Members  as  ti 
the  need  of  applying  money  to  the  aid 
of  secrrndaiy  education,  and  there  is  also 
an  equally  general  desire  that  this  shall 
be  done  in  a  broad  and  liberal  spirit, 
and  that  wo  should  feel  that  the  old 
connection  between  the  elementary 
schools  and  the  University,  which  has 
been  the  honour  of  Scotland,  nuw  re- 
quires nothing  more  than  the  fuller  and 
foiitter  development  of  secondary  schools 
to  make  it  complete,  and  in  order  to  give 
to  Scottish  education  that  one  touch  of 
perfectness  which  is  all  that  is  required. 

(10.54.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, <fec,)  :  I  wish  to  express  ray  satis- 
faction that  the  Member  for  Perth  has 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House. 
I  think  Scotland,  as  compared  with  other 
countries,  is  deficient  iii  the  matter  of 
secondary   education.      We    have   good 


primary  education,  and  we  believe  we 
have  a  good  University  education.  In 
8?me  of  the  larger  towns  we  have 
efficient  secondary  schools  ;  but  it  is  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  throughout 
Scotland  there  are  few  of  the  secondary 
schools  on  what  may  be  terme  1  a  satis- 
factory foundation.  In  the  burgh  which 
I  represent  there  is,  according  to  the 
limited  means  at  its  disposal,  a  tolerably 
efficient  Grammar  School,  but  it  is  not 
such  a  .school  as  such  an  important  place 
ought  to  have.  I  think  it  is  an  entirely 
reasonable  demand  that  some  assistance 
should  be  given  by  the  Government^ 
atid  I  am  very  glad  to  haar  we  have  a 
reaaonable  hope  of  soon  obtaining  it,  I 
confess  I  was  a  little  disappointed  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Aber- 
deen, as  to  a  certnin  extent  he  threw  a 
little  cold  water  on  some  of  the  views  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Perth, 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  rather  dangerous  to 
put  too  much  secondaiy  education  into 
the  primary  schools.  It  is  apt  to  ta.ke 
away  the  energy  of  the  teachers  from 
the  proper  function  of  temihing  primary 
education.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
good  secondary  education  is  so  little 
developed  among  the  ordinary  schoob 
masters^  that  if  we  give  secondary  educa- 
tion in  the  primary  schools  we  shall  be 
apt  to  get  old-fashioned  dominie  educa- 
tion instead  of  the  more  modern  eductition 
which  is  required  for  the  industrial  and 
commercial  interests  of  the  country.  No 
doubt  it  is  the  case  that  in  sp£^<ual  ]>laces 
in  the  Highlands  it  is  desirable  to  select 
centres  where  schools  shall  give  secon- 
dary education  ;  but  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  instead  of  two  gnides  of  cdu- 
Cfition  we  should  have  three,  and  should 
confine  our  primary  schoob  to  a  thorough 
and  good  primary  education,  and  have  a 
system  of  secondary  schools  at  consider- 
able centres*  The  Member  for  Aberdeen 
is  jealous  of  too  much  interference  which 
raigh t  follow  Govern  m  entgrant^,  I  con  fess 
there  might  be  too  much  of  that  inter- 
ference \  but,  on  the  other  hand,  we  may 
have  too  little  of  it,  especially  with  the 
condition  of  things  existing  in  this 
country*  There  is  nobody  bo  Conservative 
as  are  schoolmasters,  and  at  the  great 
public  schools  in  this  country  there  is  a 
great  deal  too  much  in  their  hands,  and 
the  schools  are  managed  too  much  for 
their  benefit.  Now.  desiring  to  improve 
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the  character  of  secondary  education  as 
we  do,  I  am  not  at  all  jealous  of  a  good 
deal  of  Government  interference  in  the 
Department  referred  to.  I  am  entirely 
of  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Perth,  that  it  is  desirable  we  should 
have  Government  assistance,  and  that 
that  Government  assistance  should  be 
accompanied  by  inspection  and  direction, 
so  that  we  may  reform  and  improve  the 
character  of  our  secondary  education. 
♦(10.59.)  Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  :  I  only 
wish  to  say  with  regard  to  the  Lord 
Advocate's  speech  that  I  fully  admit  its 
satisfactory  tone.  I  can  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  almost 
revolutionary  change  which  was  made 
in  the  Code  last  year.  I  admit  that  the 
.system  of  inspection  which  has  been 
organised  for  higher  schools  is  welcome  to 
those  who  have  it,  and  envied  by  those 
who  have  it  not.  As  regards  prospects 
of  further  progress,  I  think  this 
Debate  has  been  valuable.  I  agree 
with  the  remarks  made  from  two 
sources,  that  it  might  be  well  to  dis- 
tribute grants  through  County  Autho- 
rities instead  of  directly  from  the  State. 
I  should  be  willing  to  revise  the 
terms  of  the  Motion,  but  perhaps 
the  better  course  would  be  to  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  it,  and  leave  the 
matter  in*  the  hands  of  the  Depart- 
ment. My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  has  referred  to 
the  unsatisfactory  state  of  secondary 
schools  in  some  of  the  smaller 
burghs.  I  trust  the  Government 
will  turn  their  attention  to  such 
schools,  and  that  they  will  also  give  con- 
sideration to  the  very  important  question 
of  the  establishment  of  continuation 
schools  both  in  town  and  country. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY    SERVANTS   (HOURS    OF 

LABOUR). 
(11.1.)     The  following    Notice  stood 
in  the  name  of  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  : — 

**  That,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
employment  of  Railway  Servants  for  excessive 
hours  is  a  source  of  danger  both  to  the  men 
themselves  and  to  the  travelling  public,  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whether, 
and,  if  so,  in  what  way,  the  hours  worked  by 
lUilway  Servants  should  be  restricted  by 
legislation." 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   that  the 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  is  preceded  by  a  preface 
which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  separate 
Resolution,  and  does  not  come  within 
the  order  of  Reference.  The  more 
proper  and  ordinary  course  would  be 
for  him  to  move  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed.  What  the  terms  of 
Reference  should  be  it  will  be  for  the 
House  to  judge. 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  Motion  in  that 
form. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether,  and,  if  so,  in  what  way,  the 
hours  worked  by  Kailway  Servants  should  be 
restricted  by  legislation."  —  {Sir  M,  Hickt 
Beach.) 

•(11.2.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe) :  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  falls  to  the  ground,  in  consequence 
of  the  alteration  in  the  form  of  the 
notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  that  the  words 
he  has  placed  on  the  Paper  should  come 
after  the  first  word  "  hours."  There  is 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  come 
after  the  second  "  hours." 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  I  have  to  thank  you, 
Sir,  for  that  suggestion.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  permitted  to  explain  why  I  desired  to 
move  my  Amendment.  I  regret  that 
the  preparatory  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  notice  has  disappeared, 
because  that  preparatory  part  contains 
the  word  "  excessive,"  which  really 
is  the  whole  point  of  the  Reso- 
lution. I  think  we  must  read  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee  in 
the  light  of  the  discussion  which  took 
place  on  the  23rd  of  January.  On  that 
day  the  feeling  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  was  such  that  a  very  unusual 
step  was  taken  by  the  Government. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
suggested  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Channing)  should 
withdraw  his  Resolution,  and  that  he 
(Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach)  should  substitute 
for  it  a  very  strong  declaration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  propose  a 
Select  Committee.  I  will  not  dwell  ( 
upon  the  policy  of  appointing  a  Select  ^ 
Committee,    further    than    to  say  that 
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I  bj  no  moans  s?©  its  necessity. 
The  Boai*d  of  Trade,  in  my  opinion, 
are  in  possession  of  ample  io formation 
in  thii  shape  of  Returns  from  the 
companies  and  Reports  from  their  own 
Inspecturtj ;  and  I  cannot  understand 
why  they  do  not  at  once  proceed  to 
take  action.  However,  the  President 
of  the  Boiird  of  Trade  proposes  a 
Select  Committee,  and  I  am  not  here 
to  opposcf  its  appointment,  but  I  sub- 
mit that  the  Committee  ou^ht  to  be 
founded  upon,  and  gni^Ieil  by,  the  very 
strong  decUinitioua  which  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentloman  in  his  speech  on 
the  23rd  of  January.  Let  me  recall 
aome  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statements,  because  they  are  extremely 
important,  falling  as  they  do  from  the 
Member  of  the  Government  who  repre- 
sents the  relations  of  the  State  to  the 
railways.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said— 

*^  I  am  hfiund  to  admit  that  in  my  opinion 
Ihe  Reports  of  the  InspecUfrs  uf  the  Board  of 
Trade  show  that  the  Bafttty  of  the  officials  and 
of  the  travellini?  public  ia  afflicted  by  excessive 
overtime  worked.  In  the  ye^rs  18S9  nod  1890 
there  were  122  inquiries  into  railway  accidents 
by  loapectora  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  In  U  of 
these  oases  the  accideot  was  found  to  have  boen 
more  or  less  due  to  excessive  hours  of  work  on 
the  part  of  rsilway  servants,  principally  of 
drivers  and  hremen,  and  2-i  fteparate  in- 
stances of  ovortime  were  given  in  tbeae  cases." 

And  then  ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  mj — 

**  But  the  question  is  whether  lbe»?e  Returcs 
do  or  do  not  prove  excessive  overlimo,  extend- 
ing far  beyond  any  necessity  of  this  kind,  and 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  my  judgment  they 
do  ;  and  more,  that  they  show  that  there  is 
more  overtime  on  some  lines  than  can  be  re- 
quired by  any  diCTerence  hetween  the  circum- 
stances of  their  traffic  and  the  circumstinces  of 
other  Hnea  with  less  overtime,** 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  from  his 
gestures  and  voice,  still  stands  to  his 
declarations,  and,  therefore,  we  liavo  it 
thatj  in  moving  for  this  Committee,  he 
belifves  that  a  case  has  been  made  out 
of  excessive  overtime  My  object  in 
proposing  this  Amendment  is  to  prevent 
what  sometimes  happens  on  Select  Com- 
mittees, namely,  that  whea  a  Committee 
sits  npstairs  thoae  interested  who  do  not 
take  the  view  that  a  case  haiu  been  made 
ont  at  once  proceed  to  (^11  evidence  nt 
more  or  Icsa  wearisome  length,  and 
claim  that  the  case  has  still  tti  be  proved. 


The  other  night  the  right  hon»  GcDtle- 
man  the  Fii'st  Commissioner  of  Works 
came  down  to  the  House  witli  a  pile  of 
papers,  and  ''gned  that  there  was  m* 
excessive  cvoi'time.  Tliat  kind  of  thin;^ 
should  not  be  permitted  on  this  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  Committee  should  act  on 
the  assumption  that  excessive  overtime 
has  been  px^oved,  and  proceed  at  once  to 
apply  a  remedy,  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  wo  id 
*'  hours,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  As  disclosed  in  the  Returns  from  the  Rail- 
way Companies,  and  the  Reporta  from  Inftpet- 
torb  of  the  Board  of  Trade/*— (J/r.  John  Liii»,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted/' 

♦(11.13.)  Sir  M,  HICKS  BEACH:  I 
think  hon.  Members  will  admit  that  in 
this  matter  I  have  been  fair  and  straight- 
forward, and  have  endeavoured  to  carry 
out  to  the  letter  the  promise  I  made  to 
the  House,  You,  Sir,  have  ruled  that 
the  first  sentence  in  my  Resolution  is 
out  of  order.  Of  course,  I  do  not  for 
a  moment  question  your  ruling.  I 
adiicre  absolutely  to  the  words  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  quoted  from  my 
speech  on  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  and  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  I  will  be  no 
p:irty»  if  it  should  be  my  lot,  as  I  suppose 
it  will,  to  serve  on  this  Committee,  Ut 
an  attempt  to  delay  the  proceedings  by 
an  inquiry  into  matters  which  I  consider 
to  have  been  pi^oved.  I  hope  that  with 
that  statement  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
content,  because  I  would  point  out  to 
him  that  owing  to  the  alteration  of  the 
Resolution  the  insertion  of  the  words  he 
has  moved  would  leather  weaken  the 
powers  of  the  Committee  than  otherwise. 
It  would  not  at  all  carry  out  what  he 
intended  when  he  gave  his  notice.  I 
entirely  abide  by  the  words  I  naed  the 
other  evening,  as  to  the  excessive  hour^ 
worked  by  railway  servants. 

(ILU;)  Mk.  CHANNING  (North- 
amptonshire, E*)  *  As  the  Motion  out  of 
which  the  proposition  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  springs  was 
in  my  name,  I  may  be  permitted  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  the  pre» 
sent  position  of  the  question.  I  cor- 
dially accept  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    has    jast    said    as    to    thr 
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manner  in  which  lie  approaches 
this  Comniitteei  but  I  must  say 
I  think  wo  require  a  little  more.  I 
beUeve  that  those  interested  in  this 
question  will  only  be  satisfied  if  they 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
distinct  indication  that  if  the  Committee 
reports,  as  I  hope  it  may  do,  and  without 
any  undue  delay,  in  favour  of  some  les^is- 
lation  in  the  matter,  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  will  take  the  necessary  steps 
to  carry  such  legislation  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session,  I  do  not  know 
whether  we  are  to  understand  the  Preei^ 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  assenting 
to  that  proposition ;  but  if  there  is  no 
assurance  we  shall  continue,  in  spite  of 
the  goodwill  expressed  by  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman,  to  regard  the  appoiutment  of 
a  Select  Committee  at  all  with  a  certain 
amount  of  suspicion,  I  must  say  I 
regret  there  has  been  any  necessity  in 
the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
nuttee.  1  should  very  much  prefer  to 
see  legislation  entered  upon  at  once.  We 
have  it  acknowledged  in  the  speech  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
wo  see  the  evidence  in  the  Returns 
placed  before  the  House,  that  these  men 
have  been  grossly  overworked;  we  have 
this  further  acknowledged  ia  the  re- 
peated representations  and  recommenda- 
tions of  Board  of  Trade  ofBcials,  who 
have  urged  the  desirability  of  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  hours  of  duty  for  railway 
servants.  I  really  think  that^  just  as 
two  years  ago  the  continual  accidents 
showed  the  necessity  for  the  adoption 
of  a  cerfciin  brake  on  railways,  so 
the  Scotch  strike  might  have  brought 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  its  senses  and 
have  shown  the  necessity  of  action  in 
regard  to  hours  of  service,  I  hope  in- 
qniry  will  be  conhued  to  really  practical 
evidence  bearing  on  the  method  of  car- 
rying out  the  positive  pledge  that  some- 
thing shall  be  done  to  meet  these  exces- 
sive hours  of  work  and  to  put  an  end  to 
them.  There  should  be  no  undue  delay 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee. 
Further,  1  must  press  most  strongly  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  absolute 
duty  >vhich  lies  upon  him,  in  case  the 
Committee  report  in  favour  of  doing 
something  to  end  this  state  of  things, 
which  according  to  the  Returns  1ms 
com  tinned  for  six  years  past,  that  he  will 
J/r^  CAanning 


take  such  steps  as  are  possible  for  legis- 
lation this  Session. 

•(11J9.)  Mr.  SALT  (Stafford):  I 
hope  the  inquiry  will,  at  any  rate,  be  a 
thorough  one*  I  do  not  see  any  reason 
why  it  need  be  an  inquiry  of  any  great 
length ;  a  week  or  two,  I  might  say, 
would  bo  sufficient  time  to  put  before 
the  Committee  the  necessary  and  parti- 
cular facts  of  the  cafie.  There  is  one 
point  which  I  think  has  not  been  quite 
grasped.  It  is  not  the  interest  or  desire 
of  any  well -managed  Railway  Company 
that  there  should  be  any  overtime  when 
it  cjan  bo  avoided.  Overtime  arises 
very  much  from  the  necessities  and 
peculiarities  of  (certain  kinds  of  traffic, 
and  that  ia  one  question  which 
might  be  fairly  considered  by  tba 
Committee.  Another  remarkable  part 
of  the  question  is  that  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  overtime  is  by  no 
means  disagreeable  to  the  men  them* 
selves,  I  have  many  friends  among  the 
men  working  on  railways,  and  I  know 
that  some  of  them  have  complained  that 
they  have  not  been  allowed  to  work 
overtime.  That  is  a  point  upon  which 
the  Committee  may  make  careful  inquiry, 
and  if  in  the  result  it  is  shown  thai 
the  companies  should  be  restrained  from 
employing  overtime  work  under  some  sort 
of  penalty,  it  will  also  be  necessary  to 
establish  some  sort  of  penalty  to  prevent 
the  men  from  engaging  in  overwork* 
I  am  very  anxious  the  Committee  should 
enter  on  it^  investigation,  not  on  behalf 
of  the  Railway  Companies*  but  in  order 
that  the  wishes  and  w^ants  of  the  men 
may  be  ascertained  ;  that  what  is  fair  to 
the  men  should  be  ensured  by  legfialation> 
and  that  any  fear  of  danger  to  the 
public  from  lengthened  hours  of  railway 
service  should  be  removed.  All  that  ia^ 
necessary  is  a  fair  and  impartial  inquiry 
into  matters  extremely  difficult,  and  in 
regard  to  circumstances  having  many 
peculiarities  and  varieties. 

♦(11/22.)  Mr.  BROADKURST  (Not-^ 
tingham,  W.)  :  If  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
J.  Kills)  had  decided  to  proceed  with  hia 
Amendment  I  should  have  suggested 
the  addition  of  the  words  **and  from 
otlier  sources,"  and  I  think  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  admit 
there  are  other  sources,  in  addition 
to  the  Inspectors'  Department  and  the 
official  Returns,  from  which   the  Com- 
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mittee  might  derive  valtiable  imforma-      *}/Ln.    M*LABEN  ;    That    satisfies 


tioii  and  assistance.  But  mj  hon. 
Friend  does  not  intend  to  move  his 
Amendment.  I  understand  he  restM 
satiafied  with  the  very  emphatic  jagsur- 
ance  given  him  by  the  right  hoar^Gentle- 
man  that  he  intends  this  to  be  f£  thorough 
and  exhaustive  inquiry,  and' that  no  time 
sliall  be  lost  before  the  Coteimittee  enters 
npon  its  proceedings,  'It  think  it  will 
be  generally  regretted  m  the  House  that 
there  is  no  Repreaehtative  of  railway 
workmen  in  the  Hotise  who  could  take 
his  plane  on  tb6  Committee,  where  his 
knowledge  would  be  of  the  greatest 
assistance  ;  such  a  man  as  Mr,  Tait  or 
Mr.  Harford,|for  instance,  Mr,  Tait  is  a 
distinguishefd  law-abiding  citizen,  and, 
had  he  a  place  here  among  us,  would  be 
an  oruam^Jnt  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  woiyld  greatly  assist  our  delibera- 
tions, 'jn^ia  I  say  without  fear  of  con 
tradrcti{)in.  Under  the  ei re um stances, 
we  maTJr  trust  the  assurances  of  the 
Preside tfc  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  I 
hope  h^B  will  do  his  utmost  to  secure 
that  thtr  railway  servants  will  have  early 
and  aiteiplti  opportunity  of  representing 
their  yiews  to  the  Committee. 

♦(Il/250  Mr.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Creiwe;  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
htm.  Gentleman  whether  the  terms  of 
Rftference  would  allow  the  Committee  to 
ooiMider  other,  and  what  I  may  call 
indi^ct^  ways  of  checking  overtime,  as 
well  aa  the  direct  way  of  legislation,  or 
passing  an  Act  to  prevent  it.  I  know  a 
grejat  many  railway  servants  strongly 
hold,  as  I  incline  to  do  myself, 
thjat  the  best  method  of  checking  over- 
time is  to  make  each  day  stand  by 
atself  as  a  matter  of  work  and  pfiyment, 
)not  computing  each  week  as  60  or  72 
hours'  work,  and  reckoning  the  overplus 
«a  overtime.  Let  each  day  stand  by 
^itself,  and  the  time  over  10  or  12  hours 
be  paid  for  as  overtime  at  the  rate,  say* 
<}f  time  and  a  half,  not  setting  the  hours, 
long  or  short,  against  each  other  over  the 
week.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the 
<jueBtion  whether  this  is  the  best  way  of 
treating  overtime,  but  I  should  like  to 
Jcnow  whether  it  will  be  possible  to  deal 
/with  a  suggestion  of  that  kindl 

♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH;  Certainly. 


ma 
entir^ely.  I  thought  it  would  be  so,  but 
^aa  not  clear  on  the  point.  I  am 
extremely  glad  the  Committee  is  to  be 
appointed,  and  was  quite  prepared  to 
adopt  the  proposal  when  it  was  made 
during  the  Debate  the  other  night.  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  made 
up  his  mind  as  U)  the  best  form  of  legis* 
lation  on  the  subject,  it  is  desii-ablo 
we  should  have  a  Committoe  to  take 
evidence  from  railway  servants  and 
experts,  and  I  believe  the  inquiry  will 
rtsult  in  valuable  recommendations.  I 
think  it  is  reasonable  to  ask  that  there 
should  he  legislation  this  Session  on 
the  lines  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  for  if  the  Committee  should  dis- 
agree, or  should  the  Governmentdisregard 
the  findings  of  the  Committee,  I  fear  wo 
shall  he  little  better  off,  for  we  have  no 
chance  of  dealing  with  the  subject  this 
year  without  the  assistance  of  the  Go- 
vernment, However,  I  cordially  welcome 
the  prospect  of  an  inquiry. 

(11.28.)  Mb.  MUNRO  FERGUSON 
(Leith,  <Src.)  :  I  canuot  join  altogether  in 
the  satisfaction  expressed  at  the  proposal 
to  appoint  a  Committee,  but  I  rather  join 
in  the  protest  against  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  at  all.  The  case  for  some 
restriction  of  the  excessive  hours  of 
overtime  was  clearly  made  out  in  the 
Debate  last  week ;  it  was  supported  by 
evidence  in  the  hands  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  I  cannot  see  what  useful 
purpose  a  Committee  is  to  serve.  The 
result,  judging  from  some  of  the  speeches 
we  have  heard  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  will  be  that  the  Committee 
will  present  a  divided  Report.  Some 
boil.  Members  who  spoke  during  the 
Debate  certainly  gave  no  indication  of 
supporting  a  proposal  under  which  there 
would  be  Government  intervention  in 
the  question  of  railway  hours  of  hibour, 
while  other  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
are  pledged  in  favour  of  interference,  bo 
the  result  may  be  expected  of  a  divided 
Report,  and  that  may  be  regarded  as  a 
UQeans  of  shelving  the  question.  Tho 
experience  we  have  had  in  Scotland 
lately  shows  that  whatever  may  be  the 
experience  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Salt)   in  regard  to  the  senti- 
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xneBts  of  railway  men  as  to  ^c^eg  i  take  such  steps  as  are  possible  for  legis- 
those  views  are  not  shared  by  the  .^y    lation  this  Session, 
men  in  Scotland.     A  case  is  clearlj  t  |    •(11.19.)       Mb.    SALT  (Stafford):    I 
out   for  Government  intervention,  anci-u)  the  inquiry  will,  at  any  rate,  be  a 
the  right  hon.  (xentleman  (Sir  Michael  "  "  """ 

Hicks  Beach)  has  expressed  himself  in 

In  his 


favour  of  such  intervention 
speech  at  Kilmarnock  he  warned  the 
Railway  Associations  that  the  number 
of  railway  accidents  due  to  overwork 
might  necessitate  the  framing  of  regula- 
tions by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  ensure 
the  safety  of  the  travelling  public.  I 
protest  against  referring  this  subject  to 
a  Committee — a  proceeding  which  will 
probably  end  in  shelving  the  question 
for  another  Session. 

•(11.30.)      Sir      CHARLES      DAL- 
RYMPLE  (Ipswich) :  It  is  unfortunate 
that  hon.  Members   should  attempt  to 
disparage  the   work  of  the  Committee 
before  that  Committee  is  appointed.     All 
along,  with  few  exceptions,  an  endeavour 
has  been  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  throw  doubt  on  our  sincerity 
on  this  side  in  this  matter,  and  to  make 
out  that  they  alone  have  the  interests  of 
the  men  at  heart.     In  truth,  the  charge 
of  insincerity  has  no  foundation  what- 
ever, and   if  anything  were  wanted  to 
show  how  baseless  is  the  suggestion,  it 
would  be  the  line  adopted  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  himself  in 
Scotland  last  autumn,  and  long  before 
the   Motion    of  the    hon.   Member   for 
Northampton   was  heard  of,  when  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman,  in  the  most  im- 
pressive  and    solemn    maimer,   warned 
Railway  Companies  of  the  responsibility 
they  were  incurring  in  this  matter,  and 
that  if  steps  were  not  taken  to  remedy 
the  evils  it  might  be  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed to  legislation.     That  ought  to  be 
a  sufficient  answer  to  the  suggestions  of 
insincerity.      I    quite    understand    the 
position    of     the     hon.    Member    (Mr. 
Channing),   who  brought    forward    his 
Motion  on  January  23,  and  ^it  is  quite 
natural  he  should   wish    to  press    his 
efforts  to  a  conclusion ;  but  it  is  unfor- 
tunate that  since  January  23  he  should 
have     written     to     Scotland     pointing 
out  the  value  of  his  suggestion  as  com- 
pared with  the  very  small  value  of  the 
Government    proposition.      It    is    very 
well  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Leith  to 
Mr.  Muvro  Ferguson 


o^^  one.  I  do  not  see  any  reason 
whetii^  be  an  inquiry  of  any  great 
tion,  an^ek  or  two,  I  might  say, 
ment  of  a^nt  time  to  put  before 
of  acquiring  ^  necessary  and  parti- 
subject.  Th?*^5a8e.  There  is  one 
Trade  certainly  %Jias  not  been  quite 
indifference  iu  ttenterest  or  desire 
not  only  that  good  vjbray  Company 
posed  inquiry,  but  tliMrtime  when 
sible  the  result  will  bo  itime  arises 
the  present  Session.  lities   and 

(11.34.)  Mk.  MORf^ 
borough)  :  Probably  we  on  ^j^ 
the  House  are  more  interu^- w^Ffc  i^'^ 


V   the 
n  ^^^Wlt 


masses  of  the  people  than 
tlemen  opposite,  and  there f'"^ 
anxious  to  see  this  matter  sett . 
I  make  no  charges  of  inc«« 
or  insincerity,  and  least  of 
I  make  such  a  charge  agal 
President  of  the  Board  of  t3 
quite  agree  that  it  would  be  bel 
Parliament  to  proceed  at  once  tc 
remedy,  especially  as  the  right^ 
Gentleman  admits  there  is  a  grieva  ^ 
but  the  inquiry  is  for  the  purposJ 
findin:;^  out  the  remedy,  not  for  deciif 
if  there  is  a  grievance,  and  I  acce|d 
proposal  for  a  Committee  as  tbef 
thing  we  can  get,  and  probably  itl 
result  in  something  being  done  an! 
year.  I  have  a  proposal  iu  the  nq 
of  a  Motion,  which  I  presume  will 
he  affected  by  the  appointment 
Committee,  but  I  am  satisfied  that^ 
could,  if  the  Government  chose,  at  of 
proceed  to  consider  what  by  leirisliiti< 
ought  to  be  done  to  settle  tliese  disput 
before  they  come  to  strikes  and  damn 
to  the  interests  of  the  entire  oommuuit 
As  I  am  a  Representative  of  a  cons 
tuency  in  which  there  are  a  lar 
number  of  railway  men,  I  may  ex  pre 
a  hope  that  the  men  will  have  the  fulU 
opportunity  of  .being  heard  before  t 
Committee.  If  the  grievance  of  t 
men  is  not  fully  presented,  it  will 
impossible  to  find  a  remedy  that  w 
satisfy  them,  and  I  particularly  nrj 
.  this  point. 
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(11.36.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  I  do  not  think  that  in  a 
diacussion  of  the  terms  of  Reference  for 
this  Committee,  charges  of  insincerity 
should  be  exchanged.  It  is  our  duty  to 
define  as  clearly  as  we  can  the  position 
the  Committee  is  to  take  up.  But  I 
particularly  wish  to  refer  to  a  point 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  (Mr.  Salt).  He  said  he  found  a 
great  number  of  men  were  in  favour  of 
overtime,  and  that  may  well  be.  But 
the  reason  is,  that  the  ordinary  wages 
are  so  low  that  men  find  it  necessary  to 
work  long  hours  to  augment  their 
ordinary  remuneration.  I  am  confident 
that  if  the  Committee  does  not  inquire 
specially  into  this  question  of  overtime, 
its  labours  will  be  worthless  so  far  as 
railway  men  are  concerned.  Before  all 
things,  when  we  come  to  the  question  of 
hours  of  labour,  the  question  of  over- 
time must  be  considered,  and  unless 
some  strong  impediment  is  put  in  the 
way  of  overtime  you  will  not  reduce  the 
hours  of  labour,  and  the  Committee  will 
not  attain  the  object  for  which  it  is  ap- 
pointed. Ihope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  rely  on  any  other  methods  of 
checking  overtime,  but  will  take  into 
consideration  the  bast  means  of  suppress- 
ing it.  We  have  had  an  illustration  as 
to  what  can  be  done  by  the  result 
achieved  on  a  railway  line  south  of  the 
Thames.  At  a  meeting  of  thtf  share- 
holders last  week  the  Chairman  showed 
how  the  Directors  had  voluntarily,  in 
the  interest  of  their  men,  brought  about 
the  result  we  desire  to  attain  by  this 
Committee.  If  other  Directors  would 
act  in  the  same  spirit  there  would  be 
no  need  for  a  Committee,  but  this 
instance  demonstrates  the  possibility  of 
doing  that  we  desire  to  see  carried  out. 

*  (11.40.)  Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich)  :  In  my  view  the  scope  of 
the  Reference  is  too  limited,  and  it  seems 
to  me  we  might  have  made  this  an 
opportunity  for  obtaining  information  as 
to  the  relations  between  employers  and 
employed  in  all  cases  where  the  two 
interests     work      together     for      the 


public  in  a  direct  fashion.  We 
have  had  in  times  gone  by  troubles 
between  employers  and  employed 
in  the  matter  of  gas  supply,  and 
we  may  look  forward  to  possible 
troubles  in  relation  to  Electric  Light 
Companies ;  we  have  also  had  disputes 
between  Tramway  Companies  and  their 
servants.  Disputes  in  these  various 
departments  of  labour  concern  the 
whole  community,  and  the  real  justifica- 
tion for  this  Committee  is  the  public 
safety,  and  it  might  well  be  that  in  the 
mind  of  Parliament  the  public  convenience 
is  an  equally  good  justification.  There- 
fore, I  regret  that  this  opportunity 
should  be  lost  for  obtaining  a  sound  and 
well-considered  opinion  from  the  House 
on  this  matter,  and  I  trust  that  before 
long  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  may  be 
turned  in  this  direction. 

\11.41.)  Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  Having 
regard  to  the  satisfactory  assurances 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
do  not  propose  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  Division. 

(11.41.)  Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Corn- 
wall,  Camborne)  :  I  did  not  take  any 
part  in  the  discussion  on  January  23, 
but  I  take  this  opportunity  of  pointing 
out  what  appears  to  me  to  be  the  essence 
of  the  objection  taken  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  the  terms  of  the  Motion.  It 
appears  to  mo  the  Motion  is  a  little  illogi- 
cal, because  it  commences  with  reciting 
the  fact  that  the  employment  of  railway 
servants  for  excessive  hours  is  a  source 
of  danger  both  to  the  men  themselves 
and  to  the  travelling  public,  and  that, 
indeed,  has  been  established  by  the 
Returns  presented  to  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  it  may  be  taken  as  indubitable 
that  such  excessive  hours  are  a  source  of 
danger ;  but  then  the  Motion  goes  on  to 
propose  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  the  hours 
should  be  restricted  by  legislation. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Preface  to  the  Motion  has  been 
struck  out. 

Mr.  CONYBBARE  :  I  apologise  for 
my  error.  Sir.    I  was  not  present  during 
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the  earlier  part  of  the  discussion. 
Another  point  I  wish  to  mention  has 
reference  to  what  has  been  urged  hy  my 
hon.  Friend — that  a  proper  amount  of 
evidence  shall  be  taken  from  the  men 
themselves.  I  make  no  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ensure  that  this 
is  done,  but  may  I  ask,  in  addition,  that 
he  will  guarantee  that  the  men  who  give 
evidence,  possiblj  against  their  own 
Directors,  shall  be  protected  from  the 
consequences  of  their  action?  It  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  get  men  whose 
livelihood  depends]  on  the  will  of  their 
employers  to  give  evidence  that  may  tell 
against  the  action  of  their  employers, 
without  being  satisfied  that  they  will  not 
suffer  in  consequence.  We  know  the 
insidious  methods  sometimes  used  by 
employers  to  get  rid  of  men  who  have 
had  the  boldness  to  stand  up  for  their 
rights,  and  I  hope  this  matter  will  not  be 
overlooked.  In  my  opinion,  a  strong 
case  has  been  made  out  for  immediate 
action,  and  it  is  a  pity  that  time  should 
be  wasted  on  an  inquiry  by  Committee, 
and  I  hope  that  legislative  action  on  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  may  not  be 
thrown  over  for  another  year. 

Amendment,    by    leave,    withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered — 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire whether,  and,  if  so,  in  what  way,  the 
hours  worked  hy  Railway  Servants  should  be  re- 
stricted hy  legislation.*' 

RELIEF  OP  DISTRESS  (IRELAND) 

ACT  ADMINISTRATION. 
(11.45.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway, 
N.):  I  desire  to  call  attention — and  I 
will  do  so  very  briefly  at  this  hour— to 
the  inadequate  manner  in  which  the 
Relief  of  Distress  Act  is  administerad. 
The  Government  have  undertaken  a 
great  responsibility  by  this  Act,  and  very 
properly  they  have  undertaken  it;  but 
they  are  now  acting  in  a  manner — hang- 
ing up  the  Act  and  not  working  it — 
that  will  really  intensify  the  distress 
Mr,  Conyheare 


very  much,  and  put  the  people  in  a 
worse  position  than  they  would  be  in  if 
the  Act  had  not  been  passed  at  all,  and 
that  for  many  reasons.  The  people  now 
will  be  relying  on  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  and  but  for  the  Act  there  might  be 
more  assistance  from  private  sources  and 
from  America.  It  is  true  that  in  isolated 
instances,  and  chiefly  on  the  sea  coast,, 
the  Act  has  been  put  into  operation,  and 
1  do  not  say  that  the  Government  have 
not  used  it  in  the  most  distressed  dis- 
tricts. But  the  House  will  be  aware, 
from  an  answer  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  that  in  the  greater  part  of 
Galway  and  Mayo  the  potato  crop  hska 
failed  to  the  extent  of  a  half  or  two- 
thirds,  but  no  relief  works  have  been 
started  in  these  districts.  What  I  know 
to  be  true  of  Galway  and  Mayo  I  believe 
is  also  true  of  Donegal,  Kerry,  Clare, 
and  other  counties.  All  I  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  is  to  immediately  put  the 
Act  in  force  to  a  moderate  extent,  which 
they  can  do  at  a  trifling  expense.  They 
have  already  fixed  the  rate  of  wages^ 
and  the  rate  is  so  low  that  only  dire 
necessity  will  induce  anybody  to  apply 
for  the  work.  Consider  what  it  means, 
that  in  August  the  people  had  only  half 
or  a  third  of  the  expected  yield  of  pota- 
toes. By  this  time,  in  most  instances, 
the  stock  must  be  exhausted,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary's  own  showing  the  people  are 
without  food,  and  such,  I  believe,  is  really 
the  state  of  the  case.  It  may  be  said  the 
people  should  come  under  the  Poor  Law. 
But  they  are  a  class  of  people  whom  it 
is  very  diflScult  to  relieve  by  the  ordi- 
nary Poor  Law  administration.  The 
Poor  Law  Guardians  will  relieve  the 
old  and  destitute ;  but  the  people 
who  are  suffering  now  are  just  above 
that  class.  In  many  instances  they 
have  a  pig,  a  calf,  a  few  sheep  perhaps, 
or  a  horse  and  cart,  and  eke  out  a  liveli- 
hood by  cartage,  and  the  Guardians  can- 
not relieve  them  unless,  first,  the  people 
have  parted  with  their  property.  What 
the  people  want  is  a  small  amount  of 
work  to  relieve  them  at  once,  and  I 
would  urge  the  Government  at  once  to 
start  relief  works  on  a  moderate  scale. 
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In  the  West  of  Ireland,  not  only  on  the 
sea  coast,  but  elsewhere,  and  more  espe- 
cially in  Gal  way  and  Mayo,  a  few  weeks* 
work  until  seed  time  would  do  an  im- 
mense amount  of  good.  The  Govern- 
ment have  the  power ;  they  have  assumed 
great  responsihilityiand  I  hope  they  will 
take  into  consideration  the  extreme 
necesaity,  and  put  the  Act  into  im- 
mediate operation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  Kelief  of  Distress  Act  should  at 
once  be  put  in  operation  over  a  larger  area  /* — 
[CaUtntl  Naian.) 

♦(11.490  Mb.  KT^OX  (Cavan,  W.)  : 
I  will  only  detain  the  House  for  a 
moment  or  two  in  seconding  the  Motion. 
There  is  a  certain  amount  of  uniaimesa 
in  the  distribution  of  relief,  and  among* 
my  OW0  constituents  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  that  because  they  did  not 
make  a  poor  mouth  about  it  soon 
enough  they  are  entirely  neglected. 
It  is  true  Inspectors  were  sent  to 
different  parts  of  Ireland,  and  an  In- 
spector was  sent  to  Cavan.  He  put 
up  at  an  hotel  and  enjoyed  himself  ;  he 
drove  over  the  country  with  one  of  the 
Relieving  Officers ;  but  he  did  not  con- 
sult a  single  Guardian  of  the  Poor,  tx 
officio  or  elected.  I  was  present  at  a 
full  meeting  of  Guardians  called  to  con- 
sider the  subject,  and  each  one  of  them 
complained  that  he  had  not  been  con- 
sulted by  the  Inspector.  These  In- 
spectors come  down  and  spend  a  few 
days  in  a  place  *,  they  do  not  consult  the 
clergy,  or  those  who  know  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  ;  ^hey  do  not  consult 
the  Guardians,  and  then,  I  suppose^  they 
go  back  to  Dublin  Castle  and  report 
that  there  is  no  distress  in  the  dii^trict. 
That  is  the  sort  of  exclusive  infor- 
mation in  the  possession  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  The  people  of  the  district, 
who  alone  have  knowledge  as  to  whe- 
ther there  is  distress  or  not,  are  not 
consul  ted.  Guardians  have  since  made 
representations  stating  that  they  can 
point  out  many  families  in  great  want, 
and  that  they  are  ready  to  point  out 
these  families,  and  prove  the  exist- 
ence of  distress  to  tho  satisfaction  of 
the  Inspector  if  the  Inspector  will  come 
down  again  ;  but  though  a  month  has 
elapsed  no  Inspector  has  been  sent  down, 


and  nothing  whatever  has  been  done  to 
inquire  into  the  existence  of  the  distress^ 
or  means  taken  to  relieve  it.  I  do  not 
want  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
whose  task  in  this  matter  is  difficult ;  but 
I  do  think  it  is  their  duty  to  do  what 
tbey  can  to  find  out  how  much  distress 
exists  in  other  places  besides  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  Western- 
seaboard, 

♦(1 1 .540  Sir  J.  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow,  »tcO  ;  Speaking  from  personal 
knowledge  of  certain  portions  of  Ireland^ 
I  disagree  absolutely  and  entirely  from 
what  has  fallen  from  the  previous 
speakers.  It  would  l>e  disastrous,  in  my 
opinion,  were  the  Government  to  put 
this  Relief  Act  into  oj»eration  over  a 
larger  area  than  that  which  the  Official 
Inspector  lias  determined  is  the  proper 
area  wherein  relief  should  be  appHed. 
Speaking  of  a  remote  part  of  the  West 
of  Ireland  with  which  I  am  acquainted|. 
I  am  thankful  that  such  measures  have 
been  taken  as  tho  Government  have-" 
adopted  not  with  the  advice  of  those 
gentlemen  always  ready  to  err  on  the 
side  of  too  much  liberality,  but  by 
measures  adapted  to  the  justice 
necessities  of  the  c^se. 

♦(1 1.55,)  The  ATTORNEY  GE^^ERAL 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr,  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  The  time  at  my  disposal  ia 
very  limited ;  but  even  had  I  much  more 
I  do  not  think  the  House  would  expect 
or  desiio  that  I  should  now  enter  into 
any  detailed  statement  upon  the  impor* 
tant  subject  which  has  been  brought 
before  the  House  in  a  moderate  and  tcm- 
pe rate  manner  by  the  hon,  and  gallant 
Member,  I  will,  shortly,  remind  him  of 
the  position  of  affairs.  My  right  hoE 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  obtained 
some  time  ago  a  Vote  for  a  nominal  sue 
in  respect  of  the  works  undertaken 
the  Government  in  Ireland  for  the  relief 
of  exceptional  distress  in  certain  dis- 
tricts. On  that  occasion  my  right  hon. 
Friend  stated  the  general  character  of 
the  works  to  be  undertaken  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  his  statement  met  with 
the  approval  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
It  will  he  necessary,  however,  before  the 
conclusion  of  the  present  financial  year, 
to  have  that    question   again    brought 
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before  the  Honse  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  a  Vote  for  a  stibstaiitial  sam ;  and 
it  is  the  iatention  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  state  on  that  occasion  in  debail  the 
measures  which  are  undertaken  for  the 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  Therefore, 
if  I  had  more  time  than  the  Rules  allow, 
T  ought  not  now  to  anticipate  any  state- 
ment that  will  have  to  be  made.  J  assure 
the  House  that  all  possible  means  are 
being  adopted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  ascertain  the  precise  necessity  of  the 
different  districts  in  Ireland  to  which 
reference  has  been  made.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  has  referred  to  the 
information  before  the  Chief  Secretary 
as  exclusive,  but  I  can  assure  him  it  is 
nothing  of  the  kind.  Every  means  has 
been  taken  to  procure  the  best  informa- 
tion through  the  medium  of  disinterested 
persons  in  a  position  to  know  the  exact 
^tate  of  the  facts. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 
M  0  T  I  0  ^'^. 

TOWNS  IMPROVEMENT   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Enox,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relatlDg  to  the  Improvement  of  Towns  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Knox,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  and  Mr.  Webb. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  185.] 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

TITHE    RENT-CHARaE    RECOVERY 

BILL.-(No.  no.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne): I  object. 

*(12.4.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  withdraw  his  objection,  I  am 
under  an  engagement  if  the  Bill  passes 
through  all  its  stages  this  week  that  I 
will  give  Monday  next  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Vote  of  Censure  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  has 
given  notice.  Otherwise  that  cannot  be 
d(5ne. 

Mr.  Madden 


*(12.5.)  Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,E.) :  Ihope  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  press  the  objection.  It  was  arranged 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  through  Com- 
mittee on  Monday,  and  so  far  as  the 
Opposition  is  concerned  that  arrange- 
ment would  have  been  carried  out.  It 
is  necessary  to  get  the  Bill  through  Com- 
mittee to-night  in  order  that  we  may 
have  the  Report  on  Thursday. 

*Me.  speaker  :  If  there  is  anything 
further  to  be  said  it  must  be  said  with 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
Chair. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(12.6.)  Me.  CONYBEARE  :  I  do 
not  wish  to  defer  the  Committee  stage. 
I  only  objected  because,  on  principle,  I 
object  to  any  Government  business  being 
taken  after  12  o'clock.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  me,  who  are  more  interested 
in  the  measure  than  I  am,  are  not  dis- 
posed to  object  to  the  course  proposed 
by  the  Government,  I  will  not  stand  in 
the  way  of  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House. 

(12.6.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  The 
Manuscript  Clause  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  cannot  be 
moved,  as  a  provision  similar  in  principle 
has  already  been  dealt  with. 

Mb.  LLOYD-GEORGE  (Carnarvon, 
&c.)  :  I  will  move  it  on  Report. 

Bill  reported. 

*(12.7.)  Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH: 
I  should  like  to  state  that  we  propose  to 
take  the  'Report  stage  on  Thursday.  I 
understand  that  the  reprinted  Bill  will 
be  ready  for  distribution  to-morrow.  I 
will  place  on  the  Paper  to-night  the 
Amendments  I  propose  to  move  on 
Report. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  184.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday ,  4th  February,  1891. 


NEW  WRIT. 
For  Borough  of  Northampton,  v.  Charles 
Bradlamgh,  Esquire,  deceased. 

BRITISH  AND  FOREIGN  SPIRITS. 
Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
iiefore  the  Select  Committee  on  British  and 
Foreign  Spirits  in  Session  1890  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  British  and  Foreign 
Spirits. — {Sir  Lyon  Playfair.) 

OBDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


RELIGIOUS    DISABILITIES    REMOVAL 
BlLL.-(No.  4.) 
SECOND  KEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

(12.25.)     Mr.  W.   E.   GLADSTONE 
(Edinburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  When  it  fell 
to  me  to  undertake  charge  of  a  Bill   for 
removing  from  the   Statute  Book  of  this 
country  an  anomaly,  an  injustice,  and  a 
discredit^  I  was  in  hopes  that  it   would 
only  be  necessary  for  me  to  spend  a  few 
minutes  in   introducing  the  Bill  to  the 
notice   of  this   House  ;  but  those  hopes 
have  been  so  far  disappointed  as  to  make 
it  necessary  for  me,  I  fear,  to  trespass  at 
somewhat  greater   length  on  your  time. 
Murmurings  and  mutterings  there  have 
baen  in  various  quarters,  as  was   to   be 
expected.     We  have  just  seen  presented 
Petitions  which  filled  the  arms  and  taxed 
the  muscular  strength  and  calibre  of  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  presented 
them,  and  one  of  them  appeared  to  me. 
Sir,  to  conceal  within  itself,   tinder  the 
appearance  of  a  mere  roller,  what  might, 
in  fact,  be  a  formidable  weapon  of  offence. 
Not  only  have  we  these  manifestations 
from  quarters  which  are  usually  wake- 
ful in  these  matters,  and  where   every- 
thing   in    the    nature  of  a  disability, 
though  it   be  the  merest  rag  and  merest 
shred,  most  wofully  torn   and  tattered^ 
to   be  found  in   the  world,  yet  remains 
so  dear  to   the   inmost  heart    of    that 
party  that  no  opportunity  can  possibly 
be  lost  to  testify  on  behalf  of  a  prin- 
ciple    so     valuable;     but    there    have 
been    rumours    even    with    respect    to  | 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.      [thibd  sbbibs.] 


the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— I  cannot  tell  whether  they  may 
be  true  or   not.     I  know  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,   in    1868,   took 
part  along  with  myself  in   pleading  for 
the  opening  of  the  most  difficult  of  these 
offices,  and  the  one  with  respect  to  which 
the  greatest  objection  was  taken,  and  I 
doubt  not  he  intends  to  pursue  a  similar 
course  in  the  present  Debate.       He  may 
not,  however,  be  able  to  command  the 
assistance  of  his  colleagues,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  has  npon   his  left 
one  (Mr.  Chaplin)  whom  I  have  always 
regarded    as    the    prop    and    pillar    of 
everything      that  '    deserved      to      be 
overthrown      and      removed.     .  I     am 
afraid    I     have     shown     ample    cause 
why  I  cannot  confine  myself  within  the 
ten    minutes    I    had    contemplated    as 
sufficient  time  for  explaining  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  Bill ;   but  I  will 
endeavour  not  to  be  unreasonable  in  my 
demand  on  the  time  of  the  House,  which 
I  believe  to  be  precious,  and  which  I  am 
anxious  to  treat  in  a  spirit  of  perfect 
husbandry.     The  first  point  I  have  to 
mention — and    which    may    appear    to 
many    Members    of    this    House,    and 
amongst  others  to  those  who  have  pre- 
sented Petitions,  as  one  of  a  very  singular 
nature — is  to  this  effect.     I  believe  it 
to  be  in  law  seriously  doubtful  whether 
Roman   Catholics   are   at   this   moment 
disabled  from  holding  the  offices  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and   Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  England.    The  argument,  in  the 
main,  may  ba  stated  in  a  few  moments. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act,  the  10 
George  IV.,  does  not  impose  upon  Roman 
Catholics  in  so  many  words  disability  for 
holding  those  offices ;  but  it  does  provide 
that  no  Roman  Catholic  shall  be  entitled 
to  hold  them  "  otherwise  than  as  he  may 
be  by   law   now  entitled."      That   was 
the  legal  position  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1829.     Every  subject  of  Her 
Majesty  is  presumably  entitled  to  hold 
every  office  under  the  Crown ;  but  in  the 
case  of    the   Roman   Catholic    he  was 
obviously  and  effectually  barfed  by  the 
Test   Act.     I    am    not    aware,    and    I 
believe    some     good    lawyers    are    not 
aware — I  believe  I    may   quote  among 
others     the    eminent    man     who    now 
holds   the  post  of  Lord  Chief   Justice 
of    England,     not     with    reference    to 
any  judicial   decision,  but  with  regard 
to  opinions  given  in  this  House  and  sup- 
3  Y 
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ported  by  arnfuTnent — that  therj  was 
RTjy  other  disability  except  that  of  the 
Test  Act.  The  Test  Act  was  removed  by 
repeal  in  the  year  1863.  I  do  not  enter 
now  into  the  argnraent  furtber,  because^ 
on  the  other  hand,  it  is  seriously  con- 
tested by  other  lawyers  whether  that 
repeal  has  been  effectual  to  qualify 
Roman  Catholics  for  these  offices.  At 
any  rate,  T  believe  this  is  true  :  that  when 
Parliament  repealed  the  Test  Act  it  had 
no  difltinct  and  specific  intention  of  open- 
ing these  offices  to  Roman  Catholics. 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  quite  plain  that  if  the 
law  is  doubtful  it  ought  to  be  made 
clear.  It  is  quite  plain  that  no  person 
charged  by  Her  Majesty  with  the  solemn 
duty  of  forming  a  Government  in  this 
country  could  venture  to  recommend  to 
Her  Majesty  this  or  that  individual  for 
either  of  these  great  offices  while  there 
was  the  smallest  doubt  attaching  to  the 
law  which  would  place  the  validity  of 
hia  acts  in  controversy.  Consequently, 
I  have  thought  it  my  duty  not  to  be 
deterred  from  prosecuting  this  Bill,  and 
1  think  that  in  arriving  at  that  decision 
I  shall  so  far  have  the  unanimous  assent 
of  the  House,  if,  indeed,  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  be  in  a  frame  and 
temper  of  mind  in  which  it  is 
possible  for  them  to  assent  to  any 
proposition  whatever  iseuiog  from  ray 
unworthy  lips,  1  will  say  one  word  on 
the  drafting  of  the  Bilh  When  this 
Bill  was  drafted,  it  was  drafted  as  it  was 
thought  in  conformity  i*ather  with  pre- 
cedent than  with  abstract  ideas,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  it  lays  down  con- 
ditions with  respect  to  the  discharge  of 
certain  functions  which  it  may  be  held 
are  rather  in  the  nature  of  religious  tests. 
Whether  they  are  so  or  not  I  do  not 
know — ^I  do  not  undertake,  at  this 
moment  at  any  rate,  to  decide — but  I 
certainly,  and  1  think  my  right  hon,  and 
hon.  Friends  who  ore  immediately  re- 
gponsible  for  the  Bill,  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better 
not  to  embarrass  ourselves  with  any  con* 
siderations  of  that  kind,  Onr  object  is 
simply  to  remove  the  anomaly  which  is 
supposed  to  exclude,  and  which  perhaps 
excludes,  certain  Bubjects  of  Her  Majesty 
from  holding  cerfatn  offices  under  the 
Cf  »wn,  and  to  make  provision,  or  to  be 
certain  that  satisfactory  provision  is 
made,  with  regard  to  any  duty  ecclesias- 
tical in  its  charar^ter,  or  not  purely  civile 
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dutiis  may   be 


that  attaches  to  either 
We    think    that   those 
handed   over  with   advantage   to    such 
person  as   Her  Majesty,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the    Bill,  may  be  pleased  to 
select,  and  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  u» 
to    have    any     reference    whatever    to 
religious  profession  in  the  description 
such  pereon.      Consequently,  the  coursi 
I  should  propose  to  tfike  is  this :  If  tl 
House  is  pleased,  as  I  hojDC  it   will 
pleased,  to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time 
should,  with  the  consent  of  the  House, 
revert  to  the  convenient  practice  which  1 
have  not  known  to   bo   applied  for  the 
past   few   years    to   any  Bill    of   great 
importance,  bat  which  used  to  be  applied 
to  Bills   even  of  great ^  importance  with 
great  advantage  to  the  country,  namely, 
the  practice  of  passing  a  Bill  througr 
Committee  pro  form  d  so  as  to  present 
in  that  form  which  the  promoters,  with 
the    consent   of   the    House,    think    the 
proper    form    in   which    to   submit   it, 
reserving  the   substantial  Committee  to 
be  taken  after  the    Report  of  the  Bill 
from  that  Committee  pro/ormd.    Sir,  1 
must  next  refer  to  a  matter  personally 
affecting  myself,  which  I  am  extremel 
reluctant  to  introduce  to  the  notice  ol 
the  House,  only  becxtuse   such  jierson 
matters  are  not  fit  or  convenient  for  the 
general  consideration  of  the  House,    But 
the   public^itions   I    have   seen    on   thi& 
subject    make    it    quite     certain     that 
gentlemen  foraging  after  topics   in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill  will  fall  bock  upoa 
those  personal  questions  which  alwaysv 
it  mast  be  observed,  have  the  advantage 
of    creating    a    lively    interest  in    t 
House     at     the      moment,       A     pai 
phlet  has  been  put  into  my  hands  withi 
the    last    five     minutes,   entitled     Mr. 
Gladsiofie  Ex/xfs«d,  1  have  not  yet  had  the 
opportunity  of  protiting  by  the  wisdoi 
e^Kd  learning  which  no  doubt  it  contains 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  I  must  re  lie 
myself  from  what   I  know,   by  the  : 
apection  of  other  documents  relating 
this  Bill,  will  be  thought  a  very  con< 
veuient  and  advantageous  topic  on  this- 
occ^asion.     The  argument  is  that  I,  of  all 
persons,  am  not  the  man  to  propose  this 
BilL     Well,   Sir,   I  will  take  t^ie  lihert, 
of  exactly  inverting  that  argument,  am 
saying  that,  so  far  as  all  previous  decli 
rations  are  concerned,  1,  of  all  person 
am  the  man  to  propose  it.     The  allega- 
tion  which  I   have  seen   made  is  that 
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I  myself  am  a  man  who,  by  certain 
pamphlets  piihh'shed  in  1874-5,  proved 
that  Komau  Catholics  were  not  fit  to  be 
intrusted  with  tlie  discharge  of  high  and 
responsiblo  duties,  inasmuch  as  their 
allegiauC'e  was  impaired  by  certain  tenets 
of  their  religion.  I  wish  to  state  the 
case  fairly,  and  my  answer  is  this — it  is 
perfectly  distinct,  and  1  will  bring  it  to 
the  test  of  distinct  words.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  I  did  impeach  in  1^74 
certain  declarations  of  tlie  See  of  Rome 
as  dangerous  to  the  civil  allegiance  of 
those  who  adopted  and  concurred  in  them, 
and  I  invited,  in  a  pamphlet  termed 
Vatican  Decrees,  my  Roman  Catholic 
fellow -subjects  to  give  assurances  to 
their  fellow-eonntrymen  on  the  question 
whether  they  did  or  did  not  profess  a 
full,  entire,  and  undivided  allegiance. 
The  effect  of  that  pamphlet  was  todmw 
forth  a  considerable  number  of  replies, 
and  I  myself,  having  published  the  tract 
in  November,  1874,  and  having  read 
and  considered  those  replies,  published 
a  further  tract  ternaed  Vaticanism  in 
February,  1875,  and  in  that  tract  I  in- 
gerted  a  passage  which  I  will  now  read 
to  the  House,  but  which  evidently,  for 
some  reason  or  other,  has  never  met 
the  eyes  of  a  single  person  con- 
nected with  the  opposition  to  this 
Bill,  or  any  officer  of  any  insti- 
tution that  has  been  concerned  in  gettinir 
up  that  opposition,  A  blindness,  such 
as  was  inflicted  on  the  sorcerer  in  the  New 
Testament,  seems  to  have  struck  them 
when  they  were  engaged  in  the  perusal 
of  that  particular  page  of  the  book,  and 
I  am  now  obliged  to  appeal  to  another 
sense,  namely,  the  sense  of  hearing. 
What  was  the  oonclnsion  at  which  I 
then  arrived  with  regard  to  the  allegiance 
of  ray  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  ? 
Ill  page  14  of  the  pamphlet  termed 
Vaiicanismy  published  in  February,  1875, 
will  be  found  these  words— 
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*♦  I  cannot  but  nay  that  the'  rm mediate  pur- 
pose of  my  appeal  haa  been  attained,  in  so  far 
that  ihe  loyalty  of  our  IComan  Catholic  fellow- 
Buhjects  in  the  mitss  remains  evidently  un- 
tainted and  secure. " 

And,  Sir,  it  is  becanae  I  am  the  man 
who  upon  examination  and  challenge 
has  deliberately^ — 16  years  ago  —  an- 
nonnced  that,  in  my  opinion,  whatever 
might  be  the  claims  of  the  Roman  See, 
their  loyalty  was  untainted  and  secure, 
I  am  the  very  man,  if  T  have  no  other 


qualification,  to  be  so  far  at  lea^t  qualified 
to  propose  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  Let  me  endeavour  to  impress 
upon  the  House  that  that  la  the  whole 
question.  Unless  you  can  show  that  the 
loyalty  of  the  Roman  Catholic  is  tainted 
you  have  no  right  to  inflict  a  disjibility 
upon  him.  I  affirm  that  tlie  opponents 
of  tliis  Bill  have  no  Iocuh  Blatifii  failing 
that.  They  must  attack  that  loyalty, 
and  unless  they  can  attack  that  loyalty 
with  eftect  they  are  contradicting  the 
principles  of  our  Constitution,  old  and 
new,  the  principles  of  our  Statute  Law, 
and  the  principles  which  we  have  in- 
scribed on  that  Statute  Jjaw  in  the  very 
clearest  terras.  Is  that  doubted  ?  I 
affirra,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  give  it  as 
my  individual  opinion,  as  a  mere  dictum 
proceeding  from  me,  a8  it  would  proceed, 
without  the  smallest  authority  —  my 
affirnr^ation  is  that  the  principles  of  the 
British  Constitution  admit  and  allow  of 
no  civil  disabilities  on  account  of 
religious  opinion.  Is  that  princiide 
clearly  declared  in  oar  law,  or  is  it  not  ? 
I  will  read  a  very  few  words  from  the 
Statute  of  1867,  chapter  75,  from  tho 
preamble — a  Statute  highly  creditable 
to  the  Parliament  which  passed  it,  and 
which  was  passed  and  took  its  place  in 
the  laws  of  this  country  when  a  Con- 
servative Government  was  in  office,  thus 
supplying  a  good  omen  of  what  we  ought 
to  ci|)ect  on  the  present  occasion.  Thai 
Statute  begins  with  these  words — ► 

**  WhereRB  certain  of  Her  Majeaty  a  aiihjects 
are  now  on  the  ground  of  their  reiigioua  belief 
flubject  to  civil  diBabiUtiefl/' 

and  80  forth, 

*'  nod  it  la  expedient  to  remove  such  dis- 
fihilitiea  and  to  aubatifcute  one  uniform  oath  for 
the  Bftverai  oatha  now  required  to  be  taken 
by  different  classes  of  Her  Majeflty^s  Bubjects." 

Pray  observe  who  are  the  persons  in 
contemplation.  Not  certain  selecttd 
persons^  disfcinguished  either  by  pro- 
perty, -rank,  influence,  or  religious  pro- 
fession, or  by  local  habitation.  They  are 
not  merely  inhabitants  of  these  small 
islands ;  they  are  the  vast  and  almost 
innumerable  populations  in  almost  every 
quarter  of  the  globe  who  bear  the  light 
burden  of  allegiance  to  Her  Majesty,  and 
who  together  approach  300,000,001),  and 
constitute  one- fifth  pait  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  globe.  Pray  observe  t hie,  for 
it  lies  at  the  very  root  of  the  question  ; 
it  is  no  selected  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
3  Y  li 
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subjects    whom    the   Bill  has   in    con- 
templation.    The   declaration  is   clear ; 
the  grievance  is  stated  at  the  beginning 
of  the  praam ble,   that  certain    of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  are  now   under  dis- 
ability on  account  of  religious  opinions, 
and  the  result  is  as  clear  and  broad,  for 
it  is  to  provide  that  one  uniform  oath  be 
taken  by  all  persons  '^  in  lieu  of  several 
oaths  now  taken  by  different  classes  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects."     I  hope,  there- 
fore, that  there  will  be  no  controversy 
on  this  question  of  principle,  that  our 
law  has  for  its  basis  the  universal  quali- 
fication— unless  there  be  exceptions,  and 
the  exceptions  I  am  coming  to — of  all 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  of  all  religious 
opinions   in  all  quarters  of  the   globe, 
wherever  they  may  be  found,  and  there 
is  no  power  of  lodging  a  case  against  a 
Bill  which  aims  at  an  emancipation  or 
enfranchisement  of  that  kind,  except  in 
the  one  only  narrow  path   of  impeach- 
ing the   allegiance  of  some   portion    of 
them,  which  impeachment  I  have  shown, 
from  the  passage  read  to  the  House,  I, 
at    any   rate,   have    emphatically     and 
explicitly  renounced.     Such  is  the  prin- 
ciple of  our  Constitution.     Let  me  point 
out  that  in  this  case  to  except  is  to  pro- 
scribe.    It  is  the  question  of  proscription 
with  which  I  have  now  to  deal.     I  will 
,not  enter  into  the  question  of  whether 
proscription  is  or  is  not  persecution,  but 
f  think  that  causeless  proscription  is  per- 
secution.      It  is  the  only  kind  of  per- 
secution that  remains  open  or  accessible 
to  the  lovers  of  that  amiable  pastime. 
But  I  say  that  exception  is  proscription, 
and  I  want  to  know  what  is,  the  view  of 
proscription  taken  by  our  Constitution,  and 
what  is  the  case  of  proscription  if  any  pro- 
scription is  to  be  maintained  ?   Now,  Sir, 
what  are  the  apparent  cases  of  proscrip- 
tion under  our  Constitution  ?  Everybody 
Mr  ill  say  the  Crown.     Some  people  have 
t^ken  a  very  broad  view  of  this  thing 
indeed.     I  possess  a  letter  from  one  who 
ia  at   least  a   courteous   correspondent, 
who  says — "  Sir, — Your  Bill  is  the  first 
step    towards    relighting    the    fires   of 
Smithfield."       It     is     a     much     more 
moderate  statement  to  say  that  it  is  the 
first  step  towards  altering  the  conditions 
of  the  succession  to  the  Crown.     Sir,  it 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
succession  to  the  Crown,  and  I  will  tell 
you  why.     In  the  first  place,  the  Crown 
is  not  concerned  in  any  of  these  Statutes,  I 
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and   no  law   has  teen  laid  down   with 
respect  to  the  Crown  such  as  was  laid 
down   in    the    Statute    of  1868.      The 
Crown  is  not  open  to  competition.     If 
the   Crown   were   open    to  competition 
between  A  and  B,  and  it  was  found  that 
A  was  the  man  best  fitted  to  wear  it, 
but  could  not  be  appointed  because  he 
was  a  Boman   Catholic,   and   therefore 
the     Protestant     must     be     appointed, 
then    you    would    have    achieved    the 
first  step  towards  proving  an    analogy. 
But  there  is  no  competition.  The  Crown 
has  a  single  function,  which  is  to  be  dis- 
charged by  a  single  person  ;  it  is  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  the  laws  relating  to 
the  Crown  inflict  a  proscription  on  a  par- 
ticular class  of   believers.     The   whole 
principle    is  entirely  different  on   that 
point.     These  proscriptions  are  negative 
in  form.     They  do  not  punish  a  person 
for   believing.     On   the   contrary,  with 
regard    to    the    Crown,   what  the   law 
requires    is    that    the    person    wearing 
the      Crown     shall     be     a     Christian 
believer     of     a     particular     profession. 
It    is     not    merely  —  though     it    has 
constantly  been  so  called — a  requisition 
that  the  Crown  shall  be  worn  by  a  Pro- 
testant ;  it  must  also  be  worn  by  a  person 
communicating     in      the      Church     of 
England.     This    is   a   distinction.     The 
distinction  between  requiring  a  positive 
belief  and  proscribing  a  positive  belief 
is  a  distinction  which  has  become  famous 
and  historical  through  the  writings  of 
Mr.   Burke   on  the   penal  laws   of  Ire- 
land.    Every    one     must   have    in   his 
memory    those    immortal    writings     of 
Mr.  Burke  upon  Irish  history  and  law, 
in    which  he  contrasts   the   Irish   and 
English     penal     laws,    but     the    Irish 
especially,  with  the  persecutions  of  old 
tifnes,  to  the  disadvantage  of  these  penal 
laws,  for,  he  says,  the  object  of  those 
persecutions  was  to  drive   people   into 
some  religion  which  it  was  thought  it 
would  be  for  their  advantage  to  profess, 
but  the  object  of  the  penal  laws  was  not 
to  drive  or  induce  or  bring  people  into 
any  belief  whatever,  but  only  to  drive 
them  out  of  a  certain   belief,  only   to 
ascertain  that  they  did  not  believe.  That 
is    exactly   the  principle   of  the    little 
miserable  shred  and  tatter  of  proscription 
which  I  now  invite  the  House  to  sweep 
away.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  Crown,  this  is  not  the  occasion  for 
me  to  give  any  opinion  at  all.     It  is  a 
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very  high  constitutional  question,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  very  unwise 
to  disturb.  Its  abstract  merits  con- 
stitute such  a  subject  and  occupy  a 
field  BO  wide  that  it  is  totally  un- 
suited  for  the  present  limited  dis- 
cussion, and  I  pass  it  by  by  saying 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  the  present 
settlement  is  regarded  as  irrational  or 
creates  discontent,  and  I,  for  my  part, 
am  not  in  any  manner  or  degree  pre- 
pared to  touch  it.  But  I  pass  on  to 
another  class  of  exception  which  is 
noticed  in  the  Relief  Act  of  1829.  That 
is  the  exception  of  an  office,  the  very 
existence  of  which  1  suspect  is  unknown 
to  some  Members  of  this  House — and  I 
do  not  think  it  proves  them  to  be  men 
generally  ill-formed  if  that  be  the  case, 
though  I  have  no  doubt  Scotchmen  may 
be  shocked  at  the  utterance  of  so  lax  an 
opinion — that  is  the  office  held  by 
Her  Majesty's  Commissioner  to  the 
Greneral  Assembly  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland.  That  office 
is  excluded  from  tenure  by  a  Roman 
Catholic.  It  is  not  the  only  office 
mentioned  in  the  Relief  Act.  There 
are  others,  of  which  I  shall  not  endeavour 
to  give  a  catalogue.  But  there  are  those 
in  this  House  who  are  now  acting  as 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — I  myself 
have  acted  in  Jthat  capacity — and  cer- 
tainly my  recollection  is  that  the  law 
requires  to  bo  taken — I  myself  have 
taken — a  declaration  stating  that  I  am 
a  member  of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
believe  I  am  right  in  that  respect ;  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  law  has  been 
changed;  and  it  falls  under  the  same 
category  as  the  case  of  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  the  General  Assembly  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  But  the  prin- 
ciple of  those  limitations — though  I  do 
not  say  that  they  are  limitations  very 
necessary  to  be  maintained — is  clear, 
and  cannot  be  said  to  be  offensive,  be- 
cause the  duties  t)  be  performed  are 
not  civil  duties,  and  consequently  the 
disability  to  perform  them  is  not  a  civil 
disability.  With  that  observation  I  pass 
on.  I  will  only  say  with  regard  to  the 
Regency  of  this  country  that  it  is  treated 
by  the  Act  of  1829  as  an  appendage  to 
the  provisions  of  the  law  relating  to  the 
succession  to  the  Throne,  and  I  do  not 
see  that  there  is  anything  unreasonable 
in  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  Then  these 
apparent  proscriptions  are  not  proscrip- 


tions in  either  case  attaching  to  the 
Crown  J  they  lie  in  a  totally  different 
sphere,  because  they  are  not  affecting 
the  discharge  of  duties  properly  civil. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
Crown,  I  wish  to  avail  myself  of  an 
authority  which,  not  inconsiderable  in 
itself,  I  think  ought  to  have  weight  with 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  daresay  we  shall  hear  in 
to-daj's  Debate  that  we  are  touching 
the  Constitution  of  this  country. 
[Mmistei'ial  Cheers.]  Yes,  I  thought 
so;  I  endeavoured  to  get  that  cheer. 
I  wish  to  say  that  when  these  questions 
were  raised  in  1867  Mr.  Disraeli  tcok 
part  in  that  Debate,  and  expressly  said 
that  he  approved,  relatively  to  all  the  cu*- 
cumstances,  of  the  restraints  imposed 
upon  the  tenure  of  these  offices  hy  the 
Act  of  1829,  but  he  did  not  hold— on 
the  contrary  he  denied — that  they  were 
any  part  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
country  ;  he  treated  them  as  principles 
with  which  you  could  deal  without 
exposing  yourselves  to  that  reproach, 
which  he  deemed  absurd.  Having 
endeavoured  to  clear  all  obstacles  away, 
I  have  arrived  at  the  contemplation 
of  this  one  solitary  proscription  which 
remains  on  the  Statute  Book.  I  beg  the 
House  to  contemplate  it  in  all  its  beauty, 
or  in  all  its  ugliness  and  deformity. 
What  is  this  proscription  ?  What  offices 
does  it  affect  ?  Out  of  the  whole  vast 
variety  of  employments  under  the 
Crown  it  affects  only  two.  And  why 
does  it  affect  them  ?  Now,,  let  us  try 
that.  My  point  of  departure  is  that  you 
have  no  right,  except  on  proof  of  dis- 
qualification, to  impose  these  disabilities. 
You  cannot  call  on  me  to  prove  com- 
petency or  ability  ;  the  burden  of  proof 
is  on  those  who  deny  and  exclude,  and 
the  sole  part  open  to  you,  the  sole  pro- 
position on  which  you  can  found 
yourselves,  is  that  the  allegiance  of 
Roman  Catholics  is  tainted  and  imperfect. 
That  is  the  proof.  Now,  let  us  look  at 
these  cases.  I  take,  first,  the  Viceroyalty 
of  Ireland,  because  I  am  told  and 
believe  that  the  consciences  of  gentle- 
men are  less  vividly  affected  with  respect 
to  the  Viceroyalty  of  Ireland  than  with 
respect  to  that  most  sacred  fortalice  of 
the  Constitution,  that  inner  sanctuary 
and  Holy  of  Holies,  the  Lord  Chancellor- 
ship. 1  wish  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
stating  to  my  Scotch  friends  that  I  think, 
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in  virtue  of  their  nationalitj,  they  ought 
to  look  out  pretty  sharply,  for  I  am  very 
considerably  shocked  tofind  in  our  statutes 
the  expression  "  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Great  Britain.".!  am  not  aware  in  what 
sense  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  termed  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  and 
as  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  until  I  am 
better  informed,  I  protest  against  that 
expression  as  an  aggression  analogous  to 
the  old  raids  across  the  Border — an 
attempt  to  place  upon  Scotland  a  servi- 
tude which  we  utterly  repel.  The 
"Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,"  I 
contend,  should  be  "  Lord  Chancellor  of 
England."  In  1867,  I  think,  the  ques- 
tion  was  raised  whether  the  Viceroy  of 
Ireland  ought  to  continue  to  be  under  a 
disability  with  respect  to  the  profession 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion.  I 
think  Mr.  Disraeli,  then  Minister  and 
Leader  of  the  Houss,  took  part  in  that 
Debate.  He  denied  it  was  a  constitu- 
tional principle  to  exclude  a  Roman 
Catholic  ;  but  he  asserted  that  the  Viceroy 
of  Ireland  had  ecclesiastical  duties  to  per- 
form, the  performance  of  which  would 
hardly  be  compatible,  so  Loid  Naas  and 
Mr.  Disraeli  contended,  with  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion.  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  he  based  his  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posal, so  far  as  the  Viceroyalty  was 
concerned,  entirely  and  exclusively — if 
my  memory  serves  me  right — upon  a 
ground  which  has  now  altogether  dis- 
appeared. When,  happily,  we  passed 
the  Act  in  1869  to  disestablish  the 
Church  in  Ireland,  we  swept  away  all 
disabilities  in  the  shape  of  those  ecclesi- 
astical functions  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  It  is  for  those  who  still 
contend  that  Roman  Catholics  ought  to 
be  excluded  from  this  office  to  show 
why  it  ought  to  be  done.  Do  not  let 
them  attempt  to  shelter  themselves 
under  the  authority  of  Mr.  Disraeli. 
This  office  of  the  Viceroyalty  of  Ireland 
is,  I  believe,  an  office  as  purely  civil  at 
this  moment  as  any  office  under 
the  Crown.  If  there  are  any 
ecclesiastical  functions,  they  are  totally 
unknown  to  me.  I  do  not  believe  in 
their  existence.  I  have  never  heard 
them  asserted  to  exist;  and  I  submit 
that  any  principle  which  justifies  your 
excluding  a  Roman  Catholic  from  the 
office  of  Viceroy  of  Ireland  is  just  as 
good  and  rational  for  excluding  him  from 
the  office  of  Viceroy  of  Canada  or  the 
Jfr.  IF.  E.  Gladstone 


office  of  Viceroy  of  India.  Ah  !  there 
you  have,  indeed,  if  anywhere,  open  to 
you  a  source  of  danger.  Whatever  the 
Viceroy  of  Ireland  does,  he  does  under 
our  own  eyes.  The  Viceroy  of  India 
is  at  a  distance  of  many  thouands 
of  miles,  operating  within  the  pre- 
cincts of  a  G-overnment  of  which  we 
have  only  the  most  partial,  rare,  and 
occasional  cognisance.  If  they  want  an 
exercise  for  their  ingenuity  in  showing 
the  dangers  that  arise  from  the  discharge 
of  civil  duties  by  Roman  Catholics,  I 
would  seriously  advise  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  gallant  Colonel  who  pre- 
sented a  Petition,  and  others,  to  study 
carefully  the  Viceroyalty  of  India,  and 
see  whether  they  cannot  in  some  manner 
or  other  obtain  from  the  duties  of  that 
office,  where  responsibility  is  so  indirect 
and  where  the  power  of  our  watching 
is  so  incomplete,  a  show  of  reason,  or,  at 
all  events,  a  fairer  show  of  reason  for 
exclusion  than  any  they  can  show  in  this 
case.  I  go  on  now.  Sir,  to  the  Lord 
Chancellorship.  The  objections  to  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  are  but  two,  so  far  as  I 
know.  One  is  the  doctrine  that  is  set 
up  to  the  effect  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
is  the  Keeper  of  the  King's  or  Queen's 
Conscience.  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the 
meaning  and  what  is  the  value  of  that 
doctrine?  There  was  a  time  when  it 
was  perfectly,  absolutsly,  and  lit-erally 
true.  I  have  not  been  able  to  find  any 
distinct  and  consecutive  history  of  the 
idea ;  but  it  appears  to  me  very  like  the 
case  of  one  of  those  streams  which  fiow 
through  certain  strata  over  the  surface 
of  the  earth,  and  then,  comiug  in^o  other 
strata,  are  absorbed,  covered  over,  and  dis- 
appear. The  Lord  Chancellor  was  Keeper 
of  the  King's  Conscience  at  the  time  when 
he  was  the  head  of  the  King's  chapels, 
and  when,  in  virtue  of  that  headship,  he 
was,  at  a  period  long  before  the  Reforma- 
tion, Private  Confessor  to  the  Sovereign, 
and  so  he  was  literally  and  truly,  or,  at 
any  rate,  distinctively,  the  Keeper  of  the 
King's  Conscience.  At  that  time  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  a  very  secondary  person, 
for  Lord  Campbell  or  Blackstone,  I  do  not 
remember  which,  mforms  us  that  he  was 
only  sixth  among  the  great  holders  of 
office  of  that  period,  and  the  head  of  the 
law  at  that  period  was  not  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, but  the  Chief  Justiciary  of  the 
country.  In  course  of  time  the  Lord 
Chancellorship   became   important,   and 
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other  offices  dwindled,  and  the  Cban- 
oallorship  passed  from  the  head  of  the 
King's  chapels  into  the  hands  of  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  or  of  some 
other  great  ecclesiastical  functionary, 
and  BO  remained  until  the  reign  of  Henry 
VIII.  I  believe  that  at  that  time  he 
had  ceased  to  be  Keeper  of  the  King's 
Conscience,  and  there  was  no  personal 
relation  between  them  from  that  time 
onwards,  so  far  as  my  information  goes, 
and  though  I  liave  endeavoured  to  in- 
.quire,  as  I  have  said,  I  can  find  no  con- 
secutive or  full  history  of  the  case.  I 
believe  that  the  doctrine  entirely  slept 
autil  George  III.  ^vanfced  to  intrigne 
wth  Lord  Thurlow  against  his  own 
Prime  Minister,  Mr,  Pitt,  either  as  re- 
gards R>maa  Catholic  emancipation  or 
«ome  other  matter.  He  consulted  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  Cabinet  against 
the  head  of  the  Government,  and  he  did 
it  upon  the  pretence  that  the  Lord 
Ohancellor  was  Keepsr  of  tlie  King's 
Conscience,  ho  knowing  beforehand  that 
this  Keeper  of  the  King's  Conscience 
exactly  coincided  with  the  opinions  he 
held.  Who  is  the  Keeper  of  the  Queen's 
Conscience  now?  Are  yoa  prepared  to 
replace  Lord  Halsbury  in  the  position  of 
private  confessor  to  Her  Majesty  ?  If 
you  are,  welt  and  good.  Propose  your 
Bill  for  that  purpose,  and  let  us  see  what 
we  can  make  of  it.  Bat  until  you  do 
that,  and  until  you  place  your  law  upon 
this  footing,  do  not  talk  any  more  about 
the  Lord  Chancellor  being  the  Keeper  of 
the  King's  Conscience.  But,  then,  Sir, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  is  the  possessor  of 
great  ecclesiastical  patronage,  and  when 
I  speak  of  ecclesiastical  patronage,  I 
speak  of  benefices,  I  do  not  include  the 
;appointmeut  of  chaplains  and  so  forth, 
wiiich  may  bo  considered  civil  appoint- 
ments. But  the  Home  Secretary  is 
possessed  of  ecclesiastical  patronage .  The 
patronage  in  the  Isle  of  Man  belongs  to 
the  Home  Secretary,  just  in  the  same 
manner  as  ecclesiastical  patronage  of 
*otfier  descriptions  belong  to  the  Prime 
Minister ;  and  I  rather  believe,  but  of 
this  I  am  not  quite  certain,  as  I  liave 
had  no  opportunity  of  knowing  from 
personal  experience,  that  the  Channel 
Islands  are  in  the  same  category  as  the 
Mg  of  Man  with  respyct  to  ecclesiastical 
patronage.  We  have  had  for  five  years 
a  distinguished  gentleman,  who,  in  the 
language  of  the  law,  professes  the  Boman 


Catholic  religion,  and  fills  the  office  of 
Home  Secretary  ;  nor  can  it  be  said  that 
any  difficulty,  or  doubt,  or  debate  has 
arisen  in  consecjuence  of  his  being  by 
law  invested  with  the  discharge  of  that 
function.  He  has  not  corrected  me 
about  the  Channel  Islands,  and  I,  there- 
fore, assume  the  Channel  Islands  are  in 
the  same  position  as  the  Isle  of  Man. 
I  am  sure  the  Protestant  Associatioa 
ought  t«3  be  much  obliged  to  me  for 
pointing  out  to  their  minds  the  existence 
of  this  great  and  frightful  Constitutional 
danger.  I  have  been  told  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  since  he  has  held  that 
office  has  handed  over  to  the  Prime 
Minister  the  discharge  of  this  duty  of 
ecclesiastical  patronage.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  so  or  not,  and  he  does 
not  appear  disfwsed  to  give  me  any 
information. 

The  SKCRETABY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Since  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  holding  the  office  of  Home 
Secretary  I  have  never  submitted  any. 
name  whatever  to  the  Queen  for  anj 
ecclesiastical  appointment.  From  the ' 
first  moment  of  my  being  appointed 
Home  Secretary  I  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  then  Lord  Salisbury, 
and  since  then  my  right  hon*  Friend 
near  me  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Queen  the  names  for  the 
ap|H>intment  to  benefices  in  the  Channel 
Inlands  and  the  Isle  of  Man,  instead 
of  myself. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  think 
that  as  regards  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  two  things  may  bo 
said — first  of  all,  I  would  my  that  I  am 
quite  convinced  that,  if  he  luui  sub- 
mitted any  name  for  the  puri>03e,  he 
would  have  done  it  with  the  most  per- 
fect honour  and  impartiality ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  proceeding  which  ha 
has  described  is  most  honourable  to  his 
disposition.  He  is  in  the  condition  of 
Cffjsur'a  wife,  who  ought  not  to  be  sus- 
pected ;  but  I  must  question  the  regu- 
larity, if  not  the  legality,  of  the  proceed- 
ing- If  it  bo  within  the  moral  com- 
petency of  the  First  Loj-d  of  the  Treasury 
to  hand  over  ecclesiastical  patronage,  ^ 
sa3%  to  the  President  of  tbe  Board  ol  1 
Trade,  that  would  be  a  very  extra- 
ordinary proceeding  ;  and  therefore  ol 
his  own  authority  and  of  his  own  notion.  ■ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears  dis- . 
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tinctly  to  have  broken  the  usages  of 
the  Constitution.  I  do  not  think  any 
one  Minister  of  the  Crown  has,  as  a 
general  rule,  a  title  to  hand  over  any 
of  his  daties  to  any  of  the  other  Minis- 
ters of  tlie  Crown.  But  there  is  another 
inatter.  I  understand  that  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  exercised  this 
patronage,  and  has  recommended  to  the 
Crown,  and  that  the  Crown  has  nomi- 
nated to  benefices  in  the  Isle  of  Man  and 
the  Channel  Islands,  in  consequence  of 
the  supposed  disability  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself.  Sir,  I  am  extremely 
sorry  to  propound  for  the  consideration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  legal 
difficulty  which  I  am  afraid  he  may  find 
to  be  rather  serious.  He  has  handed 
over  his  ecclesiastical  patronage  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ;  but  the 
Statute  Law  of  this  country  has  been 
beforehand  with  him,  and  has  handed  it 
over  to  somebody  else.  I  hope  I  am 
not  making  revelations. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  conversant  with 
the  17th  section  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Relief  Act  ?  This  section,  which  is,  I 
believe,  still  in  force,  says — 

"  Provided  always,  and  be  it  enacted  that 
when  any  right  of  presentation  to  any  ecclesias- 
tical benefice  shall  belona:  to  any  office  in  the 
gift  or  appointment  of  His  Majesty,  his  heirs, 
or  successors,  and  such  office  shall  be  held 
by  a^  person  professing  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion,  the  right  of  presentation  shiEiU  devolve 
upon  and  be  exercised  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury.** 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  mnch 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
having  reminded  me  of  that  section, 
but  it  was  perfectly  present  to  my  mind. 
This  ecclesiastical  patronage,  such  as  it 
is,  does  not  belong  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, but  to  the  Queen  herself,  and  the 
intervention  of  the  Home  Secretary  is 
merely  to  suggest  candidates  for  Her 
Majesty's  approval. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  The  busi- 
ness of  recommending  for  ecclesiastical 
appointments  does  not  belong  to  the 
Prime  Minister  either.  There  is  no  law 
and  no  binding  authority  attaching  to 
any  of  those  functions  in  the  office  of 
Prime  Minister.  It  seems  to  me  most 
plain  that  wheu  Parliament  speaks  of 
duties  attaching  to  offices  held  under 
Her  Majesty,  it  speaks  of  those  duties 
which,  by  constitutional  usage,  attach 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


to  the  office,  and  if  these  duties- 
by  constitutional  usage  attach  to  the 
office  of  Home  Secretary,  he  is  entitled 
to  make  the  presentatioDs,  and  such  pre- 
sentations made  by  the  Prime  Minister 
are  void  and  without  effect.  I  admit 
that  to  disable  in  point  of  patronage, 
when  it  is  held  by  a  particular  person  iui 
office,  is  not  the  same  thing  as  a  civil 
disability.  I  think  such  a  disability  of 
patronage  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  ba 
general  if  it  is  to  exist  at  all.  It  ought 
not  to  be  a  disability  inflicted  on  the  pro- 
fessors of  a  particular  religion ;  but  for 
those  who  read  our  history,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  with  respect  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  the  principle  followed 
was  this — not  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  was  specially  to  be  condemned, 
not  that  it  was  designated  as  a  religion 
more  remote  from  the  prevailing  religion 
of  the  country  than  many  other  forms  of 
religion,  but  that  it  was  a  rival  religion 
and  a  rival  Church,  and  that,  having 
been  a  rival  religion  and  a  rival  Church, 
there  might  be  a  motive  in  tlie  case  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  which  might  oper- 
ate to  render  it  unsatisfactory  for  them 
to  exercise  the  duties  of  ecclesiastical 
patronage.  In  consequence,  we  adopt 
the  method  which  is  pointed  out  by  the 
Statute  of  1829,  and  by  the  facts  of  our 
history,  and  we  propose  to  sever  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  the  exercise  of  eccle- 
siastical patronage.  What  right  have  we 
to  inflict  this  disability  ?  I  will  not  speak 
merely  of  policy.  Nothing  can  be  clearer 
to  me  than  that,  in  point  of  policy,  it  is  a 
gross  and  monstrous  error.  What  right 
have  you  to  do  it?  Your  principle  is,, 
no  civil  'disabilities  on  account  of  reli- 
gons  opinions.  What  right,  with  respect 
to  the  civil  duties  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, have  you  to  inflict  this  disability  ? 
I  have  read  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  were  this  disability  removed  fron> 
the  Viceroy,  he  would  not  allow  so  much 
as  what  is  called  a  **  removable  "  to  exist 
in  Ireland  unless  he  was  a  Roman 
Catholic,  because  everybody  would  be 
Roman  Catholic,  but  that  is  not  an  ob« 
jection  to  my  Bill.  It  is  an  objection  to 
the  declared  principle  of  the  law,  which 
makes  the  whole  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects alike  qualified  and  entitled  to  the 
possession  of  office  for  the  dischai'ge  of 
every  kind  of  civil  duty.  And  here  I  come 
to  the  odious  part  of  this  pros»cription, 
which  is  the  selection  of  a  particular 
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body  of  Christians,  and  that  the  largest 
of  all  bodies  of  Christians,  to  inflict  npon 
it  ibis  stigma  and  disgrace,  to  record 
in  the  face  of  the  world  the  constitu- 
tional belief  that,  although  the  duties  of 
the  Viceroy  and  Lord  Chancellor  are, 
under  this  Bill,  purely  civil,  and  although 
everybody  else  is  qualified  to  discharge 
them,  one  class  of  persons,  and  one  only, 
is  disabled  by  law  from  undertaking 
^em.  The  Home  Secretary,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say,  in  the  possession  of  his 
office,  stands  quite  as  near  the  Sovereign 
at/ does  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he 
stabnds  a  great  deal  nearer  than  the 
"Viiceroy  of  Ireland,  for  there  is  no  act 
in  which  the  Crown  is  concarned  that 
the  Viceroy  of  Ireland  can  perform, 
except  through  the  medium  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  I  rejoice  to  say  it,  professing 
the  Boman  Catholic  religion,  holds  the 
office  of  Home  Secretary,  and  no  human 
being  has  ever  complained — no  armfuls 
of  Petitions  are  presented  against  this 
appointment,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
remove  him  ;  and  I  believe  if  I  were, 
instead  of  this  Bill,  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  the  removal  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
the  very  gentlemen  who  have  appeared 
to-day  as  champions  of  the  Protestant 
Constitution  would  vote  against  my  Bill 
as  dishonourable,  and  reject  it  summarily 
from  the  notice  of  this  House.  Now,  Sir, 
'Aoman  Catholics  are  ineligible  for  these 
two  offices.  Who,  then, are  eligible?  Con- 
sider what  the  British  Empire  is.  Con- 
sider whom  it  includes.  Consider  all 
the  professions  of  religion  and  all  the 
professions  of  non-religion  that  make  up 
the  vast  body  of  the  community  of  the 
Queen's  subjects.  It  might  seem  in- 
vidious to  draw  any  distinction  between 
one  body  of  Christians  and  another ;  but 
pray  recollect  that  there  is  no  legal 
obstacle,  so  far  as  I  can  learn — and  I 
rejoice  that  there  is  no  legal  obstacle  to 
going  beyond  the  Christian  pale — no 
legal  obstacle  to  the  holding  of  the  Lord 
Chancellorship,  ecclesiastical  patronage 
and  all,  by  a  Jew,  by  a  Mahomedan, 
by  a  Buddhist,  by  a  Hindoo.  All  these, 
under  your  Protestant  Constitution,  can 
hold  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
exercise,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
truly  says,  not  by  the  mere  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Crown,  but  in  virtue  of  the 
legal  powers  of  the  office  itself,  the  right 
of  presentation  to,  I  think,  800  benefices 


in  the  English  Church.  So  much  for 
the  religion.  The  Jews  are  the  pos- 
sessors of  a  great  tradition,  in  common 
with  ourselves,  as  I  rejoice  to  think  ^ 
but  thoso  who  dq  not  accept  that  tra- 
dition at  all — not  only  the  Mahomedans^ 
but  the  professors  of  all  those  Oriental 
religions — you  affirm  by  your  law  to  be 
qualified  to  hold  these  offices  and  to 
exercise  ecclesiastical  patronage.  Yet 
you  deny  it  to  the  Roman  CatholicF. 
That  is  the  inequality  1  ask  you  to 
proceed  to  remove — the  inequality  which 
you  refuse  to  remove.  What  are  we  to- 
say  of  the  non-religionists  ?  Secularists, 
materialists,  agnostics,  atheists — all  these- 
are  notreligions,  but  non-religions.  Every 
professor  of  every  one  of  those  non-reli- 
gions, every  roan  who  comts  to  you 
saying,  "  I  will  tell  you  nothing  of  what 
I  believe,  but  I  will  tell  you  a  great  deal 
of  what  I  do  not  believe,"  and  then 
proceeds  to  sweep  aside  everything  that 
constitutes  your  consolation  and  your 
hope,  your  guide  in  conduct  throngh  life 
until  death — all  these  people  are  qualified 
to  hold  the  Lord  Chancellorship  of  thia 
country,  and  to  recommend  for  ecclesi- 
astical benefices.  But  the  successors  of 
Pascal,  of  Thomas  a  Kempis,  and  of  old 
Pope  Gregory  the  Great,  who  sent 
missionaries  to  the  southern  pirt  of  this, 
country — they  are  all  to  be  disabled. 
Oh,  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the  principles, 
of  your  law  require  the  passing  of  this. 
Bill.  I  have  shown  that  your  policy 
demands  it,  for  what  can  be  so  absurd  as- 
that  when  a  gentleman  is  engaged  in  the 
constitution  of  a  Government  for  thia 
country  there*  should  be  a  particular 
man  whom  he  finds  to  be,  on  the  whole,, 
best  qualified  to  be  Lord  Chancellor  or 
Viceroy  of  Ireland,  but  whom  he  is  com- 
pelled to  pass  by  because  he  is  a  Roman 
Catholic,andtoputsomeoneelse  who,  what- 
ever his  merits, isless  fit  for  that  particular 
office  ?  In  that  noble  profession,  the  Bar 
of  this  country,  every  man  rises  by  free 
and  open  and  unbiased  and  glorious  com- 
petition. It  is  a  grand  thing,  morally  as. 
well  as  socially,  for  a  man  to  rise  and 
become  the  head  of  the  English  Bar  ;  and 
is  it  worthy  of  you  and  your  traditions^ 
when  a  man  has  arrived  at  such  a 
position,  and  when  the  prize  is  his  by 
every  principle  of  right,  to  say  to  him^ 
"  Pass  onwards ;  you  are  disabled  from 
filling  the  Chancellorship,  for  you  are  a 
professor  of  the Ploman  Catholic  religion? '* 
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^Thos  the  last  and  only  test  that  remains 
M  the  test  of  religion.  People  have 
written  to  me  saying,  *'  Is  it  possible  that 
you  can  be  a  Christian" — I  might 
almost  imagine  that  I  was  not  from  the 
tone  of  these  communications — "and 
can  you,  remembering  the  raligious 
responsibilities  of  all  Christians,  propose 
this  Bill  ?  "  Yes,  Sir ;  I  can,  I  will,  and 
fl[  do.  We  ought  to  do  it  because  we  are 
Christians.  There  is  nothing  more  fatal 
to  the  interest  of  religious  belief  than 
the  setting  up  of  fictitious,  unreal, 
sham  standards  of  belief.  If  we  are  to 
bare  such  standards  at  all  let  them  be 
of  an  intelligible  character.  A  distin- 
guished man  and  admirable  Member  of 
this  House  was  laid  yesterday  in  his 
auother-earth.  He  was  the  subject  of  a 
long  controversy  in  this  House — a  con- 
troversy the  beginning  of  which  we 
recollect  and  the  ending  of  which  we 
recollect.  We  remember  with  what  zeal 
at  was  prosecuted;  we  remember  how 
summarily  it  was  dropped ;  we  re- 
member, also,  what  reparation  has  been 
<lone  within  the  last  few  days  to  the 
distinguished  man  who  was  the  im- 
mediate object  of  that  controversy.  But 
•does  anybody  who  hears  me  believe  that 
that  controversy,  so  prosecuted  and  so 
abandoned,  was  beneficial  to  the  Christian 
religion  ?  The  people  of  this  coantry 
osaw  through  the  imposture  which  blinded 
many  Members  of  this  'House ;  and  it 
is  in  the  name  even  of  that  religion 
which  the  vast  bulk  of  us  believe  to  b3 
holy,  believe  to  be  the  greatest  and  only 
true  treasure  of  mankind — it  is  in  that 
name,  if  I  must  fall  back'  upon  such  a 
resource,  and,  of  course,  it  is  primarily 
and  broadly  and  mainly  on  the  ground 
of  that  which  we  are  here  to  discuss, 
namely,  constitutional  law  and  political 
wisdom,  that  I  ask  you  to  give  your 
assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bi41. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  W,  E.  Gladstone.) 

♦(l.as.-)  The  first  LORD  op  the 
TREAStTRY  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith,  Stfand, 
Westminster)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House 
has  listened  with  the  greatest  possible 
interest  to  one  of  the  most  able  and 
eloquent  speeches  which  the  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  has  ever  delivered  here.  But 
it  does  seem  extraordinary  that  this 
Jfr.  W.  K  Gladstone 
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speech  should  be  delivered  now,  and 
should  not  have  been  delivered  during 
many  of  the  many  previous  years  when 
it  might  have  been  delivered. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  I  did 
deliver  similar  speeches  both  with 
reference  to  the  Viceroyalty.,  and  the 
Lord  Chancellorship  in  the  year  *"'"* 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  righXhon 
Grentleman  reminds  me  that  he  deliwred 
speeches  of  this  character  in  1867,  wnen 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Op 
tion.  Bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  office  between  1868  and  1874,  any 
again  between  1880  and  1885,  ani 
during  those  years,  when  he  was  respon 
sible  for  the  Government  of  the  country, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  propose  a  measure  of 
this  kind  to  the  House.  Now,  circum- 
stances are  so  urgent  that  he  thinks  it 
necessary,  only  for  the  third  time  in 
his  remarkable  Parliamentary  history, 
to  propose  this  Bill  as  a  measure  which 
is  to  remove  a  great  wrong.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  opportunities  of 
considering  this  question  when  he  was 
directly  concerned  in  the  government  of 
the  country.  In  1881  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  was  asked 

•*  Whether,  in  view  of  the  general  principle 
of  ahsolute  religious  toleration  in  the  govern-*^ 
ment  of  this  country,  he  is  prepared  to  advo-  ~ 
cate  the  abolition  of  all  remaining  reliflrious 
checks  at  present  existing,  such  as  those  which 
prevent  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Sovereign  of 
Great  Britain  from  being  a  Roman  Catholic, 
and  thus  to  endanger  the  Protestant  succession 
as  established  by  law.*' 

What  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
answer  ? 

**  No,  Sir  :  the  Government  have  no  inten- 
tion of  advocating  anything  of  the  kind." 

We,  therefore,  have  this  remarkable 
fact  established  —  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  1881  had  no  intention  of  advo- 
cating that  the  disabilities  affecting 
the  Chancellorship  should  be  abolished. 
The  House  will  observe  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  categorically  included 
in  the  question  which  was  put,  and 
that  no  reservation  was  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  answer  was, 
*'  The  Government  have  no  intention  of 
advocating  anything  of  the  kind."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to-day  spoken 
of  these  disabilities  as  anomalous,  unjust, 
and  discreditable.  Well,  if  those  epithets 
can  be  fairly  applied  to  the  disabilities 
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which  prevent  the  office  of  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Great  Britain  and  the  office  cl 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  from  being 
held   bj  a  Boxnan  Catholic,  how   was 
it,  I  repeat,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man when  he  had    full   power   in   his 
hands  and  a  large  majority  at  his  back  did 
not  exercise  hispower  to  remove  this  "ano- 
maly, this  injustice,  and  this  discredit  ?  " 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  remarked 
that  in  law   it  is  extremely  doubtful 
whether  there  is  any  necessity   for  this 
Bill,  and  he  drew  attention  to  the  opinion 
given  by  Lord  Coleridge  when  he  was 
Attorney    General   in   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman's   Government  in   1872.     I 
always  speak  with  hesitation  when  en- 
deavouring    to    interpret    a     lawyer's 
dictum^  especially  when  it  is  uttered  in 
answer  to  a  question  asked  across  the 
floor  of  the  House.     It  is  only  fair  to 
recognise    that    an    opinion    expressed 
ander  such  circumstances  must  be  given 
in  a  narrower  compass   and   with    less 
consideration  than  an  opinion  given  on 
a    case    submitted    in    the  proper  and 
ordinary    form.      But    if    I    read    this 
opinion   correctly   it   amounts   to   this  : 
that  there  is   no  occasioi  for  the  Bill 
which  is  being  presented  to  the  House 
for   consideration    to-day.      The    right 
hon.     Gentleman     has     told    us     that 
doubt  exists  whether  there  is  any  occa- 
sion or  necessity  for  this  measure.    Hdw 
is  it,  then,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  moves  in  a  matter  which,  in  the  time 
of  his  power,  he    declined   to  touch  at 
all?  What  condition  of  things  has  brought 
about  such  extraordinary  urgency  that  he 
proposes,   as   leader  of    the  Opposition, 
this  Bill  for  adoption   by  the   House? 
Another  remarkable  point  to   which   I 
would  draw  attention  is  this  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  indicated  clearly  that 
this  Bill  is  not  the  Bill   with  which  he 
proposes  to  proceed  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  but  that  it  is  a  Bill  which 
is  to  be  the  subject  matter  of  a  mere 
declaration  of  principle.     As  soon  as  it 
has  been  read  a  second  time  it  is   to  be 
committed  pro  formd,   and   then   some 
otlier  provisions   are   to  be  introduced 
with  respect  to  the  disabilities  attaching 
to  the  Chancellorship.     In  fact,  the  Bill 
is  to  be  withdrawn  and  a  new  one  is  to  be 
introduced.  I  am  not,  I  think,  saying  too 
much  when  I  state  that  the  Bill,  although 
it  deals  with  lai'ge  principles,  is  so  small 
in  itself  that  if  the  character  of  its  limita- 


tions and  restrictions  is  to  be  seriously 
altered  the  better  coarse  would  be  to 
withdraw  it  altogether,  and  to  introduce 
a  new  measure,  in  order  that  we  may 
realise  f  ally  what  it  really  is  that  we  are 
asked  to  read  a  second  time.  The  Bill,  be 
it  observed,  proposes  to  remove  all  reli- 
gious disability,  but  declares  practically 
that  as  to  a  large  and  serious  portion 
of  the  duties  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that 
official,  if  a  Boman  Catholic,  is  not  to  be 
held  fit  to  discharge  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the  pamphlets 
which  he  wrote  in  1874  and  1875, 
and  said  that  he  had  no  doubt 
that  he  would  be  met  by  some  re- 
ferences to  those  pamphlets.  He 
read  some  words  in  which  I  heartily 
concur,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so.  I 
think  he  stated  on  page  14,  in  language 
equally  outspoken  and  more  consistent — 

'*  I  cannot  but  say  that  the  immediate  pur- 
pose of  my  appeal  has  been  attained,  in  so  far 
that  the  loyalty  of  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects  iu  the  main  remains  evidently  untainted 
and  secure." 

But,  Sir,  what  were  the  conclusions  at 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  arrived 
in  this  matter  ?  I  have  read  accurately 
the  quotation  on  which  he  relied  to 
show  that  he  was  satisfied  of  the  absolute 
loyalty  of  our  Boman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects.  I  regret  for  myself  that  any 
statesman  in  his  position  should  have 
thoaght  it  necessary  to  cast  a  doubt  on 
that  loyalty.  For  my  own  part,  I  have 
never  doubted  the  absolute  and  complete 
loyalty  of  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty,  but  I  must  remark  on 
the  conclusion  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  arrived.     He  says — 

**  I  have  now,  at  greater  length  than  I  could 
have  wished,  but,  1  think,  with  ample  proof, 
justified  the  following  assprtiuns  :— (1)  That 
the  position  of  Roman  Catholics  has  been 
altered  by  the  decrees  of  the  Vatican  on  Papal 
infallibility  and  on  obedience  to  the  Pope ;  <  2) 
that  the  extreme  claims  of  the  Middle  Ages 
have  been  sanctioned  and  have  been  revived 
without  the  warrant  or  excuse  which  might  in 
those  ages  have  been  shown  for  them  ;  (3)  that 
the  claims  asserted  by  the  Pope  are  such  as  to 
place  civil  allegiance  at  his  mercy." 

Those  were  the  conclusions  at  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  arrived,  after 
having  satisfied  himself  of  that  which 
no  man  who  knows  what  society  is  in 
England,  and  has  lived  on  terms  of 
amity  and  friendship  with  his  country- 
men, could  doubt — and  that  is,  the  per- 
fect loyalty  of  the  Boman  Catholics.    I 
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cannot  bnt  express  the  greatest  possible 
sorrow  and  regret  that  this  question 
has  been  raised  at  the  present  moment. 
Why,  Sir,  has  this  great  effort  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  What  is 
there  in  the  present  condition  of  circum- 
stances and  politics  which  difEerentiates 
it  from  the  condition  which  existed 
between  1868  and  1874  and  between 
1880  and  1885,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  held  office?  Why  did  he 
not  then  make  these  changes  which  he 
now  asks  the  House  to  sanction  ?  Sir, 
there  is  no  demand  for  any  change  that 
I  am  aware  of  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  subjects  in  Great  Britain.  I 
have  heard  of  no  desire  expressed  what- 
ever in  favour  of  the  change.  No  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  the  demand  have  been 
presented.  No  public  opinion  exists  in 
its  support.  I  rejoice  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  belief  in  the  abso- 
lute and  complete  civil  equality  which 
exists  between  the  Roman  Catholic  sub- 
jects and  all  other  subjects  of  the  Queen. 
There  is  also  this  question  which  arises  : 
whether  the  doctrine  of  civil  and  reli- 
gions equality  compels  us  to  place  officers 
in  the  position  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  and  Lord  Chancellor  of  England 
who  are  Roman  Catholics  —  whether 
the  influence  they  would  exercise  in 
those  positions  would  be  regarded  with 
alarm  and  distress  by  large  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  eloquent  peroration, 
referred  with  feelings  in  which  all  must 
sympathise  to  the  case  of  a  man  of  great 
eminence  who,  having  arrived  at  the 
head  of  his  profession,  nevertheless  must 
be  passed  over,  in  spite  of  his  talent,  in 
the  attainment  of  the  highest  office  to 
which  by  talent  and  ability  he  could 
aspire,  on  the  ground  of  his  bevig  a 
Roman  Catholic.  But  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider,  and  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider, 
whether  the  appointment  to  an  office 
is  alone  the  right  of  the  individual 
to  be  appointed,  or  whether  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  to  consider  whether,  on 
the  whole,  the  officer  should  be  one  who 
will  be  free  from  prejudice  and  free  from 
any  other  objectionable  epithets  which 
might  apply  to  the  emotions  which  influ- 
ence men.  I  say  that  if  a  prejudice  of  a 
wide  and  deep-rooted  character  exists 
which  prevents  such  an  officer  from 
commanding  absolute  confidence  in 
Jfr.  JF.  ff.  Smith 


his  impartiality  in  the  discharge  of  the 
trusts  of  his  office — if  such  a  feeling 
exists  it  is  one  which  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration,  even  though  it  be  a 
prejudice.  Now,  Sir,  my  objection  to 
this  Bill  is  that,  while  it  applies  only  to 
two  persons,  it  alarms,  and  distresses, 
and  afEronts  very  large  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects.  The  Member  for 
Kilkenny  (Sir  J.  Pope  Hennessy)  gave 
notice  of  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee which  he  has  since  withdrawn. 
He  sought  to  free  the  Sovereign  from 
the  restraints  which  are  imposed  upon 
her  with  regard  to  the  profession,  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  of  the 
religion  of  the  Church  of  England.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  it 
down  that  under  the  Act  of  Settlement 
the  Sovereign  must  be  a  member  of  the 
Church  of  England. 

Mr.     W.     E.    GLADSTONE:    Com- 
municant. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes.  And  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  is  perfectly  logical 
in  the  course  he  suggested.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  an  extreme  suggestion  to 
make.  It  is  one  that  has  been  suggested 
by  Members  from  that  side  of  the  House 
who  represented  Roman  Catholic  con- 
stituencies. I  find  that  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  and  Mr. 
Bellingham  made  that  suggestion  in  this 
House,  and  it  was  only  consistent  with 
the  position  which  he  occupies  that  he 
should  draw  attention  to  a  matter  which, 
perhaps,  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
may  at  some  future  time  say  is  another 
anomaly  and  injustice.  I  think  I  am 
not  straining  the  argument  too  far  when 
I  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  refrains  for  the  present,  and 
guarded  himself  as  to  the  future  against 
suggesting  any  change  in  the  Act  of 
Settlement.  I  cannot  see  how  it  is  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  is  the  re- 
presentative, the  alter  ego  of  the 
Sovereign,  should  be  relieved  from  what 
is  caUad,  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
regards  as  a  disability,  but  which  I  am 
sure  the  vast  mass  of  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-subjects,  loyal  and  contented 
as  I  believe  them  to  be,  do  not 
regard  as  a  disability.  There  cannot 
be  a  doubt  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  this  country  enjoy  gi'eater  free- 
in  many  Roman  Cathlic 
I     believe     they    enjoy    in 


dom    than 
countries. 
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this  country  greater  freedom  than  in 
almost  any  other  country  in  any  part  of 
the  world.  There  is  no  restriction  of 
their  institutions  which  distinguishes 
them  from  any  other  subjects  of  the 
Queen.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government  has  fully  recogpiised  the 
claims  of  Roman  Catholics  to  hold  high 
office  under  the  Queen.  The  question  is 
whether  it  is  wise,  or  necessary,  or  ex- 
pedient that  these  two  remaining  offices 
should  be  open'  to  Roman  Catholics. 
Now,  Sir,  I  cannot  help  referring  to  the 
singular  procession  of  dates  which  accom- 
panies this  question.  In  was  in  1867 
that  Sir  Golman  O'Loghlen  proposed  to 
relieve  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  England 
from  disability.  In  1872  Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  brought  in  a  similar  Bill,  but 
the  then  Attorney  General  (Sir  John 
Coleridge),  in  a  learned  argument,  de- 
clared that  there  were  no  disabilities, 
and  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  In  1874 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  published  his 
pamphlet  to  which  I  have  referred,  and 
then  in  1881  Mr.  Bellingham  asked  the 
question  to  which  I  have  referred,  and 
in  answer  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  had  no  intention  of 
advocating  the  relief  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor or  the  Crown  from  the  disability 
under  which  they  rested. 

Mr.  W.  E.   GLADSTONE :  And  the 
Crown. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Well,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  included  in  the  question. 
In  1886  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brought  in  his  Home  Rule  Bill.  This  is 
the  singular  procession  of  dates,  and  one 
cannot  help  connecting — and,  I  think, 
not  unfairly  connecting — the  whole  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
arriving  at  the  conclusion  that  but  for 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886  the  necessity 
for  this  measure  would  not  have  arisen. 
The  opportunity  was  afforded  before 
1886  of  passing  it  into  law,  but  it  was 
not  availed  of.  In  1890  and  in  1891  it 
becomes  a  measure  of  great  urgency, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  no 
doubt  looks  forward  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Home  Rule  Bill  when  he  comes  into 
power  with  a  large  majority.  Then  we 
have  this  condition  of  things:  We  have 
^  measure  of  Home  Rule  to  be  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  future  Government, 
which  no  doubt  will  meet  the  views  of 
the    Irish  Members,    or    we    are    told  I 


so.  The  Irish  Members,  we  know, 
do  not  consent  to  the  supremacy 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament.  I  do 
not  profess  to  be  acquaintad  with 
the  negotiations,  if  there  have  been  any, 
with  the  view  of  bringing  together  the 
two  sections  of  the  Irish  Party,  nor  with 
the  result  of  negotiations,  but  there  can 
be  no  doubt  thrit  at  no  period  will  the 
Irish  Party  accept  less  than  the  com- 
plete independence  of  their  Parliament. 
Equally  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  to 
that  complete  independence.  I  have  not 
the  least  doubt  that  before  that  period 
which  is  looked  forward  to  with  great 
desire  and  hope  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite — the  General  Election — the 
agreement  will  be  sealed,  signed,  and 
delivered  under  which  the  al^olute  in- 
dependence of  the  Irish  Parliament  will 
be  recognised,  and  the  sole  link  of  con- 
trol that  will  remain  will  be  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  representing  the  slender 
thread  of  the  Crown  as  the  connection 
between  the  Government  of  England 
and  the  Government  of  Ireland.  We 
arrive,  therefore,  at  this  singular  result : 
that  under  the  legislation  which  will  be 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
we  shall  have  an  independent  Irish  Par- 
liament which  will  consist  chiefly  and 
mainly  of  Roman  Catholics;  we  shall 
have  a  Government  chiefly  and  mainly 
of  Roman  Catholics  responsible  to  that 
Irish  Parliament;  and  then  we  shall 
have  a  Lord  Lieutenant,  qualified  before- 
hand by  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  now  peeking  to  pass,  who 
will  also  be  a  Roman  Catholic ;  and  this 
is  the  language  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  pamphlet  speaks  of 
those  who  may  be  selected  for  this  im- 
portant office : — 

"  A  coDvert,  in  case  of  any  conflict  between 
the  Queen  and  the  Pope,  will  follow  the  PopO 
and  let  the  Queen  shift  for  herself—and  that 
she  can  very  well  do." 

Now  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  identify 
myself  with  the  opinions  or  the  conclu- 
sions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
every  point,  but  'I  want  the  House  to 
follow  the  chain  of  events.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  supports  a  measure  in 
1867  ;  he  writes  a  pamphlet  in  1874,  to 
which  I  have  no  doubt  he  entirely 
adheres  at  the  present  time  ;  in  1881  he 
declines  to  take  any  steps  which  may  or 
may  not  have  been  necessary  to  relieve 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and    I   ^^^-^'ssfe^ 
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therefore,  also  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  from 
any  disability  ;  and  in  1886  he  proposes 
a  Homo  Rule  Bill,  having  written  this 
book,  in  which  he  says  that  converts,  and 
therefore  preiumably  the  person  who 
may  probably  be  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  will  follow  the  Pope  first  of  all, 
and  not  the  Queen.  I  do  not  wish  to 
enter  at  any  length  upon  the  debails  of 
the  measure ;  but  I  want  to  point  out 
this  one  thing — either  the  measure  is 
necessary  or  it  is  not  necessary.  If  it 
is  not  necessary,  it  is  open  to  the  ob- 
jection which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  indicated — that  it  does  impose  a 
fresh  and  new  disability ;  and  the  point 
I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  is  that,  while  it  disqualifies 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  exercising 
ecclesiastical  patronage,  and  from  dis- 
charging any  trust  of  any  corporation 
or  institution  which  may  attach  to  the 
Church  of  England,  it  leaves  him  open 
to  declare  the  law  and  the  policy  affecting 
such  trusts,  so  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
is  to  be  rendered  incapable  of  discharging 
an  executive  duty  within  the  plain 
direction  of  the  trust,  and  the  plain 
direction  of  an  instrument  which  no 
man  would  seek  to  evade  for  a  single 
moment,  be  he  Roman  Catholic 
or  Protestant;  but  he  is  not 
debarred  from  discharging  the  duties 
effecting  the  policy  and  the  legal  inter- 
pretation of  such  trusts.  I  can  hardly 
regard  that  as  either  wise  or  satisfactory. 
It  is,  I  can  only  repeat,  the  setting  up  of 
a  new  scheme  of  disability,  declaring  at 
one  moment  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
lawyer  is  to  be  fully  capable  of  discharg- 
ing the  duties  of  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the 
next  moment  cutting  off  from  him  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  most  im- 
portant duties  which  devolve  upon  him. 
I  am  not,  I  believe,  straining  a  point  at 
all  in  saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gbntle- 
man  must  have  contemplated  all  these 
consequences  with  reference  to  the 
future  government  of  Ireland  by  the 
light  of  the  book  which  he  has  written, 
and  the  opinions  he  has  expressed 
therein.  I  regard  this  Bill  as  most  un- 
fortunate and  inopportune.  I  do  not 
know  why  it  is  proposed,  unless  it  be  in 
connection  with  the  scheme  of  Home 
Rule  with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  identified.  We  have  fellow- 
subjects  of  the  Catholic  faith  in  all  parts 
of  the  world.  We  trust  them,  we  rely 
upon  them  to  discharge  their  several 
Jfr.  W.ff.Smiik 


duties,  and  there  is  no  disability  of  any 
kind  upon  them  other  than  those  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  in  the 
Bill.  It  seems  to  mo  that  those  who 
stir  questions  of  this  kind  incur  an 
enormous  and  grave  responsibility.  The 
revival  especially  of  religious  contro- 
versy is  a  matter  that  ought  to  be 
avoided  by  all  who  have  any  regard  for 
the  peace  and  well-being  of  the  country. 
We  are  in  peace,  and  I  earnestly  hope 
that  the  House  and  the  country  will 
allow  us  to  remain  so,  and  that  this  Bill 
may  not  pass  into  law.  I  beg  to  move. 
Sir,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  William  Henry 
SmitJi.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

*(2.30.)  Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE 
(Stockport)  :  I  regret  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  at  the  present  moment,  as  I 
shall  have  to  quote  his  words  to  a  con- 
siderable extent.  It  seems  to  me  that 
we  can  look  at  this  matter  either  from  a 
political  or  a  religious  point  of  view. 
My  intention  in  the  greater  part  of  the 
few  remarks  I  shall  submit  to  the  House 
is  to  deal  with  it  from  the  political  side, 
because  it  is  indeed  a  political  question, 
and  religion  only  comes  in  incidentally. 
When  I  first  read  this  Bill  I  naturally 
turned  back  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Emancipation  Act  of  1829, which  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  modifying  very  con- 
siderably. I  read  most  of  the  speeches 
made  by  leading  Members,  both  in  this 
House  and  the  House  of  Lords,  when  the 
Catholic  Emancipation  Bill  was  under 
discussion.  I  suppose  no  question  was 
ever  more  fully  discussed,  because 
Debate  took  place  not  only  upon  the 
different  stages  of  the  Bill,  but  also  upon 
the  presentation  of  Petitions  for  and 
against  it.  I  naturally  turned  to  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  leaders  of  the 
side  which  promoted  the  Bill.  The 
measure  was  brought  in  by  a  Conserva- 
tive Government,  but  was  largely 
supported  by  the  Whigs.  I  find  that 
Lord  Brougham,  then  Mr.  H.  Brougham, 
said — 

**  The  Bill  went  to  the  eDlire  length  that  anv 
reasoDable  maa  ever  did  or  ever  could  demand. 
It  requires  no  securitiea.  but  such  as  the  moat 
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£6aloui  Catholic  muit  readily  admit  to  be  of 
neceaaitr  part  and  pared  of  bO  comprehensive 
a  measure.*' 

These  securities  consisted  iu  leaving  the 
religion  of  tlie  Sovereign  untouched^ 
and  provitlin^  tliat  the  Lord  Chnncellor 
and  the  Lord  Liey tenant  of  Irehind 
should  be  Protesfcfints,  Now,  I  ask  on 
what  principles  we  sliould  decide  the 
qnestirm  whether  such  securities  should 
be  removed  or  maint-ained  1  For  an  answer 
I  will  quote  Lord  John  Bnsselb  one  of  the 
leaders  of  those  who  favoured  civil  and 
religious  liberty.  In  his  great  speech 
on  the  Test  and  Corporation  Act,  which 
was  p\iblished  in  tho  authorised  selection 
of  his  works  before  his  death,  Lord  John 
Russell  said — 

**  If  the  religion  of  any  body  of  men  be  found 
to  contain  political  priuciples  hostile  to  the 
•State,  or  militating  against  that  alle^ance 
Tk'hich  18  due  from  every  mubject  to  the  Crown, 
in  that  cAse  Ihe  question  erases  to  Iw  a  religious 
question,  and  you  have  a  right  to  ioterfere, 
and  to  impoae  such  roatrictions  as  y  tu  in\y  deem 
neccasiiry  ;  because  yoa  do  not  impfl*6  them  on 
reh^ious  opinionir,  you  impose  them  only  on 
political  doctriceF." 

I  will  attempt  to  show  that  the  religion 
of  tho  bod  V  of  men,  whom  we  call  Roman 
Catholic  or  Papists^  docs  contain  prin- 
ciples  hostile  to  the  State  and  militating 
against  that  allegiance  which  is  due  from 
every  subject  to  tho  Crown.  In  order 
that  I  may  not  ho  accused  of  going 
to  rabid  Protestants  or  to  those  incapable 
of  doing  justice  to  men  from  whose 
opinions  they  differ,  I  will  quote  simply 
and  safely  from  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  himself.  My 
quotitions  will  be  taken  from  what  I 
nndorstand  to  bo  the  very  last  edition  of 
lijs  book  called  Roms  :  Neivest  Fashionn 
in  Religion,  The  edition  bears  the  date 
1875^  and  contains  the  latest  published 
authentic  record  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  opinions  on  this  subject. 
The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  bad  arrived 
at  that  time  at  the  ripe  age  of  65  ;  he 
had  been  Prime  Minister  twice,  and  I 
think  we  may  conclude  that  he  had 
sufficient  knowledge  of  the  matter  to 
errive  at  a  sound  conclusion.  I  under- 
shmd  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  repudiate,  but  he  still  holds  the 
opinions  expressed  in  the  pamphlet  to 
which  I  allude.  In  the  preface  of  1875, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  it 
necessary  to  Cfill  public  attention  to 

*•  Not  only  the  trndency,  but  the  deaig^  of 
Vaticanism  to  disturb  civil  sodety,  and  to  pro- 
ceed, when  it  may  be  necentary  and  practicable, 


to  the  issue  of  blood,  for  the  acuomplish- 
ment  of  its  ends.*' 

He  speaks  also  of 

**  The    intention    of     the    Romnn    Chorch " 
whenever  she  thinka  it  may  he  safely  ventured, 
18  to  trumple  the  law  under  foot." 

In  another  passage  in  the  preface  he^ 
writes^ 

**  Tlie  hierarchical  power  of  tho  Latin  Churchy 
aiming:  internally  at  tho  total  destruction  of 
right,  not  as  opposed  to  wrong,  but  an  opposed 
to  arbitrary  will.  Externally,  it  claima  *  to 
over* ride  at  will,  in  respect  of  right  and  wrongs 
the  entire  action  of  the  civil  power  and  to  em- 
ploy force  when  nciseMary/  *' 

In  another  passage  he  speaks  of  female 
converts  as  **  converts,"  and  of  male 
converts  as  *' captives.*'     He  says — 

*'  No  one  can  become  her  convert^  without 
forfeiting  and  renouncing  hia  moral  and 
mental  freedom,  and  placing  hia  civil  loyalty 
and  duty  at  the  mercy  of  another." 

When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  iit 
the  preface,  published  in  ISTo,  comes^ 
to  the  word  *^ renouncing/*  he  drops 
it^  and  inserts  **  forfeiting,"  which,  I 
think,  makes  the  expression  stronger, 
because  forfeiting  means  a  compulsory 
giving  up  without  any  action  of  the  will. 
Therefore,  what  is  true  of  converts  being 
true  of  Catholics  as  a  body,  every 
Papist,  whether  bom  in  the  faith 
or  whether  be  be  a  convert,  places  bis 
civil  liberty  and  duty  at  the  mercy  of 
another.  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  us  to  admit  such  persons,  placeiJ 
in  such  a  dilemma,  to  two  high  and 
confidential  positions  in  the  estate  from 
which  they  were  excluded  by  universal 
consent  ia  182D.  It  may  be  said  that 
R*jme  used  to  be  very  dogmatic  on 
matters  of  this  kind,  but  is  not  so  now. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  puts 
an  end  to  that  belief.     He  says — 

**  The  Church  of  Rome  has  abandoned  nothing 
and  has  retracted  nothing.  fe?he  onconditionally 
maintains  what  the  media.'val  Popes  maintained 
— a  claim  to  universal  monarchy.** 

He  says — 

**  We  were  told  that  the  dangers  of  deposi- 
tion and  persecution,  of  keeping  no  faith  with 
heretics,  and  of  universal  dominion,  werr 
obaotete  without  revival  —  mere  bugbears.*' 
"All  these  cUima,**  ho  ssya  in  the  pamphlet, 
''  are  revived  :  and  everyone  is  in  full  force, 
and  is  necessary  to  salvation.** 

He  says — 

"The  words,  *A  Catholic  first  and  anr 
Englishman  afterwards,'  1  lake  to  mean  that 
the  convert,  in  case  of  any  conflict  between  the 
Queen  and  the  Pope,  intends  to  follow  th**- 
Pope  and  let  the  Queen  shift  for  herself/' 
I  will  quote  one  more  passage  trouv  tjw^ 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  then  1  will 
have  done  with  him  as  far  ns  quotations 
are  concerned.  He  sajs,  with  regard  to 
Popery  generally,  two  things.  In  the 
first  place,  he  says— 

"  No  more  cunning  plot  was  ever  deviand 
aflfainst  the  freedom,  the  happiness,  and  the 
virtue  of  mankind  than  Romanism." 

Then,  on  the  95th  page  of  his  paper  on 
the  Vatican  DecreeSy  he  says — 

"  To  secure  rights  has  been,  and  is,  the  aim 
of  the  Christian  civilisation ;  to  destroy  them 
is  the  aim  of  the  Romish  policy.  This  has 
become  its  undisguised,  unchecked  rule  of 
action  and  law  of  life.*' 

'  [  am  very  sorry  indeed  that  we,  who 
live  on  terms  of  harmony  with  onr 
Koman  Catholic  fellow  -  subjects  and 
fellow  -  Members,  and  who  desire  that 
they  should  have  full  liberty  to  worship 
Ood  as  they  lika,  are  obliged  to  get  up 
and  quote  these  things,  written  by  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  House  whom 
nearly  all  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
of  the  House  are  now  following.  But  this 
is  no  fault  of  ours ;  we  never  raised  the 
question,  or  thought  of  raising  it,  but 
when  it  is  raised  we  are  bound  to 
see  whether  Rome  has  in  any  sense 
modified  her  intentions.  In  1886  the 
English  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  sent 
up  to  Rome  for  beatification  the  names 
of    several     persons   who   were    called 

^  marfyrs,  and  who  had  been  put  to 
death  in  England  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Elizabeth.  Of  that  number  the  Pope 
and  the  Court  of  Rome  selected  four 
for  beatification.  I  do  not  know  what 
beatification  is  exactly,  or  what  relation  it 
bears  to  canonisation,  but  the  fact,  at  all 
events,  will  show  the  class  of  men  whom 
Rome  delights  to  honour.  The  first  of 
these  men  was  named  Plumtree,  and  he 
was  hanged  for  rebellion  in  1579 ;  and 
the  second  was  Felton,  who  was  executed 
because  he  nailed  to  the  door  of  the 
Bishop  of  London's  Palace  the  Pope's 
Bull  deposing  Queen  Elizabeth  ;  the 
two  others  were  executed  for,  in  obedience 
to  that  Bull,  refusing  allegiance  to  the 
Queen.  We  may  take  it  that  if  the  Pope 
issued  a  Bull  deposing  Her  Majesty  Queen 
Victoria  from  the  Throne  every  Roman 
CathoUc  would  be  bound  to  renounce  his 
allegiance  to  the  Queen  and  let  Her 
Majesty  shift  for  herself.  Well,  Sir,  we 
take  the  chance  of  that  with  confidence 
as  regards  our  hon.  and  right  hon 
Priends  as  Members  of  this  House ;  but  it 

is  a  very  different  thing  to  put  anyone, 
J^r.  ST/dnei/  Gedge 


who  is  in   the   unfortunate   position  of 
having  to  make  up  his  mind  whether  ho 
will  obey  Her  Majesty  or  the  Pope,  in  a 
place  in  which   he   will   be  confidential 
adviser  to  the  Ci'own,  the  keeper  of  Her 
Majesty's   conscience,   or  her   represeii- 
tative  in  the  Sister  Island.     With  regard 
to  the    position  of  Lord    Chancellor,  I 
would  point  out   that   young   ladies   of 
property   are    continually  being    made 
wards  of  Court.   When  such  ladies  desire 
to  enter  into  an  engagement  to  marry,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  has  to  consider  whether 
he  will  give  his  consent.     Now,  what  is 
the  rule  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
at   the  present   time  in  regard  to  civil 
marriages  and  religious  marriages  which 
are  not  in  accord   with   the   Decrees  of 
the   Council   of    Trent — decrees    which 
may  at  any  time  be  made  binding  upon 
Catholics  in  this  country  ?      The  Lord 
Chancellor,  if  he  were  a  faithful  Catholic 
who  obeyed  the  Pope,  would,  under  such 
circumstences,  be    obliged  to  hold  that 
any  marriage  celebrated  before  a  Regis- 
trar in  this   country  was   no   marriage, 
but  "  a  filthy  concubinage."    So,  at  least, 
says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     I  ask 
whether   Members   of   this   House    are 
going  to  put  their  daughters,  and  nieces, 
and  granddaughters  into  a  position  in 
which  such  a  term   may  be   applied   to 
them  by  the  man  whom  this  law  will 
make  their  guardian  ?     With  regard  to 
the  patronage  of  livings  the  Bill  makes 
provision.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
trusts the  Papist  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
rightly  takes  from  him  the  patronage  of 
the  livings  ;  but  what  provision  does  he 
substitute  ?     At  present  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor exercises  his  patronage  in  the  light 
of  day,  and  with  full  Parliamentary  re- 
sponsibility ;   but  under    this   Bill,  his 
patronage  would  be  handed  over  to  some 
person  nominated  by  Her  Majesty,  and 
who   need  not    even    be,    as    the   Bill 
is  drawn  up,  a  member  of  the  Church 
of  England.      The   responsibility  of  a 
Minister  for  his  patronage  is  not  illusory. 
Lord    Westbury,    having    misused    his 
patronage,  was  compelled  to  resign  the 
Woolsack ;  and    the   right    hon.    Gen- 
tleman's exercise   of    his   patronage  as 
Premier  with  regard  to  what  was  called 
the   Ewelme     Rectory    scandal    contri- 
buted greatly  to  his  downfall  in   1874. 
With    regard     to     trusteeships,     it     is 
provided  that  the  Chancellors  place  is 
be   taken   by   a    Judge    who    must 
a  member  of  the  Church  of  England. 


t    to 
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There  are  in  tlie  patronage  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  12  canonries  and  663  livings, 
and  it  is  proposed  that  thia  patronage 
may  be  exercised  by  a  person  who  m  not  a 
member  of  the  CImrch  of  England*  Now 
let  me  contrast  the  position  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  with  that  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Emancipation  Bill  of  1829.  The  latter 
measnre  came  before  the  Honse  after 
having  bc^en  before  the  country  for  30 
years,  and  when  there  were  real  fjriev- 
ances  to  be  removed.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  by  the  Government  with  a 
fall  sense  of  their  responsibility  as  being 
answerable  for  the  peace  of  the  country. 
How  is  thia  Bill  moved  now?  It  is 
brought  forward  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  who  had  full  power  when  he  was 
in  the  same  position  as  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  the  same  eSect  and  to 
pass  it;  but  he  did  not  do  so.  He 
watte  until  he  is  in  opposition  and  in 
a  minority,  and  then  introduces  it, 
with  the  evident  intention  not  to 
quell  religious  strife,  but  to  provoke  it, 
\Crkso/''  Oh,  oh!'']  I  cannot,  of  course, 
look  into  the  recesses  of  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman's  heart,  but  I  have  a  right  to 
draw  inferences  from  tlie  facts  before  me, 
and  I  say  that  when,  under  such  circum- 
stances, he  brings  forward  a  Bill  which 
he  knows  will  not  pass,  in  order  to  raise 
a  discussion  and  put  the  Government,  as 
he  hopes,  in  a  false  position,  mischief 
and  not  good  is  his  object.  The  Bill  of 
1829  was  loudly  called  for.  There  is  no 
call  for  this  ;  it  has  been  termed,  indeed, 
a  •*  Hipon-Rttssell  Relief  Bill''  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  intended  to  benefit  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  ;  I  believe  the  only 
one  who  would  be  reb'eved  by  it  would 
be  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr, 
Healy)  ;  at  all  events,  it  la  promoted  only 
in  the  interests  of  individuals,  and  not 
in  the  general  interests  of  the  country. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  credited 
by  some  with  having  brought  tho  Bill 
forward  in  the  interests  of  the  Noncon- 
formists. In  old  times  the  Noncon* 
formists  saw  so  clearly  the  political 
danger,  the  risk  to  freedom  of  giving 
powers  to  Papists,  that  they  united  with 
Churchmen  in  passing  the  Test  Act, 
One  of  the  leading  Nonconformists,  when 
the  Test  Act  was  under  consideration, 
said,  in  this  Houso — 

*'  If  the  Bill  included  Diaaentera  they  had 
rather  live  under  tho  severity  ol  tho  kw  than 
clog  80  necessary  ti  work,*' 

VOL.  CCCXUX.      rxniRD  series] 


I  appeal  tti  my  Nonconformist  friends  to 
remember  that  the  same  motives  which 
existed  in  former  days  on  this  Bill  ought 
to  still  weigh  with  them  now.  I  ask 
them  not  to  leave  all  the  battle  gainst 
this  Popery — which  I  do  not  describe, 
but  which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  has  so  graph iciUly  pictured — to 
members  of  the  Church  of  England 
alone.  Let  them  stand  shoulder  to 
shoulder,  side  by  side  with  us,  instead  of 
going  over  to  the  enemy.  It  seems  to 
ma  that  the  proposed  Instruction  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Sir  J.  Pope 
Hennessy)  was  a  most  logical  sequence 
of  the  Bill.  He,  no  doubt,  burst  the! 
bag  and  let  the  cat  out  of  it,  and  I  ami 
not  surprised  that  he  has  lieen  requested! 
to  withdraw  his  Instruction.  I  ask  the 
House  whether  they  intend  that  this 
country  shall  remain  a  Protestant  State 
or  not  f*  Nearly  every  office  is  open  to 
Roman  Catholics;  there  ai-e  but  two  of  a 
very  special  character  not  so  open.  It 
is  urged  that  the  law  does  not  prevent 
the  Prime  Minister  being  a  Roman 
Catholic,  but  that  is  because  he  is 
an  officer  unknown  to  the  law.  He  may 
be  the  holder  of  any  office*  If  you  wojit 
to  prevent  the  Prime  Minister  being 
a  Roman  Catholic,  you  must  prevent 
Roman  Catholics  holding  any  office 
whatever,  and  that  no  one  wishes  to  do. 
Isay,  if  you  remove  the  just  and  wise 
securities  w^iich,  in  the  opinion  of  Lord 
John  Russell  and  Lord  Brougliam,  were  J 
absolutely  necessary,  you  take  away  thwl 
Protestant  character  of  this  country,  apd 
we  shall  have  Roman  Catholic  priests 
presented  to  English  Bishoprics ;  we 
shall  see  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  coming 
up  to  that  Table  and  reading  prayers; 
and  we  shall  find  that  what  haslDeen  the 
ptklladium  of  English  liberty  for  the  last 
200  years  will  ho  done  away  with,  and 
this  will  cease  to  be  a  Protestant  Stute. 

(3.0.)  Mr.  a.  KLLIOT  (Roxburgh)  : 
We  have  just  listened  to  a  somewhat 
p.\niC'Stricken  orator,  but  the  tjuestion 
we  have  to  discuss  is  not  whether  or  not 
the  Protestant  religion  shall  cease  -to  | 
exist,  but  a  much  more  limited  pro- 
position, whether  it  is  right,  just,  wise, 
and  politic  to  maintain  an  exclusion  of 
this  kind  on  the  ground  of  religions 
belief.  I  confesa  it  was  with  a  feeling  of 
very  great  regret  that  I  heard  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  felt  it  incumbent 
upon  them  to  resist  the  Bill.  Iknow  the 
opinions  of \ various  gentlemen  holding 
S  Z    * 
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high  positions  in  the  Oovernment,  and 
their  action  npon  questions  involving 
high  religions  considerations.  Actually 
the  Government  went  out  of  their 
waj  to  select  a  member  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  as  Home  Secretary,  and 
I  never  heurd  them  blamed  for  it.  But 
why  that  same  Government,  which 
selected  a  Roman  Catholic  as  Home 
Secretary,  should  now  insist  that  no 
Roman  Catholic  shall  be  appointed  to 
the  position  of  Lord  Chancellor  or  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  I  am  not  able  to 
understand.  I  listened  to  the  remarks 
of  the  leader  of  the  House,  and  I  confess 
I  could  not  find  out  how  far  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  based  his  opposition 
to  the  Bill  on  the  merits  of  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  what 
the  Bill  proposes  would  outrage  public 
opinion.  But  I  want  to  hear  it  discussed 
on  its  merits,  and  if  the  opinions  entor- 

>  tained  by  the  Government  at  all  resemble 
the  opinions  which  we  have  just  heard 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Gedge),  I  cannot  help  believing  that  they 

'  must  have  yielded  to  the  pressure  of 
bigoted,  narrow,  and  altogether  out-of- 
date  sentiments,  at  variance  with  the 
views  which  now  prevail  among  the  gene- 
rality of  men  in  all  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  only  possible  suggestion  of  an 
tkrgument,  if  it  deserves  to  be  called  an 
argument,  came  from  the  contention  that 
if  the  Bill  is  passed  we  must  logically  go 
further,  and  alter  the  Act  of  Settle- 
ment of  the  Crown.  I  do  not  suppose 
that    any    hon.     Gentleman    seriously 

•  wc<m8iders  that  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 

lOfch    of    George     IV.  —  the     Roman 
,  Catholic  Emancipation  Act — which  has 
been  already  amended  in  several  parti- 
culars in  the  direction  in  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  amend  it,  is  at  all  analogous 
'  to    altering    the    Act     regulating    the 
succession    to    the    Crown.     There   are 
'  many    distinctions     which    have     been 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  and  there  is  this  also  to  be 

•  Haid :  If  we  make  a  mistake  in  the  case 
of  a  Lord  Chancellor  or  Lord  Lieutenant, 
if  either  is  found  acting  to  destroy  the 
Constitution  or  the  Protestantism  of  the 
Kingdom,  it  is  not  impossible  to  remove 
the  particular  Lord  Lieutenant  or  to  get 
rid  of  that  particular  Lord  Chancellor. 
Bat  if  we  alter  the  succession,  and  a 
mistake' is  made,  that  is  a  matter  which 
cannot  be   so  easily   remedied.     When 

yoa   deal  with  the  settlement  of    the 
Jfr.  A.  Elliot 


Crown  you  deal  with  matters  that  are 
settled    for    generations.     It    is   not  a 
matter  to  be  easily  altered.     It  is  one  of 
the  fundamental  statutes  on  which  the 
Constitution  rests.     And,  further,  it  is 
perfectly  reasonable  that  the  head  of  a 
great  Protestant  Empire,  the  governing 
part  of  which  is  in  the  main  Protestant, 
should,  as  representative  of  the  nation, 
also  remain  Protestant.    But  we  enter 
into    dilEerent    considerations,  and    are 
extending  the  Act  of  Settlement  most 
imreasonably,  if  we  say  that  the  Governor 
of  a    colony    shall    not    be    a    Roman 
Catholic.     And  if  we  consider  the  matter 
with  reference  to  Ireland,  surely  we  are 
not  to  say  that  an  able  man,  a  loyal  sub- 
ject)  a  man  respected  as  loyal  by  the 
people,    and    fitted    to    represent    Her 
Majesty,  is  to  be  excluded  because  he  is 
of  the  religion  of  the  great  majority  of 
the  Irish  people.     Those  who  are  main- 
taining that  position — and  it  has  not  yet 
been  justified — would   have  some  diflB- 
culty  in  justifying  it.     And  how  useless 
is  this  law  in  any  way  as  a  bulwark  of 
the  Constitution  !     The  Prime  Minister 
may  be  a   Roman  Catholic.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  said 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  prevent  it, 
bat  it  cannot  do  much  harm  because  the 
Prime  Minister  is  only  the  head  of  the 
Cabinet,  which  is  a  thing  unknown  to 
the  Constitution.     Well,  religious  tests 
are  now  abolished  ;  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  Cabinet  Ministers,  and  other  Advisers 
of  the  Crown  may  be  of  any  religion,  or 
may  be  of  none ;  but  to  maintain  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  opinion  in  the  Cabinet 
is  so  great  as  to  outweigh  the  authority 
of  the  other  Ministers  is  to  reverse  the 
notorious  facts  of  the  situation.     It  is  to 
say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's  position  is 
of  greater  importance  than  we  know  it  to  be. 
The  question  of  patronage  I  will  only 
touch  upon  for  a  moment.     I  gathered 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  that  before 
going  into  Committee  practically  on  the 
Bill  he  would  make  some  new  suggestion 
as  to  patronage.     For  my  part  I  think  it 
is  very  much  required,  for  the  efEect  of 
Clause  3  might  be  to  narrow  rather  than 
to  widen  the  scope  of  the  measure  in  the 
powers  the   occupant  of  the  Woolsack 
might  possess.     There   is   no   bar  to  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  be- 
coming Lord  Chancellor.   If  so,  he  would 
have  the  right  to  exercise  ecclesiastical 
,  patronage.     It  is  not  the  law  of  England 
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st  the  present  time  that  the  appointment 
to  benefices  in  the  Church  of  England 
•shall  be  exercised  only  by  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.  It  is  only  a 
matter  of  property,  and  any  person  has 
«i  right  to  exercise  the  patronage  belong- 
ing to  his  office,  or  which  is  his  in  right 
of  possession  of  an  advowson.  It  requires 
great  consideration  before  we  find  our- 
selves convinced  it  is  desirable  to  narrow 
that  right.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  said  that  Scotch  Mem- 
bers ought  to  be  careful  in  allowing  the 
Xiord  Chancellor  to  be  described  as  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain.  But  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Great  Britain  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of 
Union  with  Scotland,  which  says  that 
there  shall  be  one  Great  Seal  for  England 
And  Scotland.  The  Great  Seal  is  a  mark 
of  the  nationhood  of  Scotland.  Her 
Majesty  may  give  her  sanction  to  some 
important  Treaty  or  some  great  Imperial 
Act,-  and  is  Scotland  not  to  be  represented 
by  iiiat  Great  Seal  ?  I  dislike  to  see  the 
narrower  word  "England"  substituted 
for  what  is  by  Act  of  Parliament  the  right- 
ful designation  of  "  Great  Britain."  I 
like  to  think  that  in  these  great  Imperial 
Acts  Scotland  as  well  as  England  is  re- 
presented in  the  form  of  the  Seal.  I  do 
regret,  as  I  sud  before,  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  accepted  the  Bill,  that  in 
the  strong  position  they  occupy  they 
have  not  been  able  to  clear  themselves 
from  any  suspicions  of  old-fashioned,  out- 
of-date  origin,  and  that  they  have  yielded 
to  pressure  from  the  least  wise  section 
of  their  supporters.  I  am  sorry  to  have 
to  vote  against  the  Government,  whose 
general  course  of  policy  I  approve.  What 
the  right  hon.  Membsr  for  Mid  Lothian 
may  have  done  15  or  20  years  ago  is  not 
the  question.  We  have  to  judge  of  the 
matter  on  ite  merits.  Are  we  to  go  on  in 
the  direction  of  advance  in  which  this 
oonntry  has  been  going  for  two  centuries 
— in  the  direction  of  throwing  open  these 
offices — or  are  we  now  to  stand  still? 
I  believe  that  the  country  has  been 
-advancing  m  the  right  direction,  and  I 
shall  be  sorry  if  the  Government,  in 
oonsequence  of  its  action  on  this  occasion, 
should  seem  to  try  to  check  that  steady 
progress. 

*(3.U.)  Colonel  SANDYS  (Lanca- 
oashire  S.W.,  Bootle) :  I  confess  the 
temptation  to  speak  at  length  on  this 
subject  is  very  great  I  do  not  often 
trouble  the  House  with  my  remarks  and 


opinions,  and  under  present  circum- 
stances, and  seeing  the  House  is  anxious 
for  a  Division,  1  will  not  express  my 
views  at  any  great  length.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  may  perhaps  be  classed  in  that 
category  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
as  of  those  who  champion  everything 
that  ought  to  be  swept  away.  But,  at 
any  rate,  I  venture  to  stand  before  this 
House  as  the  upholder  of  principles 
which  I  believe  are  held  by  a  very 
large  majority  of  the  people  of  England, 
and  1  believe  of  Scotland  too.  I  have 
this  morning  had  the  honour  of  laying 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  Petitions 
signed  by  over  50,000  English  people, 
a  large  number  being  members  of  the 
Baptist  persuasion.  That  is,  I  venture 
to  say,  a  strong  and  conclusive  argu- 
ment that  they  are  not  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  Other  Petitions  in  the 
same  direction  have  also  been  pre- 
sented, and  I  may  state  that,  having 
had  the  honour  of  addressing  large 
meetings  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try in  reference  to  this  particular  Bill, 
I  have  invariably  found  a  unanimity  of 
opinion  ranged  against  it ;  and  if  the 
House  of  Commons  is  to  reflect  t}ie 
views  of  the  .majority  ot  the  people  of 
this  country,  it  will  reject  the  Bill.  I 
oppose  the  Bill,  because  I  believe  that 
the  cession  of  these  two  great  offices  of 
State  to  the  professors  of  another  faith 
would  logically  lead  to  a  course  which 
would  endanger  the  constitutional 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  present  measure,  unlike  that  of  last 
year,  makes  no  provision,  in  the  event 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time  being 
being  a  Roman  Catholic,  for  the  State 
ecclesiastical  patronage  being  exercised 
by  the  Archbishops  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Sub-section  1  of  Section  3 
of  the  present  Bill  provides  that  any 
right  of  presentation  to  any  ecclesias- 
tical benefice  belonging  to  the  office  when 
held  by  a  Boman  Catholic  shall  be  ex- 
ercised by  such  person  or  persons  as 
Her  Majesty  may  appoint.  There  is  no 
provision  that  such  person  shall  profess 
the  Protestant  faith.  There  is  no 
mention  of  the  Archbishops  of  Canter- 
bury and  York,  as  was  the  case  in  the 
Bill  of  1S90,  and  as,  has  already  been 
pointed  out,  there  is  no  condition  at  all 
that  this  person  or  these  persons  shall  beof 
the  Protestant  faith.  I  think  that  is  a 
very  important  point  of  difference  which. 
3  Z  2 
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certainly  does  not  tell  in  favour  of  the 
present  Bill.  The  Bill  is  entitled  "The 
jReligions  Disabilities  Removal  Bill/'  bat 
it  shonld  more  properly  be  called  "  The 
Political  Disabilities  Removal  Bill." 
There  is  no  question  of  religion  in  this 
matter  at  all.  At  the  present  moment 
none  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  suffer 
under  any  religious  disabilities  at  all.  A 
Roman  Catholic  is  not  objected  to 
because  of  his  religious  faith,  but 
because  of  his  political  views.  I  agree  in 
accordingtoe  very  Roman  Catholic  the  free 
exercise  of  this  religion.  I  have  no  objec- 
tion whatever  to  Roman  Catholicism  as  a 
faith  for  those  who  can  accept  it  What 
I  object  to,  and  the  ground  upon  which 
I  oppose  the  Bill,  is  the  Roman  Catholic 
system,  and  not  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith.  That  system  is  of  a  two-fold 
nature.  It  has  its  own  &ith  and  form 
of  worship,  which  concerns  only  the 
members  of  that  faith,  and  this  is  not 
the  time  or  place  to  discuss  that.  What 
I  will  briefly  deal  with  now  is  the  political 
side  of  that  faith.  The  Roman  Catholic 
Church  is  a  great  political  power,  and 
its  Bishops  and  other  functionaries  are 
political  agents.  This  is  why  the  people 
of  this  country,  whose  instincts,  where 
their  constitutional  freedom  is  concerned, 
are  unerring,  have  condemned  this  Bill. 
They  feel  that,  if  this  Bill  were  carried, 
great  political  influences  would  be 
brought  to  bear  against  their  liberties. 
That  may  be  a  strong  statement,  but  I 
am  prepared  to  support  it  by  quotation 
and  argument.  Let  us  look  for  a 
moment  at  the  Bill  itself.  I  have  men- 
tioned the  difference  between  this  and  a 
former  Bill  in  reference  to  ecclesiastical 
patronage.  Now,  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  is  appointed 
under  the  circumstances  contemplated 
by  tiie  frame rs  of  the  Bill.  Will  any- 
one deny  the  importance  of  the  position 
occupied  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  ?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
ridiculed  the  title  of  Keeper  of  the  Queen's 
Conscience,  which  attaches  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  has  pointed  out  that  the 
title  comes  down  from  pre-Eleformation 
times ;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  still  the  most  intimate  adviser  of 
the  Sovereign.  How  can  you  expect  the 
holder  of  that  high  and  responsible 
o£Sce  to  discharge  the  duties  attaching 
to  the  intimate  adviser  of  the  Sovereign 
when  the  conscience  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor  himself  wonld,  under  the  circum- 
Colonel  Sandys 


stances,  be  in  the  keeping  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  priesthood,  and  his  first  alle- 
giance be  due  to  a  foreign  Power  ?  I 
do  not  see  how  you  can  aippoitt 
such  a  man  to  be  intimate  adviser 
of  the  Sovereign  of  this  realm  in  aceord> 
ance  with  the  spirit  and  terms  of  the: 
Act  of  Settlement.  I  have  taken  the* 
trouble  to  look  out  the  duties  that 
devolve  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
hon.  Members  may  judge  of  the  impor- 
tance of  the  position  of  this  State  func- 
tionary and  the  influence  he  exercises- 
Excluding  for  a  moment  the  ecclesias- 
tical patronage,  the  Lord''ChanceUor  is- 
ex  officio  a  Privy  Councillor  and  Member 
of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  he  is  Prolocutor  of  the  House 
of  Lords ;  appointor  of  the  Justices  of 
Peace  throughout  the  country;  keeper 
of  the  Sovereign's  conscience,  or  in  other 
words  the  intimate  adviser  of  the  Sove- 
reign ;  visitor  of  all  Hospitals  and  College& 
of  Royal  foundation ;  patron  of  all  Crown 
Livings  entered  in  the  "  King's  Book ;" 
he  is  general  guardian  of  all  infants,, 
idiots,  lunatics,  and  wards ;  genera) 
superintendent  of  charitable  usea 
throughout  the  Kingdom,  besides  hia 
jurisdiction  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
over  wards ;  he  is  Keeper  of  the  Great 
Seal  of  England — and  I  may  mention 
that  this  seal  having  been  once  affixed  to 
a  document  has  a  force  only  to  be  set 
aside  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it  ia 
not  difficult  to  imagine  that  in  certain 
social  crises  the  Broad  Seal  of  England 
thus  used  might  lead  to  very  serious 
complications — [a  laugK^ — thatstatement 
is  treated  with  ridicule  by  some  person,, 
but  the  House  will,  I  doubt  not,  appre- 
ciate my  allusion  and  do  justice  to  it. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  is,  moreover,. 
President  of  the  House  of  Lorda 
Appellate  tribunal,  and  of  Lords  Justices 
of  Appeal ;  of  the  Chancery  Division  of 
the  High  Court ;  he  appoints  all  the  Law 
Officers,  Puisne  Judges,  County  Court 
Judges  (removable)  and  Justices;  he 
appoints  to  12  canonries  and  to  over  600 
livings  in  the  Church  of  England ;  he 
reads  the  Royal  Speech,  and  is  always  a 
Member  of  a  Royal  Commission  to 
represent  the  Crown.  Does  the  House 
think  that  an  official  exercising  all  these 
functions  should  be  the  subject  of  a 
foreign  Power,  for  I  presume  it  will  be 
conceded  that  the  allegiance  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  is  first  to  the  Pope  of  Romo  and 
to  the  trUouragt  of  the  Papal  Throne  ? 
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T  repeat,  to  the  entourage— or  the  power 
hekimUke  Papa!  Throne — and  gentlemen 
fromlrelimd  will  understand  the  force  of 
ihis  remark.  The  right  htm*  Gentleman 
has  challeuged  us  to  prove  that  the  loyalty 
of  our  lloman  Catholic  feJlow-snbjects 
may  be  tainted.  While  lara  ready  to  admit 
the  loyalty  oi  a  great  number  of  Roman 
•Catholics,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
Roman    Catholic  owes  a  divided   alle- 

i fiance,  and  that  in  the  hour  of  danger  it 
tnnst  be  a  question  with  him  whether  his 
ftllegiaiice  is  due  to  the  Pope  of  Rome 
or  to  the  Sovereign  of  this  country. 
A  dispassionate  study  of  liistory  will 
show  such  junctures  have  arisen,  and 
they  may  arise  again.  But  to  a  good 
LCatholic  there  is  no  question  as  to  where 
^^^ttiis  allegiance  is  first  due.  The  question 
^^Bias  been  raised  and  answered  fally  by 
^^Btbose  most  competent  to  do  so. 

'*  It  h  idl^  to  expect  that  the  most  solemn 
T)romifie«  and  swora  declamtions  of  the  hig-hest 
KomiBh  diguitiriea  in  this  country  can  in  any 
-degree  bind  the  consciences  of  the  rulera  of  the 
^^Church  of  Home,  or  fetter  ita  action  in  dealing 
^^Bnrith  <ir  enforciog  obedieooe  from  its  subjects 
^^^pn  this  country." 

Who  WHS  it  ridiculed  the  idea  ?    No  less 

an    authority   than    the    late    Cardinal 

Newman.     Dealing  in  his  reply  to  Vati- 

^^^an  Decrees  with  the  declaration  made 

^^Hby  English  and  Irish  prelates  in  1826  he 

^^fiays — 

**  At  that  time  tbe  ckr^  both  of  Ireland 
and  En^y^Uind  were  educated  ia  Galtican 
opinions,  and  had  modes  of  thinking  foreign 
altogether  to  the  minda  of  the  entourage  ol  the 
Hcjly  See.** 

He  goes  on  to  say — 

*'  British  MiDisters  ought  to  have  applied  to 
Hotne  to  leiirn  the  civil  dates  of  British  eub< 
jects,  and  that  no  pledge  from  Catholics  lii  of 
value  to  which  Rome  is  not  a  party." 

fio  we  see  that  there  is  then  to  be  an  ap- 
plication to  Rome  when  the  duties  and 
allegiance  of  British  subjects  to  the 
Crown  are  in  conflict  with  Papal  claims  ? 
On  page  14  we  find  these  words,  **  No 
pledge  from  a  Catholic  will  be  of 
any  Falue  to  which  Rome  is  not  a  party/' 
(Remember,  I  am  here  quoting  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  w^ords.)  He  adds — 

**  The  English  statesmen  of  the  future  will 
remember  these  words,  and  recollect  from 
^hom  they  como.  The  lesson  to  he  re- 
.ccived  is  this  :  although  pledges  were  given » 
Although  these  pledges  were  firmly  and  even 
passionately  asserted,  although  the  subject  was 
<»ne  of  civil  allegiance,  no  pledge  from  a 
Catholic  was  of  any  value  to  which  Home  was 
not  a  party/' 

In  the  light  of  this  statement  I  leave 


the  House  to  judge  of  what  yalae  the 
allegiance  of  Roman  Catholics  is  likely 
to  be.  A  good  Catholic  dare  not  g# 
againsfc  his  rule,  and  I  hold  that  it  would 
be  in  the  last  degree  unwise  in  us  to  leave 
in  any  sort  of  doubt  the  allegiance  of 
any  high  officer  of  State  through  whom 
the  reputation  of  the  Crown  might  be 
imperilled.  I  therefore  trust  the  House 
will  reject  the  Bill  without  entertaining 
any  Amendment  whatever. 

*(3.33.)     Mb,  ASQUITH  (Fife,  East) ; 
Whatever  may  be  the   fate  of  this  Bill, 
I   think  that  its  promoters  may   fairly 
congratulate   themselves  upon  the  sue* 
cess  which  it  has  already  achieved  in 
testing   the  reality  and  genuineness  of 
some  of  our  current  political  professions. 
Aa  has  often   been  pointed  out,  in  this 
matter  of  religious  disability  our  legis- 
lation has  passed  thn^ugh  three  stages^ 
We    began  with  an  era  of   exclusions, 
which  was  followed  l*y  an  era  of  tolera- 
tion, to  be  succeeded  in  the  present  cen- 
tury by  an  era  of  liberty.     After  60  years 
experience  of  growing  freedom,  we  had 
believed  that  the    doctrine   of   religious 
liberty  was  at  last  accepted  by  men  of 
all  parties  and  creeds  in  this  country  as 
part  of  that   common   stock   of  opinion 
which  we  may  take   for   granted  in  all 
political  controversies,  From  this  Debate, 
however,  it  appears  that  some  of  us  have 
been   living   in  a  fooVs   paradise.     The 
doctrine  of  religious  libarty  is  that  the 
State    in  entrusting   civil    and    political 
rightfl  to  its   subjects,  and   in   selecting 
men  for  ita  service,  has  no  more  duty  and 
no  more  right  to  concern  itwelf  with  their 
religious  opinions  than  it  liaa  with    the 
cut  of  ilieir  clothes  or  the  colour  of  their 
hair.     That  is  the  principle  underlying 
our    legislation    of   the    last    00   year?, 
by  which,  beginning   with  Eoman   Ca- 
thallcs>  going   on    to  Jews,  and  finally 
dealing  with  those   who  profess  no  re- 
ligion at  all,  we  have  opened  the  avenues 
of  publio  life  to  all  without  distinction. 
But  speeches  have  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  snt  down,  and  by 
the   hon*  Member   for   Stockport,  which 
show    thftt,  'so   far  from    the    principle 
being  universally  accepted,  there  are  still 
those    who  have    not   the  dimmest  and 
most  distant  apprehension  what  it  means. 
The  last  speaker  transported  us  into  the 
remote  pa8t»  and  repeated  phi-ases   and 
appealed  to  prejudices  which  I  at  least 
imagined   had  been   buried,  and   buried  , 
beyond  the  hope  of  resurrectiou — ^ul  iVia 
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grave  of  Lord  Eldon.     We  witness  many 
surprising  things  in  politics  in  these  days; 
but  since  I  have  been  in  the   House  1 
have  seen  nothing  moie  surprising  than 
the    procession    of    argumentative   and 
rhetorical  ghosts   which    have    stalked 
along  the  floor  of  the  House  in  the  broad 
daylight  of  this  Wednesday  afternoon  in 
the    last  decade    of   the    19th  century. 
If    the     arguments     against     the     Bill 
are      good      for     anything     they      are 
good    as     an     indictment    against     the 
spirit  of  the  legislation  of  the  last  half- 
century.     With  one  exception   there  la 
not  an  argument  that  was  not  met  and 
refnted  a  hundred  times  in  the  first  20 
years  of  this  century  by  the  leaders  of 
the    Liberal    Party    of    the    day,    who 
suffered,  and  suffered  gladly^  exclusion 
from  place  and  power — not  a  bad  thing 
to  happen,  sometimes,  in  the  history  of 
a  Party— rather  than  abandon  the  advo- 
cacy of  Catholic  claims.    The  one  excep- 
tion is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport,  and  others,  that  the  Church 
of  Rome,  whatever  it  may  have  been  in 
1829,  has  now  become  a  different  and  a 
much   more    dangerous   body,    and    has 
adopted  dogmas  which  have  made  her  a 
more  formidable   enemy  to  human  en- 
lightenment and  political  loyalty,     I  am 
not  going  ti>  take  up  the  cudgels  for  the 
Vatican  Decrees   or  the    Syllabus,    but 
all   history   shows  that  it  is   hazardous 
to  assume  that  men  s  conduct  will  con- 
form to  the  logical  necessities  of  their 
speculative  or  theological  creed.     Let  us 
rather  look  at  actual  facta*     During  the 
20  years  which  have  elapsed  since  the 
decrees    were     promulgated    we    have 
seen    Roman   Catholic    subjects   of    the 
Queen  in  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  we 
have  seen  them  exercising  the  offices  of 
Magistrates  and  Judges,  sitting  amongst 
us  in  this  House,  filling  high  positions 
in  every  Department  of  the  service  of 
the  State,  and  admitted  to  the  highest 
positions  in  the  councils  of  the  »Sovereign. 
Will  anyone  assert  that  these  men  have 
been  less  constant  in  their  allegiance,  less 
devoted  to  duty,  less  trustworthy  in  all 
the  relations  of  public  and  of  private  life, 
than  the  members  of  any  other  Church  ? 
That  is  a  dangerous  line  of  argument, 
•because,  if  a  tree  is  to  be  known  by  its 
fruits,  something  might  be  said  of  the 
political    dangers    of    a    form   of    faith 
which  in  these  days  keeps  alive  in  its 
votaries  the  spirit  and   the  temper  of 
religious  persecution ;    operating,  it   is 


true,  not  by  the  antiquated  methods  of 
the  torture  chamber  and  the  stake^ 
but  in  the  subtler  and  equally  effective! 
form  of  social  and  political  ostracism. 
Why  have  not  the  opponents  of  this  Bill 
the  courage  of  their  convictions?  If 
one-half  of  their  arguments  were  good^ 
they  would  not  content  themselves  by 
opposing  this  modest  little  measure, 
but  they  would^  like  b^^ld  men,  ppoposa- 
to  re-enact,  with  all  the  additional  safe- 
guards that  the  modern  developments 
of  Koman  doctrine  require,  the  whole 
apparatus  of  tests  and  shibboleths,  of 
declarations  and  oaths— by  which  for  1 50- 
years  yoa  excluded  from  the  rights  of 
citizenship  thousands  and  millions  of  the- 
moat  loyal  subjects  of  the  Crowi>.  Wh; 
do  they  not  apply  to  their  sympathising 
and  somewhat  taciturn  friends  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  give  ihem  a  day  for 
the  discussion  of  such  a  pro]>o8al — and 
if  they  do  we  shall  be  glad  to  meet  them 
on  that  broader  platform.  But  until 
this  question  is  presented  to  ns  we  have^ 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  Assuming  that 
we  are  not  going  to  reverse  the  current 
of  our  legislation,  the  burden  of  proof 
lies  npon  those  who  oppose  the  BilL 
What  is  there  to  differentiate  the  office 
of  Lord  Chancellor  from  other  higb 
offices  of  State?  Nothing,  except  thi 
fact  that  in  some  books  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor is  described  as  the  Keeper  of  th^ 
Queen's  Conscience — a  relic  of  the  time 
when  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  an  eoole* 
siastic,  because  no  one  else  was  well 
educated  enough  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  office.  The  Lord  Chancellor  was 
intrusted  with  the  presentations  to  the 
King's  livings  under  20  marks,  and, 
afterwards,  under  £20  in  value,  in  orde 
that  he  might  be  able  to  provide  pen 
siona  and  rewards  for  clerks  in  thi 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  clerk  a,  like- 
their  master,  were  necessarily  eccle- 
siastics, because  they  could  read  and 
write  and  had  sufficient  education  for 
the  duties  they  had  to  discharge.  Th& 
Lord  Chancellor  is  no  longer  an  eccle- 
siastic, and  the  clerks  are  no  longec^ 
ecclesiastics,  and  the  whole  question  of 
patronage  is  provided  for  by  the  Bill ;. 
but  the  matter  is  one  of  detail,  subject 
to  amendment  in  Committee.  Suffice  it 
that  it  won  Id  be  impossible  for  a 
Catholic  Lord  Chancellor  to  have  any 
voice  whatever  in  the  distribution  of 
patronage.  How  far  is  the  argument 
to  be  carried  ?    The  Queen's  Consciencer 
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may  be  kept  by  a  Jew  (when  tlie  patron- 
age is  exercised  by  the  Arclibishop  of 
Canterbury)  ;  by  a  Nonconformist,  bound 
iby  bis  principleB  to  look  upon  tbe 
Established  Church  as  an  offence,  and  yet 
entitled  to  present  to  each  living  as  it 
Bcomes  vacant;  or  by  an  agnostic,  a 
man  who  will  not  assert  or  deny  any 
of  the  principles  which  all  religious 
people  beh'eve  to  be  of  the  very  essence 
of  religion.  He  may  present  to  any 
living  he  pleases.  Will  anyone  get  up, 
.and,  by  argument,  endeavour  todemon- 
ffltrate  to  the  House,  all  these  things  beine 
within  the  law,  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
ought  t^j  be  excluded  from  tht;  office 
which  members  of  all  these  creeds 
or  of  no  creed  at  all  mfiy  fill  ?  All 
the  othpr  high  offices  of  State  a 
Boman  Catholic  may  fill  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  may  be  a  Roman 
Catholic.  The  Secretary  of  State* 
with  whoTrt  rests  the  prerogative  of 
mercy,  may  be  a  Roman  Catholic. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  B^o reign 
Affairs,  whose  duties  may  include 
dslicafce  transaction  a  with  the  Curia  of 
Rome,  may  be  a  Roman  Catholic.  Is 
any  principle  involved  in  excluding  the 
Lord  Chancellor  where  he  is  a  Roman 
Catholic?  Only  two  arguments  have 
been,  or  can  be,  brought  against  this  BiO 
— ^both  of  them  equally  irrelevant.  The 
first  is  derived  from  the  Act  of  Settle- 
Dient,  and  from  the  suggestion  that  if 
|We  pass  the  present  Bill  we  shall  be 
^logically  driven  to  pass  another  Bill  after- 
wards for  a  different  purpose.  The  Bill 
before  the  Hnuso  does  not  purport  to 
touch  the  Act  of  Settlement-  When, 
Lif  ever,  that  Act  comes  up  for  revision, 
I  the  religion  of  the  Sovereign  is  only  one 
J  of  several  matters  which  will  have  to  be 
fcctrefully  and  independently  considered. 
The  other  argument  is  still  more  gro- 
tesque. I  have  not  heard  it  put  forward 
in  this  House,  but  1  have  seen  it  at  least 
covertly  insinuated  elsewhere.  It  is 
that  that  Bill  is  promoted  in  the  interests 
of  particular  persons.  Is  there  anybody 
who  seriously  believes  that  to  be  true  ? 
If  there  is,  1  beg  to  assure  them  that,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  no  person  engaged  in 
the  promotion  of  this  Bill,  or  who  will 
vote  for  this  Bill,  knows  or  cares  what 
influence  it  may  have  on  the  political  or 
personal  fortunes  of  any  man  living. 
What  is  the  attitude  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  question  ?  They  are 
gQing  to  oppose  the  Bill  for  reasons  which 
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I  have  not  been  able  entirely  to  under- 
stand ;  but  I  do  not  greatly  blamo  them. 
They  have  during  the  last  few  years  in- 
flicted heavy  blows  upon,  and  have  yet 
more  hard  knocks  in  store  for,  their 
Orange  friends  in  Ireland.  There  have 
been,  too,  certain  compromising  adven- 
tures in  connection  with  Ireland  and 
Malta,  the  recollection  of  which  it  is 
desirable  should  be  effaced  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible. The  Government  may  well  think 
this  an  opportune  occasion  to  indulge 
in  a  little  cheap  Protestant  sentiment. 
Bat  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
those  who  sit  behind  them  do  not  con* 
stitute  the  majority  in  this  House.  We 
are  curious  to  know  what  course  is 
going  to  be  adopted  by  those  support  era 
of  the  Government  who  are  good  enough 
to  sit  amongst  us.  I  do  not  see  many  of 
them  in  their  places  ;  important  public 
engagements  appear  to  have  detained 
some  of  them  in  other  parts  of  the 
country.  Until  I  hear  to  the  contrary,  T 
shall  hope  and  believe  that  they  will 
follow  the  manly  example  of  the  bon* 
Member  for  Roxburghshire  and  stand 
true  to  the  old  principles  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  Surely  it  cannot  be  that  the  ]>rin- 
ciple  of  religious  liberty  is  to  go  with 
so  many  others,  to  be  sacrificed  to  satisfy 
the  devouring  requirements  of  the 
sacred  cause  of  the  Union.  However 
that  may  be,  our  course  is  clear.  Sixty 
years  ago  the  principle  of  religious 
eiclu.sion  was  entrenched  in  this  coun- 
try behind  an  imposing  fabric  of  legal 
saieguarda  and  securities*  One  after 
another  its  strong  places  have  been 
captured  and  its  walls  battered  down, 
until  all  that  remains  is  this  imltry  little- 
corner^ — the  solitary  and  belated  relic  of 
a  past  which  can  never  be  rebuilt.  Tlie 
finger  of  fate  is  upon  it ;  and  although 
by  yonr  votes  this  afternoon  you  may  for 
a  few  years  retard,  depend  upon  it  yon 
cannot  avert  its  downfall. 

(3.51.)  Colonel  SAUNDERSOK 
(Armagh,  N.) :  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
good  fortune  to  follow  a  gentleman 
belonging  to  the  legal  profession,  because 
I  have  always  found  that,  however 
apposite  and  unanswerable  lawyers' 
arguments  may  be,  we  may  depend  upon 
it  there  is  another  lawyer  m  the  House 
who  can  refute  and  confute  them  all. 
What  struck  me  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  that  there 
was  one  work  of  great  interest  which  he 
never  could  have  read —  Vaticari  Decrees, , 
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The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  con- 
jured up  before  the  House  a  vision  of 
ghosts  marching  down  the  floor,  a  pro- 
ceission  of  bigots  reyiving  musty  and 
rusty  traditions  of  a  long  past  age.  If 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  read 
Vatican  Decrees,  he  would  have  seen, 
marching  at  the  head  of  that  procession, 
his  revered  leader  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian.  I  notice  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not, 
in  the  course  of  his  eloquent  speech, 
touch  one  of  the  main  objections  to  the 
Bill — the  question  of  the  appointment 
in  Ireland  of  a  Catholic  Lord  Lieutenant, 
to  which  I  will  refer  later  on.  With 
regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  and  the  speech 
in  which  it  was  introduced,  I  must  say 
that  from  a  Party  point  of  view  there 
never  was  a  move  taken  in  this  House 
more  likely  to  strengthen  the  Party  to 
which  I  belong  ;  but  I  regret  that 
the-  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  any  Member 
of  the  House  should  have  thought  it  his 
dnty  to  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
country  a  question  which,  in  my  opinion, 
iS)  more  than  any  other,  likely  to  raise 
those  bitter  religious  hatreds  and  dissen- 
sions which  it  is  desirable  should  be 
buried.  I,  however,  find  it  diflScult  to 
regret  the  raising  of  a  question  which 
has  been  the  occasion  of  a  speech  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
which^  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
aUow  me  to  say  so,  afforded  me  very 
much  pleasure  to  listen  to.  I  belicTe 
the  whole  House,  whether  they  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  not, 
listened  with  delight  to  the  wonderful 
^speech  which  he  delivered,  so  full  was  it 
of*  feloqusnce,  fire,  and  wit.  I  do  not 
intend  to  wander  into  the  legal  question, 
with  which  I  am  absolutely  incapable  of 
dealing,  but  I  will  confine  myself  to  the 
general  question  as  it  presents  itself  to 
the  ordinary  minds  of  the  country, 
which,  after  all,  will  have  to  record  the 
final'  verdict  on  this  subject.  I  wonder 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
brought  in  this  Bill.  I  suppose  the  right 
hon?.-  Gentleman  intends  to  give  satis- 
faction to  some  part  of  the  community. 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
deni?s  that  the  Bill  touches  a  very  im- 
portant and  fundamental  question  in  our 
Cdnstitution.  Who  is  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  satisfy  ?  Un- 
doubtedly' there  are  certain  Roman 
Catholics  in  the  country  who  will  be  glad 
^  see  ibe  Bill  pasa,  hnt,  h&  a  rule,  they 
Colonel  Saundersori 


belong  to  the  '^  classes,'*  with  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  little  sym- 
pathy. The  "  masses  "  do  not  care  one 
farthing  about  the  Bill.  Is  it  to  satisfy 
the  sensibilities  of  his  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  supporters  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  introduced  the  Bill  P  It 
cannot  be  that,  because  they  are  going  to 
sweep  the  whole  board ;  they  are  going 
to  remove  every  vestige  of  the  British 
rule  from  the  other  side  of  the 
Channel  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  about  the  Keeper  of  the 
Queen's  conscience.  I  do  not  know 
what  that  is.  But  whatever  doubt  there 
may  be  as  to  who  is  the  Keeper  of  the 
Queen's  conscience,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  for 
some  time  been  the  keeper  of  the  Non- 
conformist conscience.  Is  it  to  satisfy 
the  Nonconformists  that  he  has  brought 
forward  this  Bill?  Even  among  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  most  vigorous 
supporters  in  this  country  there  have 
been  meetings  held  absolutely  condemn- 
ing the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  think  it 
will  require  all  the  ingenuity  of  Radical 
Members  opposite,  when  they  go  back  to 
their  constituents,  to  so  enlarge  the 
Nonconformist  conscience,  which  I  admit 
is  an  elastic  thing,  as  to  cause  Noncon- 
formists to  swallow  a  principle  which  is 
absolutely  opposed  to  the  true  Protes- 
tant principles  of  this  country,  whush  I 
believe  are  mainly  to  be  found  among 
the  Nonconformists.  I  absolutely  fail 
to  see  what  Party  in  the  country  it  is 
that  the  right  hon  Gentleman  proposes 
to  gratify.  The  main  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  was  enforced 
in  a  most  eloquent  appeal  to  the  House 
not  to  choose  out  one  religion  at  which 
this  blow  is  to  be  aimed,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  disqualifications  are  not  placed 
on  Buddhists,  Mahomedans,  or  Hindoos. 
The  disqualifications  which  at  one  time 
were  placed  on  Roman  Catholics  were 
aimed  at  their  Church  for  a  great  reason 
and  object,  and  that  was  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  sought  to  es- 
tablish supreme  authority  in  this  land, 
which  none  of  the  other  religious  did. 
But  I  have  not  the  shadow  of  a  doubt 
that  if  any  of  those  other  religions  had 
attempted  to  establish  in  this  country — 
as  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  attempted 
in  former  times — a  political  domination 
and  supreme  authority,  exactly  the 
same  restrictions  would  have  been  im-  . 
posed  upon  them.      But  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman — and,  for  my  own  part,  I  must 
say  that  I  admire  above  all   the   mar- 
vellous agility  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  displayed  in  skating  over  very 
thin  ice — the  righb  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have   known  that    if  he   brought    this 
forward  we  should  improve  our  mind  by 
a  careful  study  of  all  he  has  said  or 
written  on  many  subjects  from  various 
points  of  view  in  former  times,  and  that 
he   would  be    undoubtedly    confronted 
with  the  views  which  he  has  expressed 
in  those  two  pamphlets.     The  right  hon> 
Gentleman  has  been  very  strong  on  the 
line   which  he   took  with  regard  to  re- 
moval of  Catholic  disabilities   in  1867. 
But  that  was  before  1870 ;  and  I  should 
have  liked  the   right   hon.   Gentleman 
when  he  was  dealing  with  the  subject  to 
have   proved    to    the    House    that,   on 
mature  consideration,  having  regard  to 
all  he  has  learned  since,  the  opinions  he 
recorded  in    Vatican  Decrees  and  Vati- 
canism   are  erroneous.      Now,  what  is 
the  argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
employs    in     Vatican     Decrees  9       The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  points  out  that  in 
1829,  when  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
passed,   it  was    passed  on   the  express 
understanding,  deliberately  given  by  the 
Roman     Catholic     Bishops,     that    the 
authority  and  power  of   the   Court  of 
Home  did  not  touch  civil  obedience,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  reasoned  in  the 
Vatican  Decrees  that  ii  had  only  boen 
on  that  ground  that  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion had  been  carried ;  and  we  are,  there- 
fore, led  to  believe  that,  according  to  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
had  the  House  of   Commons  been  con- 
fronted with  these  Vatican   Decrees  it 
never  would  have   passed   the  Bill  for 
Catholic  Emancipation.    That  is  a  logical 
deduction.     But  it  is  idle  to  deny  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  not  only  a 
religious  community,  but  a  great  political 
power.     That  is  a  fact  which  no  states- 
man  can   deny.     We  all   know  at  the 
present  moment  that  the  hopes  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  of  return- 
ing to  power  depend  altogether   on  the 
success   or  non-success   of    the    Roman 
Catholic  priests  in  confronting  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.     If   they  succeed  in 
beating  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and 
return  to  this   House  the  old  style  of 
Irish  Nationalist-Liberal-Radical,  who  at 
one  time  were  very  remarkable  for  their 
fondness  forplace  and  power,thentheright 
hon.   Gentleman  may  come  into  power. 


But  from  whom  would  these  Roman 
Catholic  priests  get  their  orders  ?  Why 
have  Archbishop  Croke  and  Archbishop 
Walsh  gone  to  Rome  to  obtain  the  last 
orders  of  the  Vatican  and  then  comebackto  » 
adopt  a  very  distinct  line  of  policy,  which 
would  undoubtedly  have  an  effect^ 
whether  for  good  or  for  evil,  on  the  des- 
tinies of  the  Empire?  Therefore  I 
maintain  that  it  is  impossible  to  deny 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  at  the 
present  time  is  a  most  powerful  political 
machine,  and  that  being  so  I  venture  to 
say  that  there  is  a  far  stronger  argument 
at  the  present  time  against  removing 
these  two  disabilities  which  exist  in  our 
Constitution  than  there  was  at  the  time 
of  the  Emancipation.  I  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  read  his  own 
writings  in  1874  and  then  try  to  refute 
what  I  say.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
laid  down  in  his  admirable  pamphlet  four 
propositions,  two  of  which  dealt  with 
religious  subjects,  and  I  therefore  will 
not  consider  them ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  immense  stress  on  two 
of  these  propositions.  I  will  call  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife,  who 
hates  ghosts,  to  listen  to  the  words  of  his 
leader,  though  I  must  do  him  the  justice 
to  say  that  he  could  never  have  had  the 
slightest  or  faintest  indication  from  the 
r^t  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
dianged  his  mind  on  the  subject.  Well, 
these  are  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinions,  and  as  he  does  not  deny  them 
they  are  his  opinions  still — 

**  That  she  (the  Church  of  Home)  has  refur- 
bished and  paraded  anew  every  rusty  tool  she 
was  fondly  thought  to  have  disused." 
So  much  for  ghosts.  Then  comes  the 
third  proposition,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  descants  most  upon  in  this 
pamphlet — 

'*  That  no  one  could  now  become  her  convert 
without  renouncing  hi.s  moral  and  mental  free- 
dom, and  placing  his  civil  loyalty  and  duty  at 
the  mercy  of  another.*' 

Those  were  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. . 
Gentleman  then,  and  they  are  his  opinions 
still.  That  being  so,  I  entirely  share  the 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
is  a  very  good  judge  of  these  subjects, 
and  I  maintain  that  it  would  be  a  fatal 
and  disastrous  thing  for  the  country  to 
remove  these  two  disabilities  which,  in 
its  wisdom,  the  Parliament  of  1829  left 
within  the  boundary  of  the  Constitution, 
and  to  remove  the  last  two  hedges  which 
they  built  round  the  Protestant  succes- 
sion to  the  Crown.    The  hon.  Memboe 
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who  last  spoke  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  has  asked  whether  we  do  not 
believe  that  our  Catholic  fellow-coutitry* 
men  are  as  worthy  of  high  place,  and  as 
capable  of  high  honour  and  patriotism 
as  any  in  the  land.  I  cordially  ebare 
that  opinion,  and  I  am  sure  that  if 
my  hon.  Friend  below  me  (Mr, 
De  Lisle)  ever  receives  the  reward  of 
his  energy  and  talent  and  should 
become  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, he  w  ould  absolutely  repudiate  and 
refuge  to  allow  any  foreign  interference 
with  his  well-known  loyalty.  But  there 
are  others  whom  1  w^ould  not  trust  at  alL 
They  have  been  described  most  ad- 
mirably  and  accurately  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  really  believe 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wrote  this  admirable  work  he  was 
endowed  with  the  spirit  of  prophecy » 
and  must  in  his  innermost  conscience 
have  conceived  the  probability  that  some 
statesman  at  some  remote  period  might 
propose  a  similar  measure  to  this,  and  it 
was  in  order  to  guard  against  that  proba- 
bility that  he  described  the  position  of  a 
convert  to  the  Church  of  Rome.  It  is 
most  interesting.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  points  out  in  this  pamphlet  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  un- 
doubtedly made  considerable  strides  in 
England,  but  he  qualifies  that  by  saying 
that  it  is  among  the  classes.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  these  words — 
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**  It  IB  certainly  a  political  Tniafortune  that 
during  the  last  SO  years  a  Church  so  tainted  in 
iis  Tiews  of  civil  obedience,  and  so  unduly 
capable  of  chaogiog  its  front  and  language 
alltr  ioiandpation  from  what  it  bad  been 
before,  like  »ui  actor  who  has  to  perform  Beveral 
chaiacters  in  one  piece,  should  have  acquired 
an  extensiun  of  itfi  hold  upon  the  highest  cluaiica 
of  thie  country.  The  coo  quests  have  been 
chitfly,  as  might  have  been  expected,  among 
women  ;  but  the  number  of  male  converts, or  cap- 
tives (as  1  might  prefer  to  describe  them)»  has 
not  been  inconsiderable.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  every  one  of  these  seceasiuns  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  considerable  moral  and  social  sever- 
aoce*  The  breadth  of  this  gap  varies  according 
to  the  varieliee  in  the  individual  character, 
liut  It  is  too  commonly  a  wide  one  ;  loo  com- 
monly the  spirit  of  the  neophyte  is  expressed 
by  the  words  which  have  become  notorious.  *  ii 
Catholic  first  and  an  EBglishman  afterwards* — 
words  which  properly  convey  no  more  than  a 
truism,  for  every  Christian  must  seek  to  place 
his  religion  even  before  his  country  in  his  inner 
heart,  but  ven^*  far  from  a  truism  in  the  sense 
in  which  we  have  been  led  to  construe  them. 
We  take  them  to  mean  that  ihe  *  convert ' 
intends  in  case  of  any  conflict  between  the 
Queen  and  I  he  Pope  to  follow  the  Pope  and  let 
the  Queen  shift  for  herself ^  which  happily  she 
cttn  weJi  do.'* 

Colonel  Saunderson 


If  the  Home  Rnle  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  snccessfnl,  we  may  see 
one  of  these  interesting  captive  neophytes 
placed  in  the  position  of  Prime  Minister  > 
and  w  ith  a  Roman  Catholic  Parliament 
we  shiill  have  Roman  Catholic  Judges, 
Roman  Cntholic  juries,  Roman  Catholic 
police,  and  a  Roman  Catholic  Lt^rd  Lieu- 
tenant, I  should  like  to  know  what 
chance  the  Protestant  minority  in  Ireland 
won  Id  have  against  an  array  of  that  sort- 
Have  we  not  been  amply  justified  hy  th& 
step  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taken  in  offering,  and  in  proposing* 
to  offer  for  the  future,  every  opposition 
in  our  power  to  this  policy*  ?  I  do  not 
oppose  this  Bill  from  any  feeling  of 
bigotry.  If  lion*  Merahers  call  me  » 
bigot,  what  do  they  call  the  writer  of 
VfUican  Decrees  ?  I  can  truly  say  that 
in  all  the  many  speeches  I  have  made 
since  1  became  a  speaking  man  I  have 
never  in  ray  life  uttered  words  so  strong 
as  those  I  have  quoted.  I  challenge  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  discover  in  any 
speech  1  have  made  a  single  word  insnlt- 
ing  to  the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  It  i* 
absolutely  alien  to  our  sentiments.  We 
are  Protestants,  and  are  not  ashamed  of 
bemg  Protestants,  We  are  willing  to 
admit  the  freedom  of  any  one  of  our 
neighbours  to  choose  what  faith  he  may. 
But  in  opposing  this  Bill  I  believe  I  am 
giving  voice  to  the  wishes  and  desires  of 
the  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  thift 
country,  whose  opposition  to  it  is  not  a 
sign  of  bigotry  or  intolerance.  If  oppo- 
sition to  this  Bill  is  a  sign  of  higotry, 
then  1  am  a  bigot »  and  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  ai'e  bigots,  and  are  proud  to 
think  that  this  is  a  Protestant  Kingdom. 
Some  people  arc  ashamed  of  the  name 
Pi-otestant.  Those  people  are  generally 
to  be  found  among  the  classes,  and  not 
among  the  masses.  You  do  not  find  Angli- 
cans among  the  masses.  W^e  are  proud  of 
the  name  Protestant ;  we  are  not  ashamed 
of  what  Protestantism  has  done ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  there  are  no  people  who  ought 
to  be  more  faithful  to  this  country  than 
the  Roman  Catholics  themaelve^.  We 
have  8w*ept  away  all  their  disabilities- 
except  these  two,  and  certainly  we  ought 
to  draw  the  line  at  the  Throne.  It  waa 
through  the  Protestant  Revolution  that 
the  present  Royal  Family  was  set  upon 
the  Throne.  We  owe  our  allegiance  to 
the  Throne,  being  Protestant,  and  we  feel 
that  any  blow  at  the  Protestant  character 
of  the  Throne  should  be  resisted  to  tha 
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utmost  Protestantism  is  what  has  made 
onr  country  great ;  it  is  what  has  secured 
UB  our  liberty:  it  is  the  source  of  our 
civilisation  ;  and,  above  all,  I  believe 
that  Protestaiiliam  has  secured  those 
free  institutions,  which  confer,  alike  on 
Roman  Cutholics  and  Protestants,  the 
best  blessings  of  freedom, 

(4.20.)  Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bnry,  Lanca- 
8hire)r  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desird  to  record  ray 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
thia  Bill,  and  I  hope  the  House  will  allow 
me  in  a  few  sentences  to  state  the  reasons, 
and  also  to  make  one  reservation,  in  re- 
spect to  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  BilL 
I  am  not  about  to  enter  into  any  debate 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
has  jnst  spoken.  All  I  will  attempt  to 
do  is,  in  a  few  practical  words,  to  compose 
his  alarm,  and  not  to  answer  his  argu- 
ments. I  can  assure  him  that  among 
those  who  support  this  Bill  there  are 
many  who  are  loyal  in  their  devotion  to 
the  cause  of  Protestantism  in  this 
country,  and  many  of  us  who  believe 
that  much  of  the  greatness  of  tliis 
country  ia  traceable  to  the  Reformation, 
and  to  the  Protestantism  which,  happily, 
is  the  fotifidation  of  our  Constitution. 
But  we  do  recnllect  that  one  of  the  great 
reasons  why  Protestantism  has  been  a 
blessing  to  this  country  is  its  willingness 
to  show  toleratioa  to  those  who  differ 
from  it  in  their  religious  l>elief,  I 
should  therefore  agree  with  those 
rounded  periods  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  speech  when  he  told  the  House 
of  the  blessings  of  Protestantism.  I 
agree,  and  I  think  many  who  support  this 
Bill  would  agree,  that  the  Catholic 
Church,  as  a  political  institution,  is  not 
one  in  which  we  should  put  our  trust 
and  faith,  and  I  hope  I  do  not  hurt  the 
feelings  of  anyone  if  I  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  Church  of  Rome  as  a 
political  institution  and  the  belief  of  one 
who  communicates  in  that  Church.  If  I 
thought  this  Bill  would  add  one  iota  of 
strength  to  the  Roman  Church  as  a 
political  body  or  that  it  would  injure  the 
Protesti\nt  power  of  this  country  in  the 
slightest  degree^  I  should  find  myself 
surrounded  by  many  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  would  this  afternoon  be  op- 
posing this  Bill  As  to  the  existence  of 
the  Church  of  Rome  as  a  political  body, 
it  occurred  to  me  during  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  to  which  every- 
one who  heard  it  hstened  with  the 
greatest  admiration — especially  that  por- 


tion of  it  which  reminded  us  of  the 
great  contest  of  10  years  ago — when  he 
told  us  of  the  commencement  of  the 
contest  and  of  its  end  — it  occurred 
to  mo  that  there  was  another  deduc- 
tion to  be  drawn  other  than  that 
which  he  applied.  It  may  be  for 
political  purposes  hon.  Gentlemen  op* 
posito  fought  the  action  of  my  right  hon* 
Friend  step  by  s^p,  and  saccessfully 
fought,  in  favour  of  the  view  they  en- 
tertained. But  there  was  a  body 
of  Members  in  this  House  more 
violent  than  they,  who  for  other  reasons^ 
I  believe,  opposed  the  attempted  legisla 
tion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  on  religion a1 
grounds,  and  they  were  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway,  and  in  every  Division  they 
acted  in  opposion  to  that  toleration  of 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  now  the 
champion.  What  inference  ought  we  to- 
draw  from  that?  Ought  we  not  i-ather 
to  act  cousistently  with  our  own  faith 
and  doctrine  and  declare  that  in  this 
Protestant  country  there  shall  be  full 
and  complete  toleration  and  no  distinc- 
tion between  men  on  account  of  creed  ? 
If  we  treat  this  matter  as  a  political 
matter,  I  would  yiefd  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  ;  but  what 
light  have  we,  if  we  can  get  riiJ 
of  this  political  consideration,  to  impose  i 
this  disability  on  our  fellow -subjects' 
because  they  do  not  think  on  religious^ ^ 
matters  as  we  think  ?  If  it  can  be  shown 
that  you  are  doing  more  than  giving-. 
freedom  of  religious  belief,  then  new' 
conside  rati  OUR  will  arise,  on  which,  I 
think,  much  sympathy  will  be  felt  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite* 
Is  there  anything  in  the  nature  of 
political  interference  under  this  Bill  ? 
Two  offices  are  mentioned.  Tlie  hon,  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  argued  against  the^ 
desirability  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  b^ng  a  Roman  Catholic.  He^ 
drew  a  picture,  fairly  enough  for  the 
purposes  of  debate,  in  inverted  commaa 
from  the  pamphlet  of  my  right  hon.. 
Friend,  and  he  says,  What  would  be  th& 
protection  to  be  given  to  the  Protestants- 
of  Ireland  ?  I  should  say,  in  the  first 
place,  they  would  have  exactly  the  same 
protection  as  the  Catholic  majority  has 
in  these  days.  But,  Sir,  the  protection 
they  would  have  is  so  great  that  we  can. 
afford,  I  do  not  say  to  be  generous,  but 
at  least  to  be  just.  Great  Britain  is 
strongly  Protestant,  the  PathauaatLi  <3l 
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Oreat  Britain  is  Protestant  also,  and  the 
Oovernmont  of  the  day,  founded  on  a 
Parliament  elected  by  the  people,  will  be 
Protestant  likewise.  And  if  there  should 
be  a  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  who 
should  be  a  Roman  Catholic,  the  Govem- 
ment  of  the  day  will  be  answerable  for 
every  act  of  his.  Thus^  Parliament  will 
be  answerable  to  the  people,  the  people 
will  be  answerable  to  themselves,  and 
the  result  will  be,  therefore,  that  if  a 
Roman  Catholic  were  appointed,  there 
would  be  a  jealous  watchfulness  of 
bis  acts,  which  certainly  would  create 
that  protection  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  rightly,  I  think, 
wants. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  When  I 
spoke  of  a  Roman  Catholic  Lord  Lien- 
tsnant  I  contemplated  Home  Rule. 

Sir  H.  JAMES :  That  is  exactly 
contrary  of  what  I  am  contemplating. 
I  heanl  an  argument  addressed  to 
the  House  before  to-day,  which  at 
the  time  I  thought  was  worthy  of 
notice.  It  was  said,  "  If  you  are  con- 
templating that  you  ought  to  shut  out 
the  justice  of  this  Bill  because  Home 
Rule  will  come  into  existenoa,  then  I 
fancy  you  will  hear*  the  argument  used 
that  you  ought  to  let  Home  Rule  come 
into  existence  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill."  I  do  not  think 
tho  day  for  'Home  Rule  has  come  yet. 
When  it  does  come  we  must  deal  with 
it ;  but  we  who  are  defending  what  we 
regard  as  the  sacred  cause  of  the  Union 
are  under  the  impression  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  adopt  legislation  in  reference  to 
a  state  of  things  which  we  think  will 
keep  Home  Rule  far  off.  One  word 
with  reference  to  the  office  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  As  in  the  case  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  Lord  Lieutenant,  if  a  Roman 
Catholic  were  appointed  ^o  the  Chan- 
C3llorship  he  would  be  carefully  watched 
in  every  act  he  did,  and  the  safety  of  the 
people  would  lie  in  the  Protestant  power 
being  in  the  ascendant  in  the  country. 
Then,  Sir,  one  word  as  to  the  reservation 
with  which  I  support  this  Bill.  I  must 
ask  my  rig^  hon.  Friend's  attention  to 
the  words  of  ^  the  3rd  clause,  by  which 
the  delegated\  power  is  proposed  to  be 
given  to  any  pel^on  selected  by  the  Crown. 
I  take  excepi^on  to  that  provision. 
If  the  Lord  Chciincellor  exercises  eccle- 
siastical patronageu  he  and  the  Govern- 
ment are  answeraible  for  the  proper 
^xeroiBeof  ths^ p^trbaage.  The  Gc^vern- 
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ment  can  be  censured  for  it.  It  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
some  20  years  ago  there  was  a  Debate  in 
respect  to  Ewelmo  Rectory  in  this  House. 
If  you  delegate  this  power  of  patronage, 
whether  to  the  Archbishop  or  any  other 
fitting  person,  you  would  never  be  able 
to  make  the  Government  resx^nsible. 
If  the  Bill  becomes  law  as  it  stands,  that 
responsibility  will  be  evaded.  WTiat  I 
am  asking  the  consideration  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  for  is  whether  or  not  the  dele- 
gation ought  to  be  limited  to  a  Minister 
who  will  bring  in  to  share  his  responsi- 
bility the  other  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment? I  have  given  my  reasons  for 
supporting  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill ;  but  I  shall  certainly  in  Committee 
desire  to  raise  again  tliis  question  to 
which  I  have  referred.  I  thank  the 
I^use  for  the  attention  with  which  it 
has  listened  to  me. 

(4.31.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir  R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  do 
not  intend  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
great  length,  but  there  are  one  or  two 
matters  to  which  I  think  the  attention 
of  the  House  should  bo  specially 
directed.  But,  in  the  first  place,  may  I 
be  permitted  to  join  in  the  tribute  of 
admiration  of  the  great  speech  deli- 
vered to  -  day  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ?  I 
have  listened  to  many  speeches  by  the 
rigfbt  hon.  Gentleman,  but  never  with 
greater  interest  than  to  this  one  ;  and, 
although  I  am  unable  to  cope  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  point  of  elo- 
quence, I  am  bound  to  say  there  arc 
some  points  in  the  speech  upon  which  I 
take  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  to  which  I  desire  to  refer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  began  by 
telling  the  House  that  there  was  grave 
question  as  to  whether  any  disability 
existed  at  all.  If  that  is  so,  then  this 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  introduced  at  all. 
It  is  a  Bill  to  remove  certain  alleged 
religious  disabilities,  and  must  arouse 
feelins^s  which,  in  my  judgment,  might 
have  been  allowed  to  lie  dormant,  and 
which,  it  must  be  admitted,  ought  not 
unnecessarily  to  be  stirred.  The  right 
hqn.  Gentleman  said  he  had  been  advised 
by  able  lawyers  that  the  view  taken  and 
expressed  by  Lord  Coleridge  was  correct. 
Then,  again,  1  say  that  this  Bill  ought 
not  to  have  been  introduced.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought,  in  that  case,  to 
be.  satisfied/with  ^e  legal  position  of 
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R^^nmix  Catbolics*  But  he  gave  a  re- 
markable i*cason  for  this  Bill,  even 
though  no  disability  in  fact  exists.  He 
said  that  although  there  were  grave 
doubta  on  this  queistion,  and  although 
competent  autliorities  asserted  that 
Roman  Catholics  eould  fill  the  offices  of 
Xord  Cliancellor  and  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  yet  no  Prime  Minister  would 
venture,  in  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
to  appoint  Romau  Catholics  to  those 
offices-  Bat  why  not  ?  Because,  apart 
from  the  question  of  law>  there  exists, 
as  the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  must  have 
known,  a  widespread  and  national  feeling 
t'iiat  these  offices  have  something  about 
them  w^hick  caused  them  to  be  excepted 
from  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act^ 
and  that  such  exception  ought  to  exist. 
This  proposal  is  an  attack  made  ou  that 
national  feeling  without  any  reason  or 
demand.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  the  argument  that  the  opponents  of 
this  Bill  attacked  the  loyalty  of  Roman 
Catholics,  Tliere  is  no  shadow  of 
foundation  for  that  statement.  Over 
and  over  again  in  these  Debates  testi- 
mony has  been  borne  to  the  loyalty  of 
Boman  Catholics.  1  have  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  refer  to  such 
loyalty.  It  is  not  because  wo  on  this 
side  of  the  House  distrust  the  loyalty  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  the  slightest  that  we 
think  this  measure  ought  to  Ix?  opposed. 
It  is  because  we  believe  that  there  may 
be,  and,  indeed,  ought  to  be»  in  tbo  minds 
of  some  men  who  would  be  qualified  for 
these  appointments  if  this  Bill  passed,  a 
feeling  which  is  stronger  than  loyalty — 
namely,  adherence  to  their  religious  faith. 
That  is  why  we  oppose  this  measure, 
wiJliout  reference  to  the  question  of 
loyalty  or  disloyalty.  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  said  that  removing  these 
disabilities,  so  far  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were  concerned, 
was  not  even  indirectly  making  an  attack 
upon  the  Protestant  succession.  The 
language  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man used  was  curious,  and  seemed  to 
convey  some  reservation  with  regard  to 
the  possibilities  in  the  future  of  this 
question.  The  speech  of  my  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  who  followed  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  further  ground 
for  this  suspicion.  Tlie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  question  of  the  Crown 
was  far  too  wide  to  be  now  discussed — 
that  the  present  settlement  was  not  irra- 
tional, and  that  he  was  not  prepared  to 


disturb  it,  I  venture  to  think  that  the 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  certainly  not  very  felicitous  or 
re>asauring,  and  it  will,  I  fear,  give  rise- 
to  a  lurking  feeling  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  careful  to  say 
nothing  that  will  show  that  he  thinks 
tills  matter  as  to  the  Act  of  Settlement 
may  not  still  be  a  matter  for  future  dis* 
cussion.  That  will  be  the  impresfiion 
conveyed  by  the  language  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  this  impression  will 
he  confirmed  by  the  eloquent  speech  of  the- 
hon.  Member  for  Fife,  who  said  there 
were  a  great  many  questions  besides 
the  religious  queation  which  will  have  to 
be  discussed  when  the  Act  of  Settlement 
comea  to  b©  considered.  If  this  impres- 
sion ia  erroneous,  if  it  is  desired  to 
remove  the  impression  that  this  measure 
is  in  the  nature  of  an  indirect  attack  on 
the  Protestant  Succession,  it  would  be 
well  for  any  right  hon.  Gentleman  who- 
may  addresii  the  House  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  clear  and  distinct  language^ 
and  not  by  phrases  that  are  capable- 
of  being  explained  away.  There 
is  a  curious  uncertainty  about  this 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
speech  to  which  I  think  I  ought  to  cal) 
attention.  He  said  the  Sovereign  must 
be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England. 
But  is  that  so  ?  The  Act  of  Settlement, 
as  far  as  I  can  remember,  uses  the  word 
*' Protestant,"  and  a  *' Protestant  "  in- 
cludes all  persons  of  the  Christian  Faith 
who  are  not  R<:jman  Catholics  or  mem- 
bers of  the  Greek  Church.  Now,  what 
are  the  disabilities  that  it  ia  proposed  ta 
remove?  Have  the  supporters  of  thia 
Bill  satisfied  themselves  that  there  are 
any  existing?  If  they  do  exist,  under 
what  statutes  do  they  exist  Y  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  do  not  exist,  then  this 
question  ought  certainly  not  to  have  been 
raised.  The  Bill  contains  certain  pro- 
visions as  to  the  exercise  of  patronage,, 
but  if  no  disability  exists  at  present,  it 
is  rather  inconsistent  to  impose  restiic- 
tions  as  this  Bill  proposes.  It  is  said 
that  Boman  Catholics  in  other  positions 
have  fairly  exercised  their  patronage,  but 
it  is  not  sufficient  that  the  holder  of  an 
office  should  perform  his  duties  without 
cause  of  complaint.  It  is  extremely 
important  that  the  public  should  bo 
satisfied  that  those  duties  are  satis- 
factorily executed.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  patrouage  of  the  Lord 
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Chancellor,  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  is  of  an  ecclesiastical  character, 
which  has  come  to  be  regarded  as  being 
only  fitly  exercised  by  a  member  of  the 
Protestant  Church.  I  desire  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very  sincerely 
for  his  expression  of  respect  for  the 
profession  of  which  I  am  the  unworthy 
representative.  He  spoke  of  it  as  a 
glorious  profession,  and  pictured  the 
hardship  of  a  young  man  going  to  the 
Bar,  and,  by  his  own  talent,  becoming  the 
head  of  his  profession,  and  then  being 
deemed  unfit  to  fill  the  highest  office 
open  to  the  members  of  that  profession 
because  of  his  religious  belief.  Large 
numbers  of  men  of  the  Catholic  religion 
have  gone  to  the  Bar,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
strong  testimony  to  their  high  principles 
that  they  have  recognised  that  their  first 
duty  is  to  their  religious  belief,  and  that 
they  have  not,  therefore,  sought  to  take 
offices  to  the  qualifying  oath  for  which, 
on  religious  grounds,  they  could  not  sub- 
scribe. That  is  a  sentiment  which  ought 
to  be  encouraged,  and  no  man  ought  to 
regret  his  personal  disability  in  that 
respect.  But  why,  I  wish  to  know,  is 
•this  Bill  brought  forward  now?  Its 
supporters  admit  that  it  is  doubtful 
whether  it  is  required  for  the  removal 
of  legal  disabilities ;  and  they  also  admit 
that,  if  required  for  that  purpose,  they 
have  had  opportunity  after  opportunity 
of  initiating  such  legislation.  Why, 
then,  is  the  Bill  proposed  now  ?  Can 
its  supporters  say  that  it  has  no 
oonnection  with  their  Home  Rule 
schemes,  and  will  the  electors  of  this 
oountry  think  that  it  has  no  connection 
with  those  schemes?  What  has  been 
one  of  the  most  important  arguments  we 
have  used  on  behalf  of  the  Unionist  plat 
form  in  this  House?  It  has  been  in 
defence  of  the  Protestants  of  Ireland.  If 
Home  Rule  is  granted  to  Ireland  the 
Protestant  community  will  probably  look 
upon  the  Protestant  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
their  sole  remaining  protection.  Some 
people  may  think  that  protection  would 
only  be  nominal,  others  that  it  would  be 
substantial ;  but  what  justification  is 
there  for  removing  it  at  a  time  when  it 
is  most  important  that  the  idea  should 
not  spread  further  that  there  is  an 
intention  of  separating  the  kingdom  of 
Ireland  from  Great  Britain?  It  is  in 
this  connection  that  the  question  of  the 
Crown  comes  in,  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teuBJii  is  the  representative  of  the 
Str^,  Webster 


Crown ;  he  is,  so  far  as  anyone  can  be  in 
Ireland,  the  representative  of  the  Sove- 
reign. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  I  may  point 
out,  has  never  retreated  from  the 
position  taken  up  by  him  in  the  pamph- 
lets, from  which  extracts  have  been  read. 
In  the  later  pamphlet  he  has,  it  is  true, 
inserted  a  paragraph  saying  that  his 
object  has  been  gained  by  the  collection 
of  a  large  amount  of  testimony  as  to  the 
loyalty  of  Roman  Catholics ;  but  he 
has,  at  the  same  time,  repeated  in 
still  stronger  lang^ge  his  views  as  to 
the  dangers  that  might  arise  in  conse- 
quence of  the  ascendency  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  church  over  the  followers  of 
that  religion.  Those  who  support  the 
Bill  have  not  been  able  to  s»y  that  the 
bulk  of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  demand  that  it 
should  be  passed,  and  they  have  not 
ventured  to  say  that  it  has  no  connection 
with  the  Home  Rule  scheme  of  1886.  I 
maintain  that  no  case  has  been  made  out 
for  passing  the  measure,  and  I  trust  that 
it  will  be  rejected  by  a  substantial 
majority. 

*(4.55.)  Mr.  De  LISLE  (Leicester- 
shire, Mid)  :  I  crave  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  for  a  few  moments  while  I 
explain  the  delicate  position  in  which 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  h'ls 
placed  me.  As  a  Catholic  I  have  no 
doubt  as  to  the  side  on  which  I  should 
vote  ;  but  when  I  view  the  question  as 
a  Unionist  the  matter  appears  to  be  a 
little  more  complicated.  As  one  who 
supports  the  legal  status  of  the  Church 
of  England  my  position  is  yet  more  com- 
plicated. Politically  I  support  the  legal 
status  of  the  Established  Church  on  the 
grounds  laid  down  by  the  late  Cardinal 
Newman,  in  the  well-known  passage. 
Apologia^  Note  E — 

«  I  recognize  in  the  Anglican  Church,  a 
time-honoured  institution,  of  noble  historical 
memories,  a  monument  oif  ancient  wisdom,  a 
momentous  arm  of  political  strength,  a  great 
national  organ,  a  source  of  vast  popular  advan- 
tage,  and,  to   a  certain  point,  a   witness  and 

teacher  of  religious  truth Doubtless 

the  National  Church  has  hitherto  been  a  service- 
able breakwater  against  doctrinal  errors  more 
fundamental  than  its  own,  and  my  own  idea 
of  a  Catholic's  fitting  attitude  towards  the 
National  Church  is  that  of  assisting  and  sustain- 
ing, if  it  be  in  our  power,  in  the  interests  of 
dogmatic  truth." 

Fortified  by  this  opinion,  I  asked  the 
suffrages  of  the  electors  of  Mid  Laicester- 
shire  as  a  supporter  of  the  legal  status 
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of  the  Established  Church,  and  bitterly 
I  was  attacked  on  that  account  by  many 
co-religionists.  And  now  to  connect 
my  position  with  regard  to  this 
Bill.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  is 
closely  connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  but  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land's position  is  .different,  because  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  has  been 
disestablished.  If  I  thought  that  by 
voting  for  the  Bill  I  should  assist  those 
who  desire  to  disestablish  the  National 
Church  I  should  not  feel  myself  justified 
in  voting  for  it ;  but  it  has  been  made 
clear  in  the  Debate  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  that  it  is  not  necessary 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  be 
a  member  of  the  Established  Church. 
If  by  my  vote  I  were  to  express 
the  view  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
could  not  be  trusted  to  perform 
honestly  duties  which  a  Jew  or  an 
agnostic  may  be  entrusted  with,  1  should 
be  casting  a  slur  upon  my  co-religionists. 
Kow,  a9  to  the  question  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy of  Ireland ;  what  is  my  attitude  ? 
I  came  forward  as  a  Unionist,  not  with 
the  intention  of  supporting  the  Protes- 
tant ascendency  in  Ireland,  but  because 
in  my  belief  Catholic  interests  would  be 
best  served  by  the  maintenance  of  the 
Union.  That  is  not  the  opinion  held  by 
gentlemen  representing  Irish  consti- 
tuencies, but  it  happens  to  be  the  opinion 
of  the  vast  majority  of  the  English 
Catholic  Unionists ;  and  I  believe  as  time 
goes  on  it  will  become  the  opinion  of 
what  I  may  call  the  Clerical  party  in  Ire- 
land. I  very  much  regret  the  position 
the  Government  have  taken  up,  and  I 
challenge  any  of  the  law  officers  to 
prove  I  am  wrong  in  what  I  am  going  to 
fiay.  The  (Government  have  taken  up  a 
position  of  hostility  to  this  Motion, 
-although  they  know  the  disability  has 
been  already  abolished.  The  Tests  Act 
of  Charles  II.  imposed,  and  the  Catholic 
Emancipation  Act  maintained,  the 
disability  in  regard  to  the  oath,  but 
the  Act  of  1863  abolished  the  oath 
altogether,  which  h^herto  prevented 
the  Catholics  occupying  any  high  posi- 
tion. I,  as  a  Catholic,  thank  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  for  his 
magnificent  speech,  which  will  go  far 
to  remove  the  feelings  of  soreness  which 
his  Vatican  Decrees  created.  What  has 
the  riofbt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  to  do  when  he  is  in 


Office  ?  Why,  to  make  Lord  Bipon 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
C.  Russell)  Lord  High  Chancellor  of 
England.  What  will  happen?  All  that 
anybody  can  do 'is  to  ask  those  gentle- 
men to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance. 
Should  they  refuse  to  do  so  they  would  be 
fined  the  sum  of  £500.  But  once  they 
had  taken  the  oath,  and  there  is  nothing 
contrary  to  the  Catholic  Faith  to  pre- 
vent them,  they  can  perform  the 
whole  of  the  duties  connected  with  the 
offices.  It  is  quite  true  that  in  1863 
Parliament  did  not  intend  to  abolish  the 
disability,  but  they  did  so  nevertheless, 
and  all  the  king's  horses  and  all  the 
king's  men  cannot  set  it  up  again. 
Well,  I  entered  the  House  to  day 
with  the  intention  of  abstaining  from 
voting,  because  it  seemed  to  me  perfectly 
immaterial  whether  I  voted  for  a  Bill 
which  had  no  operative  force,  or  abstained 
from  voting  for  a  disability  which  no 
longer  exists ;  and  if  there  had  been  no 
glorification  of  the  Reformation  I  should 
have  abstained  from  voting.  But  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  glorification  of  the  Reforma- 
tion makes  it  impossible  for  me  to  absent 
myself  from  the  Division,  and  I  should 
like  to  remind  my  hon.  Friends  who 
have  glorified  the  Reformation  that  the 
opinion  they  hold  is  fast  fading  away  in 
this  country.  What  is  the  opinion 
which  is  fast  obtaining  in  this  country  ? 
I  will  quote,  not  a  Roman  Catholic,  but 
a  Protestant  historian — Cobbett's  His- 
^o^  of  ^  Reformation — showing  how 
it  has  impoverished  and  degraded  the 
main  body  of  the  people,  p.  2 — 

'*  Now,  my  friends,  a  fair  and  honest  inquiry 
will  teach  us  that  this  was  an  alteration  greatly 
for  the  worse ;  that  the  '  Reformation,'  as  it  is 
called,  was  engendered  in  beastly  lust,  brought 
forth  in  hypocrisy  and  perfidy,  and  cherished 
and  fed  by  plunder,  devastation,  and  by  xivers 
of  innocent  English  and  Irish  blood ;  and  that 
as  to  its  more  remote  consequences  they  are 
some  of  them  now  before  us  in  that  misery, 
that  beggary,  that  nakedness,  that  hunger, 
that  everlasting  wrangling  and  spite  which  now 
stare  us  in  the  face  and  stun  our  ears  at  every 
turn,  and  which  the  Reformation  has  given 
us  in  exchange  for  the  ease  and  happiness  and 
harmony  and  Christian  charity,  enjoyed  so 
abundantly,  and  for  se  many  ages,  by  our 
Catholic  forefathers." 

The  classes — and  I  am  still  sufficiently 
a  Tory  to  think  the  classes  under- 
stand the  question  better  than  the 
masses — the  classes  are  already  ashamed 
of  the  word  "  Protestant ;  "  they  call 
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themselves  Catholics,  and  not  Roman 
Catholics.  If  you  look  at  the  Test 
Act  of  Charles  11.,  yon  will  find  we 
were  not  even  honoured  hy  the  title  of 
Roman  Catholics,  we  were  called  Popish 
recnsants.  The  reason  why  I  refer  to 
this  is  that  it  brings  me  back  to  the 
question  of  the  Union,  and  it  is  from  the 
Unionist  point  of  view  I  am  now  going 
to  direct  my  remarks.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  if  there  had  not  been  the  cruel 
-attempts  to  compel  the  Irish  people  to 
adopt  the  reformed  religion,  the  present 
strained  ^relations  between  England  and 
Ireland  would  never  have  existed ;  and  it 
is  because  I  look  forward  to  the  day 
when  the  Irish  people  will  be  as  attached 
to  the  Union  as  I  am  that  I  depre- 
cate the  introduction  of  these  questions, 
and  feel  compelled  to  vote  for  the  BilL 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  mistaken  in  saying 
these  two  were  the  only  religious  dis- 
abilities left  in  the  Statute  Book.  If 
the  Union  is  to  be  a  success  we  must 
gain  over  the  clergy  of  Ireland  to  the 
cause  of  law  and  order ;  but  I  ask  any 
sensible  Englishman  how  he  can  expect 
the  clergy  of  Ireland,  unless  they  ascend 
to  the  practice  of  heroic  virtue,  to  sup- 
port law  and  order,  as  they  ought  to  as 
clergymen,  so  long  as  these  statutes  re- 
main unrepealed  ?  There  are  two  sets  of 
clauses  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation  which 
have  not  been  repealed.  One  prevents 
priests  of  the  Church  of  Rome  being 
elected  as  Members  of  Parliament  I 
have  no  wish  to  introduce  50  Irish  priests 
into  this  House  ;  but  I  maintain  that  if 
you  inflict  upon  priests  this  disability 
which  is  removed  from  Wesleyan,  Metho- 
dist,andPresbyterian  minis  terd,youought 
to  allow  them  to  be  represented  in  the 
Upper  House,  as  you  allow  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England.  Then  there 
are  half  a  dozen  other  clauses  explicitly 
intended  to  gradually  sweep  away  all 
the  Religious  Orders  in  Ireland,  and 
making  it  a  penal  offence  for  any  men 
to  dwell  together  in  religious  brother- 
hoods or  communities,  and  these  dis- 
abilities continue  to  rankle  in  the  minds 
of  the  clergy  of  Ireland.  I  remember 
Abbot  Fitzpatrick,  of  Mount  Melleray, 
the  head  of  the  Cistercian  Order  in 
Ireland,  saying  to  me,  "How  can  you 
expect  us  to  be  enthusiastic  in  favour 
of  law  and  order  when  our  very 
existence,  when  the  very  practice 
ol  pur  rpligious  duty  is  as  milaw- 
Jfr.  De  Lisle 


ful  in  this  country  as  either  boy- 
cotting or  the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?  *'  By 
Section  28  and  following  sections  the 
practice  of  religious  duties  by  religious 
bodies  is  unlawful.  It  is  the  same  in 
England,  but  we  are  not  a  sentimental 
people  rather  a  practical  people,  and 
once  a  law  has  become  a  desul  letter 
we  are  content  to  ignore  it.  That  is 
uot  so  in  Ireland.  I  ask  the  House 
how  they  can  expect  a  body  of 
clergy  to  be  devoted  to  the  sup- 
port of  law  and  order  when  statutes 
such  as  I  have  cited  remain  in  force  ?  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  particular  dis- 
abilities to  which  I  have  referred  are 
well  worthy  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  I 
hope  he  will  soon  introduce  a  Bill  to 
repeal  these  real  hardships.  Under  all 
the  circumstances,  it  will  be  impossible 
for  me  to  refrain  from  voting,  and  there- 
fore with  very  great  regret,  but  without 
any  wish* to  blame  too  Eeriously  the  posi- 
tion the  Government  have  taken  up,  I 
shall  have  to  go  into  the  Lobby  against 
them.  \lronic<d  cries  q/""  Oh,  oh  !"]  If 
the  Union  were  still  trembling  in  the 
balance,  I  might  still  consider  it  my 
highest  duty  to  support  the  Government 
in  difficulties,  but  having  no  fear  of  the 
future,  confident  that  Home  Rule  is 
dead,  I  am  going  to  vote  f  jr  the  inope- 
rativeiBill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
*(5.15.)  Ma.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  (Stirling,  &c,)  :  I  am  sure  the 
whole  House  has  listened  with  much 
sympathy  to  the  recital  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  given  of  his  honest  efforts 
to  steer  a  course  amongst  the  various 
currents  which  move  him  in  opposite 
directions,  but  the  House  will  expect 
some  answer  to  be  given  to  the  questions 
urged  in  the  Debate  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House.  We  have  had  the 
advantage  of  two  speeches  from  the 
Ministerial  Bench,  but  I  am  bound  to  say 
they  left  me  and  others  in  complete 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  Government  are 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill  or 
against  it.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea> 
sury  asked,  "Why  was  the  Bill  not 
introduced  long  ago  ?  "  He  said  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  "  You  were  in  power 
for  a  great  many  years,  and  you  never 
touched  these  disabilities  of  which  you 
now  complain  so  loudly."  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  not  altogether  unoccupied 
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in  those  years  when  he  was  at  the  head 
cf  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
First  Lorti  of  the  Treasury's  inquiry  is 
one  which  mi^lit  be  addressed  on  every 
occasion  when  a  new  reform  is  proposed. 
Bat  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
asked,  **  Are  you  sure  the  Bill  is  ueces- 
aary?  Have  not  eminent  lawyers 
stated  that,  in  their  opinion^  these  dis- 
abilities are  already  abolished  ?"  It  is  a 
complicated  question  of  legal  decision  ; 
but  one  thing,  at  all  events,  is  certain, 
namely,  that,  whether  the  effect  of  the 
Acts  of  18G3  and  of  1867  is  or  is  not 
what  Sir  John  Coleridge  hns  said  it  is,  if 
the  disqualification  has  been  abolished  it 
has  been  done  without  the  cognizance 
and  intention  of  Pai-liament,  and  until 
the  intention  of  Parliament  is  declared 
on  the  subject  no  one  could  act  on  the 
supposed  effect  of  the  law.  The  spokes- 
men of  the  Government  have  been  lavish 
in  their  admiration  of  the  loyalty  of  their 
Catholic  fellow-subjects ;  but  I  imagine 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  would  more  ap- 
preciate those  compliments  if  they  saw 
the  Government  doing  something  to 
relieve  them  of  these  disabilities,  and  did 
not  content  themselves  with  mere  empty 
words.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasnry 
submitted  that  it  is  undesirable  to  open 
these  offices  in  view  of  the  strong 
prejudice  which  existed  in  certainquarters 
of  this  country.  The  House  of  Commons, 
then,  is  to  yield  to  prejudice.  That  is  the 
dicium  of  the  representative  of  the 
Government  which  is  the  great  bulw^ark 
against  the  progress  of  democratic  feeling? 
and  the  great  protector  of  right  principle 
against  ontaide  clamour.  Surely  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that  three  executive 
offices,  and  three  only,  were  reserved  in 
1829  from  the  general  provisions  d  the 
Emancipation  Act.  There  was  also  the 
ceremonial  office  of  Lord  High  Commis- 
sioner to  the  General  Assembly  uf  the 
Church  of  Scotland— but  everyone  must 
agree  that  that  is  not  an  executive  office, 
and  therefore  not  open  to  the  same  con- 
siderations as  the  offices  of  Lord  Chancellor 
and  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland ;  and  also 
that  it  would  be  altogether  unreasonable 
to  throw  that  office  open  to  a  person  who 
was  distasteful  to  every  member  of  the 
body  whose  presence  he  represented.  If 
the  object  and  basis  of  that  reservation  of 
offices  was  the  anticipation  or  allegation  of 
possible  political  danger,  surely  it  is  reason- 
VOk  CCCXLIX,     [thtro  seriesJ 


able  to  suppose  that  the  area  of  restriction 
would  liave  been  very  much  larger,  and 
that  many  more  offices  would  have  been 
reserved.  When  one  remembers  the 
state  of  feeling  at  the  time- — when  we 
remember  that  the  whole  municipal  life, 
the  whole  Parliamentary  life,  the  whole 
official  life  of  the  country  was  for  the  first 
time  being  thrown  open  to  Catholics — 
surely  it  is  an  extraordinary  fact,  con- 
sidering the  angry  and  suspicious  feeling 
which  existed,  that  three  offices  only 
were  selected  for  reservation,  I  will  tell 
the  House  why  these  offices  were 
reserved,  and  no  other.  It  was  for  no 
other  reason  than  this,  that  the  offices 
possessed  Church  patronage.  It  is  ob- 
vious to  anyone  who  considers  the  mat- 
ter that  many  other  offices — the  Home 
Secretary,  the  Foreign  Secretary,  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury — if  there  had  been  a  suspicion 
of  danger  to  the  Constitution  and  the 
liberties  of  the  lieges,  would  have  been 
reserved,  rather  than  those  of  the  Lord 
Cliancellor  in  England  or  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  That  what  I  have 
just  stated  was  the  only  reason  for  the 
reservation  is  clear  from  the  speech  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  introducing  the  Relief 
Bill  of  1829,  who  said— 

*'  It  would  nevertheless  be  quite  consistent 
with  its  general  priociplo  ** — 

that  is,  the  general  principle  of  Catholic 
Emancipation — 

**  to  exclude  Roman  Catholics  from  a  certain 
limited  numbor  of  offices  which  have  special 
and  peculiar  dutiea  attached  to  them  connected 
with  the  patronage  of  the  Church,  or  with 
educatioD,  or  with  the  admimstratioa  of  eG€lo<> 
siastical  law.'* 

The  position,  then,  with  regard  to  these 
offices  is  briefly  this : — The  Irish  Lord 
Chancellorship  was  opened  to  CatholiGS 
by  a  Conservative  Government  in  1867, 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has 
lost  any  Church  patronage  he  had  by 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
and  there  only  remains,  therefore,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  as  to 
whom  the  point  is  still  open  that 
he  posaesses  the  right  of  patronage 
and  other  interference  in  Church 
naatters*  My  right  Lon»  Friend  made 
a  statement  in  introducing  the  Dill 
which,  I  think,  requires  a  littla 
explanation.  He  said  wo  had  followed 
precedent  in  the  drafting  of  the  Bill, 
but  theie  were  some  particulars  in   it 
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which  we  thought  ought  to  be  altered. 
Undoubte^ijt  Ciauee  3  as  it  now  stands 
does  appear  to  impose  a  certain  new  dis- 
ability upon  Nonconformists  and  persons 
who  are  not  members  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  therefore  my  right  hon. 
Friend  suggested  that  the  Bill  should 
be  committed  proformd  for  the  purpose* 
of  making  the  alteration.  That  is  the 
proper  and  regular  and  old-fashioned 
way  of  doing  it ;  but  it  could  be  done,  of 
course,  by  way  of  Amendment  in  Com- 
mittee.   The  clause  runs — 

'*  In  case  the  office  of  Lord  High  Chancellor 
•hoold  be  held  by  any  person  not  being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Church  of  Bngland,  then  hie  right 
of  presentation  should  pass." 

We  propose  to  leave  out  "  not  being  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England," 
and  substitute  "professing  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion."  That  would  leave 
all  Nonconformists,  and  others  who  at 
presefit  have  this  right,  untouched. 
We  would  also  strike  out  the  words 
"being  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England,"  which  occur  later  in  the 
clause. 

(5.30.)  The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes 
224;  Noes  256.— (Div.  List,  No.  84.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Beading  put  off  for  six 
months. 

MOTIONS. 


VOLUKTEER    ACT    (1863)  AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Volunteer  Act,  1863,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Boord,  Colonel  Laurie,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  and  Mr.  Gourley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  186.] 

FALSE  MARKING   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  to 
check  the  false  Marking  of  worthleea  goods  by 
the  use  of  '* blind"  or  fictitious  names, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Mr.  Frank  Hardcastle,  Mr.  Jasper 
More,  and  Mr.  Blaine. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

FACTORIES,  CERTIFICATES  OF  BIRTH  (fEES) 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  David  Randell,  Bill  to 
reduce  the  Fees  payable  in  respect  of  Certifi- 
cates of  Birth  of  y^oung  persons  employed  in 
Factories,  ordered  tQ  be  brought   in  by  Mr. 


David  Randell,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  James  Maclean, 
Mr.  William  Abraham  (Rhondda),  Mr.  Eenyon, 
and  Mr.  Samuel  Evans. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  188.] 


l^IRST  OFFENDERS. 
Address  for — 

'*  Return  of  the  number  of  cases  within  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  Lancashire,  Sta£fordshiref  War-. 
wickshire*  and  Durham,  in  which  persona 
convicted  of  first  o£fences  have,  by  reason  of 
their  youth  or  the  trivial  nature  of  the  offence, 
beei^  released  under  recognizances  on  probation 
of  good  conduct  in  the  years  1888,  1889,  and 
1890,  under  *  llie  Probation  of  First  Offenders 
Act,  1887;"* 

'*  And,  of  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
such  persons  have  been  called  upon  to  appear 
and  receive  judgment,  or  are  known  to  have 
been  subsequently  convicted  of  a  fresh  offence." 
^(Mr.  Howard  Vinetnt,) 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts  do  consist  of  12  Members. 

Sir  Ughtrod  Eay-Shuttleworth,  Mr.  Barran, 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
Crawford,  Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Salt,  Sir  Richard 
Temple,  Mr.  Webb,  and  Mr.  Wodehouse 
nommated  Members  of  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. — {Mr, 
J0ek§on.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 
Second  Report  brought  up,  and  read  ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
On  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  Perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  refer  to  the  arrangements  for 
Public  Business.  I  made  a  promise  that 
if  the  Tithe  Bill  passed  through  all  its 
stages  this  week  I  would  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne the  first  place  on  Mon- 
day for  his  Motion  with  respect  to  Irish 
affairs.  The  Tithe  Bill  is  down  for 
Report  to-morrow,  and  it  is  therefore 
necessary,  if  its  stages  are  to  be  con- 
cluded this  week,  that  it  should  also  be 
read  a  third  time  on  Friday.  If,  there- 
fore, I  ask  for  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Friday,  I  hope  the  proposal  will  be 
acceptable  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  I  think  it  will  be  the  mcst 
convenient  course. 
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Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  B.): 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  makes  a  Motion  for  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  Friday  I  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLBY  (Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  fulfilling  his  engage- 
ment with  regard  to  Monday.  I  would 
remind  him  that  he  promised  two  nights 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Motion.  May 
I  take  this  opportunity  of  asking  that 
the  Government  will  give  full  notice  of 
their  intention  to  proceed  with  the 
Indian  Councils  Bill  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  endeavour 
to  do  so ;  communications  are,  I  believe, 
passing  between  my  hon.  Friend  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  trust 
we  may  have  the  assistance  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
our  endeavour  to  keep  the  engagement 
lor  Monday ;  but  if  we  are  driven  over 
to  Monday  for  the  Tithes  Bill,  then  I 
cannot  oner  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  day. 

Mr.  J.  MORLBY:  Supposing  that 
catastrophe  should  happen,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  content  to 
give  me  first  place  on  Thursday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That,  of  course, 
would  be  the  only  course  open  to  me. 


But  I  think  it  will  be  more  convenient 
to  adhere  to  the  arrangement  made,  and 
that  it  will  be  seen  I  have  not  made  an 
unreasonable  proposal. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
With  reference  to  the  Irish  Bills,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in  what 
order  it  is  proposed  to  take  them  ? 

♦Mr.  .W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Money 
Resolution  will  be  proposed  first,  and 
then  the  Land  Purchase  Bill  will  be 
proceeded  with  from  day  to  day. 

POLISH  POLITICAL  PRISONERS. 

♦Sir  J.  POPE  HBNNBSSY  (Kilkenny, 
N.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Government 
have  any  information  with  respect  to 
the  treatment  of  political  prisoners  in 
Poland,  as  referred  to  in  the  Times  of 
to-day? 

♦The  UNDBR  SECRETARY  ok  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.):  We  have 
received  no  information  on  the  matter 
referred  to  in  that  article. 

House  adjoomed  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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ABRAHAM,     Mr.     W.,    Ohmorgan, 
Itlioiidda 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Res.  1188 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recoverv  Bill,  2R.  322  ; 
Com.  1108, 1307,  1571,  1672,  1593 

Access  to  Motmtains  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°»  A'or  27,  136 

Accumulations  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  Read  1"*  A'or  27,  150 

AcLAXD,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.,  Cormeall,  Laun- 
cestoii 
Tifche    Rent-Chirge    Rocovery    BiP,    Com. 
1354 

Admiralty — {see  Navy) 

Admiralty— First  Lord   (see   Hamilton,  j 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 
VOL.  CCCXLIX.     [third  series.] 


Admiralty — Civil  Lord 
Bartlett,  Mr.  E.) 


{sff   Ashmead- 


Admi  R alt  Y— Secretary  to  (see  For  wood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

ADVOCvrE,    The    Lord    {see    RoBERTsoy> 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B,) 

Africa 
Anti'Stavery  Conference  (see  Brussels) 
Portuguese  and  English  in  Africa — Mozain- 
biqite  Company^  South  Africa  Company, 
^c,  Q.  Mr.  Bryce  ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  5, 663 ;  Q.,  Obs.  Earl  Gran- 
ville,  The  Sec.  for  Fd.  Affrs.  Dec  8, 685  ;  Qs. 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  As.  The  Under 
Sec.  ti  r  Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  9,  760 ;  Qs.  Mr. 
Brvce,  Dr.  Clark  ;  As.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fu.  Affrs.  Jan  23.  897  ;  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden. 
Powell ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
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Jan  26,  1028;  Qs.  Mr.  Labonoliere,  Mr. 
Gonybeare,  Sir  G.  Campbell;  As.  The 
Under  See.  for  Cols.,  Mr.  Speaker  Jan  27, 
1141;  Qs.  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Labou- 
ohere ;  As.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
Jan  29,  1283 

Africa  (Central) 

Emin  Pasha  Relief  Expedition^  Charges 
Against  the  Members  of,  Q.  Mr.  Cremer; 
A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Nov  25, 37  j  Qs. 
Mr.  Labonchere,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  As.  The 
Att.  Gen.  Bee  5,  661 

Africa  (East  Coast) 

Mozambique  Company    (see  Africa — Portu- 

guese,  ^c.) 
Slave     Trade     and     Portugal^    Q.    Mr.    A. 

M'Arthur ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols. 

Dec  1,  234 
Vitu,  Sultan   of,  Qs.  Mr.  S.   Buxton;    As. 

The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Nov  27, 

128  5  Dec  5,  651 


Africa  (South  Coast) 

South  Africa  Company  (m 
guese,  ^c.) 


I  Africa — Portu- 


Africa  (South  East) 

Affray    in  Mutaca's  Country  (see  Africa — 
Portuguese,  ^c.) 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Crozet    Islands  and  Her  Majesty's    Vessels, 

Q.  Mr.  Leng ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Ad  my. 

Dec  8,  697 
Gold  Coast — Akoto  Mamley,  Q.  Mr.  Picton  ; 

A.    The    Under  Sec.    for    Cols.    Dec    1, 

235 
King  Ja  Ja  ofOpobo,  Qs.  Mr.  Picton,  Sir  W. 

Foster;     As.    The   Under  Sec.  for    Fn. 

Affrs.  Dec  2,  342  ;  Qs.  Sir  W.  Foster,  Mr. 

PictoD,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  As.  The  Under 

Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  5,  643 
Oil     River     Districts,     Administration     of, 

Q.  Mr.  Picton  ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn. 

Affrs.  Dec  2, 343 
Slave  Trade,  Q.  Mr.  Picton ;   A.  The  Under 

Sec.  for  Cols.  Dec  1,  234 

Agricultural  Department  (see  Board  of 
Agriculture) 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  !«•  Nov  26,  113 

Agricultural   Tenants'   Improvements 
BUI 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  ♦  Jan  23,  903 

Alien  Act 
(See  JPmt'^rathn) 


Allotments 

Labourers*  Allotments,  Qs.  Sir  W.  Foster ;  As. 
The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  23,  901 ;  Feb 
3, 1624 

Allotments  BUI 

Q.  Mr.  Cobb ;  A.  The  Pres.  Loc.  Got.  Bd. 
Jan  27,  1145 

Allsopp,  Hon.  G.  H.,  Worcester 
County  Councils  and  Pleasure  Boats  on  the 
Severn,  126 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex,  Harrow 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  1095, 
1098,  1324,  1586 

America  (South) 

Chili— Revolution,  Q.  Mr.  Duncan;  A.  Tne 
Under  Sec.  for  Fa.  Affrs.  Jan  30, 1392 

America  (United  States) 

Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  Q.  Mr.  Bryce;  A. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Jan  23,  898; 
Q.  Mr.  Gourley ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fu.  Affrs.  Jan  26,  1019 ;  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
Feb  3,  1623 

Cattle,  Carriage  of,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Wilson ;  A« 
The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag.  Jan  27,  1145 

Scotch  and  American  Mails,  Q.  Mr.  Leng ; 
A.  The  P.M.  Qon.  Jan  29,  1291 

Washington  — International  Maritime  Con- 
ference, Q.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  A.  The 
Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Jan  29,  1287 

Anglo- Portngn-ese  Convention  (see  PoR- 
Tur,At) 

Anti' Slavery  Conjerence  (see  Brussels) 

Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill 

l.  Presented  ;  Read  1*  •  Nov  26,  32 

Head  2"  and  com.  to  Com.  of  the  whole 
Honsa  Dec  2,  335 

Com.  •  ;  Reported  Dec  8,  687 

Read  3*  *  and  passed  Dec  9,  745 
c.  Read  1°  *  Jan  29,  1381 

Architects'  Registration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1°  •  Dec  9,  768 

ArdiLADN,  Lord 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  11 

Armenia 

Papers  Relating  to,  Qs.  Mr.  Brjce,  Mr.  F*  S. 
Stevenson ;  As.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn. 
Affrs.  Nov  27,  128;  Q.  Mr.  Levoaou- 
Gower;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
Jan  26,  1021 
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Barracks 

Cavalry  Barracks  at  Windsor,  Q.   Sir  S. 
Wilson ;  A.   The   Sec.  for  War  Dec  9, 
•    750 

Wellington 
Crimean   Ouardnmen,  Q.  Mr.  Baird  ;  A. 

The  Sec.  for  War  Dec  2,  347 
Married  Men*s  QtiarterSj  Q.  Mr.  Bartley ; 
A.  The  Seo.  for  War  Dec  2,  347 
Woolwichf  Theatrical    Entertainments    at, 
Q.  Mr.  Piokersgill ;  A.  The  Fin.  Sec.  for 
War  Jan  29, 1286 

Ceylon — Military  Expedition,  Q.  Sir  R.  Leth- 
bridge  J  A.  The  Under  Seo.  for  Cols.  Dec  2, 
346 
India 

ColoneVs  Allowances^    Q.  Mr.   King ;    A. 

The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Feb  3,  1615 
Military   Stores,   Q.  Mr.    Bradlaugh;    A. 

The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec  6,  642  j 

Q.  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 

Treas.  Dec  S,  695 

Ireland  —  Donegal     Militia,     Q.     Mr.     A. 

O'Connor  J  A.  The  Fin.  Sec.  for  War  Feb 

3,  1629 
Medical  Department — Proposed  Changes,  Q. 

Dr.  Farqahars3n ;    A.  The  Seo.  for  War 

Dec  8,  700 

Miscellaneous 

Battery  and  Earthworks  near  Sunderland, 

Q.  Mr.  Gourleyj  A.  The  Sec.  for  War 

Jan  27,  1148 
Inchkeith  Island,  Purchase  of,    ^c,  Q.  Sir 

D.  Carrie;  A.  The    Sec.  for  War  Nov 

28,  165 
Tower  of  London  Wharf,  Q.  Mr.  Montaga  j 

A.  The  Fin.  Sec.  for  War  Feb  3,  1618 
Wall  Marsh,  Sheerness,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Knatch- 

bnll-Hugessen  ;    A.  The  Fin.  Sec.  for 

War  Feb  3,  1620 

OJicers 

Colonels,  Senior,  Qs.  General  Frasor;  As. 

The  Sec  for  War  Nov  27, 125 ;  Dec  4, 534 
•*  Mitchell  T.  Regina,"  Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham  j 

A.  The  Sec.  for  War  Nov  28,  164  j  Qs. 

Mr.  C.  Graham ;   As.  The  Home  See., 

The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  4,  529 ; 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen. 

Dec  9,  761 
Royal   Engineers — Petition    to   the  Queen, 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  A.  The  Home  Sec. 

Dec  4,  527 

Ordnance  and  Manufacturing  Departments 
Magazine  Rifles,  Qs.  Mr.  Uanbnry,  Colonel 
Nolan,  Sir  W.  Barttelot;  As.  The  Sec. 
for  War,  The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Dec  4, 
517  J  Q.  Mr.  Woodall ;  A.  The  Sec.  for 
War  Dec  5,  648  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Marjoribanks  ; 
As.  The  Fin.  Seo.  for  War  Jan  26,  1022 ; 
Jan  27, 1151 ;  Q.  Major  Basch ;  A.  The. 
Fin.  Seo.  for  War  Jan  30,  1395 ;  Q.  Mr. 
D.  Thomas  5  A.  The  Fin.  Sec.  for  War 
Feb  3, 1624 ;  Motion  Feb  3, 1631 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Private  Contractors  and 
Discharged  Workmen,  Qs.  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  As.  The  Sec.  for  War  Dec  6, 
649  J  Dec  9,  749 

[cont. 


Abmy — cent. 

Pensions  and  SuperanniMtions 
Higham,  J.,  Case  of,   Q.   Mr.   Lawson ;  A. 

The  Fin.  Seo.  for  War  Feb  2,  1518 
Royal  Warrants,  Q.   Mr.  C.  Graham;  A. 
The  Seo.  for  War  Dec  9,  749 

Army  Rifles 

Address  for  Return  Jan  23,  903 

Artificial  Mannres,  ftc.  (Adulteration) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  P«  Nov  26,  115 

AsHBK,   Mr.  A.,  Elgin,  <kc. 
Roads  and  Streets  in  Police  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1207 

AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  JE. 

Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,  2R. 
1774 

Atherlbt- JoxES,  Mr.   L.,  Durham,  iT.  W. 
Eviction  of  Miners,  1147 

Atkinson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Boston 

Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  725 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  435 
Tithe  Rent.Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  301 

Attorney  General  (see    Webster,   Sir 
R.  E.) 

Attorney    General   for    Ireland    {see 
Madden,  Right  Hon.  D.  H.) 

Atistralasia  Federal  Council  (see  PACinc 
Islands) 

Australian  Colonies 

Queensland 
Separate  Colonies,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Heaton ;  A. 

The  Under  Seo.  for  Cols.  Dec  9,  752 
South  Sea  Islands  Labourers,   Q.   Mr.  S. 

Smith;   A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols. 

Dec  5,  6-17 

Austria 

Zone  Fares  on  Railtvays,  Q.  Mr.  B.  Maple ; 
A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  1, 
236 

Baden-Powell,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirkdale 

Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  1623 

International  Maritime  Conference  at 
Washington,  1287 

Poitngal  and  East  Africa,  1028 

Post  Office— Central  Post  Office  Accom- 
modation, 693 

Railways — Automatic  Electric  Signalling, 
646 

Trade   and  Treaties   Committee   Reports, 
1146 
4B2 
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Baibd,  Mr.  J.  G.  A.,  GlasgoWy  Central 
Crimean  Veterans  ai  Wellington  Barracks, 

347 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
963 

Balfour  op  Burleigh,  Lord  (Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade) 
Railway  Accident  at  VVortley,  Res.  1010 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land), Manchester^  E. 
Ireland 
Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  (1887)  —  Tipperary  Proeecutiors, 
691 
Distress — Failure  of  Potato  Crop — Relief 
Works,  &c.,  133, 704, 708,  759, 763,  1294, 
1296,  1398,  1399,  1403 
Drainage  Board,  131 
Education — National    Education  Board — 

Vacancy,  &c.,  134,  764 
Land  Acts  and  Land  Commission 
Advances  Under  Land  Acts,  227 
Ashbourne  Acts,  Purchases  Under,  162 
Judicial  RentP,  708 
Land  Pnrohase  Acts  Returns,  131 
LandParchase — Unappropriated  Money, 
349 

Land    Tenure    (Arbitration),  Res.    1469, 
1484,  1488, 1489,  1491,  1 493,  1496,  1497 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Coroner  for  Tipperary,  166 
"Heffernan  r.  Carter  and  Tuoby,"  134 
Police 

Cocstables  Waters  and  O'Shca,  1293 
Constabulary  Force  Fund,  1297 
Miscellaneous 
Censas  Returns,  1408 
Church  Surplus,  1297 
Clare  Slob  Lands,  734 
Irish  Private  Bill  Legislation,  165 
Land  Bills,  228 
Railways  (scr sub-heading  Distress — Relief 
Works) 
Land  Department   (Ireland)   Bill,  2R.  710, 

711,712,713,738 
Parliament 
Adjournment  ~  Christmas    Rcccfls,    Res. 

778,  779 
Tea  Room— Map  of  Proposed  New  Rail- 
ways in  Ireland,  704 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)    Bill,    IR.  137,  147;     2R.  360, 
372,  378,  386,  402,  403,  424,  425,  431 
Notice  of  Motion,  36 
Sinking  Fund,  705 
Roads  and  Streets  in  Police  Bnrghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1217 
Seed  Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

677,  678 
Supply — Ireland— Supplementary  Belief  of 
Distress,  543>554,  562,  563,  570,  574,  675, 
578,  bS2,  589,  502,  594,  596,  596;  Report, 

eso  \ 


Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — cont. 

Tramways     Order     in     Council    (Ireland) 

(Athenry  and  Tnam  Railway)  Bill,   2R. 

770 
Transfer  of  Railways   (Ireland)   Bill,-  IR. 

154;  2R.452 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1° •  Nov  27,  156 

Barclay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forjarshire 

Roads  and  Streets  in  Police  BurgLs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1214 

Bartley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  X, 
Army — WellinRton Barracks— Married  Men's 

Quarters,  347 
Industrial  Profit  Sharing,  1023 
Parliament — Queen's     Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  86 
South   Kensington    Museum,   Plans  for  the 

Completion  of,  1152 

Bauitelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.   B.,   Sussex, 

Army — Magazine  Rifles,  518;  Res.  1673. 
1675 

Parliament— Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath,  Res.  1175 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  267  ; 
Com.  1337 

Baumann,     Mr.      A.     A.,     CamheitveV, 
Peckham 
Railway  Servants — Hours   of  Labour,  Res. 

1.78 
Valuation  (Metropolis)  Act,  1516 

Beach,  Right   Hon.   Sir  M.   E.   Hicks 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade}, 
Bristol,  W. 
Alien  Act,  1145 
Board  of  Trade 
Foreign  Fruit,  161 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  161,  699,  1147 
Merchandise  Marks  Committee,  347 
Trade  and  Treaties  Committee  Reports, 

1146. 
Weighing  Machines,  Stamping  of,  758 

Electric  Lighting  in  London,  748 
Emigration    and    Immigration  —  Destitute 

Immigrants — Polish  Jews,  122 
Industrial  Profit  Sharing,  1023 
Ireland— Fisheries—"  Harold,'*  Wreck  of,  539 
Labour  Bureau,  121 
Merchant  Shipping 

Life-Saving  Appliances,  60S 

New  Load  Line  Law,  652 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  692 
Merchant   Shipping  Act  Amendment   Bill, 

2R.  1200 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1384 
Railways 

Automatic  Electric  Signalling,  G46 

Eastleigh,  Accident  near,  118 

Fares — Printing  on  Tickets,  531 
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Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  R.—cojit, 
Rates,  531,  1029 
Refcurn  Tickets,  1397 
Scotch  Strike,  891.  903, 1287 
Servants — Hours  of  Labour^  525,  526, 65C, 
790,  896,  1023;    Res.   985,   993,  1000, 
1007  J  Select  Com.,  Res.  1716,  1718 
Tannton  Accident,  164 

Railway  Companies  Retnrn  Tickets  Bill,  2R. 
1199 

Tithes 

Goods  Liable  to  Distraints,  1524 
Royal  Commission,  537,  1029, 1396 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  1288; 
Notioeof  Motion,  36;  IR.  136;  2Ii.  241, 
258,  265  ;  Order  for  Com.  619  ;  Com.  1031, 
1032,  1038,  1039,  1042,  1043,  1045  1047, 
1048,  1049, 1052,  1057,  1060.  1066,  1067, 
1068,  1069,  1070,  1073,  1075,  1077,  1078, 
1079,  1080,  1086,  1088,  1089,  1091,  1092, 
1100.  1300,  1311,  1313,  1315,  1323,  1324, 
1328,  1329,  1330,  1331,  1340,  1365,  13G7, 
1376,  1378,  1534,  1535,  1537,  1539,  1540, 
1545,  1548,  1550,  1551,  1557,  1560,  1561, 
1563,  1564,  1578,  1579,  1588,  1601,  1602, 
1604,  1608,  1609,  1610,  1732 

Bkadel,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Essex,  Chelmsjo^'d 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  262 ; 
Com.  1360 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  R»ad  P*  Nov  26,  111 

Beer  Adolteration  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P*  Nov  27,  156 

Behring  Sea  Fisheries  (see  America) 

Bklmore,  Earl  of 
Ireland — Ordnance  Survey,  1269 

Bentinck, Right  Hon.  G.A.C.,  Whitehaven 
Charity      Commissioners  —  St.      George's 
Charoh,  Botolph  Lane,  657 

Bethell,   Captain   G.   K,    York,    EM., 
Holderness 
Army — Magazine  Rifles,  Res.  1079 

BiRRELL,  Mr.  A.,  Fife,  TF. 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
975 

Blind  and  Deaf  Mute   Children  (Edu- 
cation) Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  *  Dec  5,  667 

Blundell,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lancashire, 
6MF.,  Ince 
Army — Magazine  Rifles,  Res.  1679 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Ri?s.  1188 

Board  of  Agriculture — President  (see 
ChapliN;  Right  Hon.  H.) 


Board  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural  Education,  Qs.  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr. 

Gardner;  As.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag.  Dec  2, 

3d<l 
Agricultural  Labourers  and  the  Local  Taxa- 

twn  {Customs  and  Ercise)  Duties  Act,  Q. 

Colonel  Hambra;  A.  The  Pres.  Loc.  Got. 
•     Bd.  Feb  2,  1524 
Cattle,  Importation  of,   Qs.  Mr.   Gray,   Mr. 

Leng;  As.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag.  Dec  1,  236; 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Wilson;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag. 

Jan  27,  1145 
Contagious     Diseases  —  Cattle,    Q.    Mr.    C. 

Darling;  A.   The  Pres.  Bd.   Ag.   Dec  2, 

342;  Q.,  Obs.  Marquess  of  Huntly,  The 

Ld.  Privy  Seal.i^e6  2,  1502 
Muzzling  Order ^  Q.  Mr.  Dixon -Hartland ;  A, 

The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag.  Dec  5,  652 
Tubercular  Diseases — Professor  Koch'fi  Cure, 

Q.  Sir  W.  Foster;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 

Fd.  Affrs.  Dec  2,  349  ;  Q.  Mr.  C.  Spencer  ; 

A.    The  Pres.  Bd.  Ag.  Dec  9,  761 ;   Qs. 

Colonel  Nolan,  Dr.  Tanner ;  As.  The  First 

Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  29,  1289 

Board  of  Trade — President  (see  Beach, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

Board  op    Trade — Secretary  (see    Bal- 
four OF  Bdrleigh,  Lord) 

Board  of  Trade 

Cattle  (see  title  Board  of  Agriculture) 
Electric    Lighting    i?t    London,    Q.    Mr.    R. 

Chamberlain;    A.   The  Pres.   Bd.  Trade 

Dec  9,  747 
International  Maritime  Conference  at   Wash^ 

ingtm,  Q.  Sir  G.   Baden-Powell ;  A.  The 

Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Jan  29,  1287 

Lighthouses 

Illuminants  (South  Foreland  Experiments), 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Nov  25, 
36 
Tory  Island — Telegraphic  Communication, 
Q.  Sir  E.  Watkin ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan 
23,  893 

Mevchandise  Marks  Act 

Foreign   Fruit,   Q.  Mr.  H.  T.  KnatchbuU- 

Hugessen ;   A.    The    Pres.   Bd.  Trade 

Nov  28,  161 
Prosecutions,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  A.  The 

Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  27,  1147 
Select  Committee,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  A. 

The    Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  2,   346;  Q. 

Sir  B.  Lethbridge ;   A.  The  Pres.  Bd. 

Trade  Dec  8,  699 

Merchant  Shipping 

Life-Saving  Appliances,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  6,  657 
Merchant  Shipping  Act — Proii'ston  for  Dis' 

abled    Seamen,   Q.  Mr.  Leng;  A.    The 

Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  8,  692 
New  Load  Line  Law,  Q.  Mr.  Gourley ;  A. 

The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  5,  651 
Ships— *' Harold,'*  Wreck  of,  Q.Mr.M'Car- 

tan;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd,  Trade  Dec  4^^^^ 
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Board  of  Trade — cont. 
Miscellaneous 

Commercial    Treaties    (seo    title    Labour ^ 

Trade  and  Commerce) 
Industrial  Profit  Sharing  (see  title  Labour, 

Trade  and  Commerce) 
Weighing   Machines,   Stamping  of,  Q.   Mr. 
Canston  ;    A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas. 
Dec  8,  708;    Q.  Mr.   Cftn^ton;  A.  The 
Pres.  Bil.  Trade  Dec  9,  758 

Railways 

Automatic  Electric   Signalling,  Q.  Sir  G. 

Baden.Fowell ;  A.   The  Free.  Bd.  Trade 

Dec  5,  646 
Eastleigh,  Accident  near,  Q.  Mr.  Provand; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Nov  27,  118 
Fares — Printing  on  Tickets,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E. 

Ellis ;  A.  The  Pres.   Bd.   Trade  Dec  4, 

531 
Midland    Railway     Act,    1890,    Evictions 

Under,  Q.  Mr.  T.   H.   Bolton;  A.  The 

Home  Seo.  Jan  23,  890 
Rates,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A.   The   Pres. 

Bd.  Trade  Dec  4,  531 ;  Q.  Mr.  Cobb  ;  A. 

The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  26,  1029 
Regulation  of  Railways,  Res.  Jan  27, 1176 
Return  Tickets,  Q.  Mr.  Morton  ;  A.   The 

Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  30,  1396 
Scotch  Strike  (see  title  Scotland) 
Servants — Working  Hours,  Q.  Mr.  Pbilipps; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  4,  525  ;  Qs. 

Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  As.  The 

Pres.   Bd.   Trade   Dec  5,  656 ;  Qs.  Mr. 

Leng,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  As.  The  Pres.  Bd. 

Trade  Jan  22,   793 ;  Q.  Mr.   Provand ; 

A.  The  Pres.   Bd.   Trade  Jan  23,  895 ; 

Qs.  Mr.   Channing,  Sir  W.   Ilarconrt; 

As.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  26,  1023; 

Motion  on    going  into  Com.  of  Sapply 

Jan  23,  904 ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Com. 

Feb  3,  1715 
Single  Letters  by  Railway,    Q.  Mr.  T.  H. 

Bolton;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  23,891 
Taunton  Accident,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham  j  A. 

The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Nov  28,  164 
Telegraphic  Messages,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ; 

A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  29. 1279 
Wortley     Accident,     Motion    for    Report 

[Lor'ds^  Jan  26,  1009 

Boilers  Registration  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V*  Nov  20,  105 

BoLTO.v,  Mr.  T.  H.,  St.  Pancras,  N. 
Naval  Prison  at  Lewes,  1391 
Railways  —  Midland    Railway    Act,    1890, 
Evictions  Under,  890 
Single  Letters  by  Railway,  891 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  315  ; 
Order  for   Com.   606  ;    Com.    1043,  1047, 
1055,  1064,  1072,  1081,  1082,  1093,  1094, 
1324,  1359,  1546,  1599,  1601 

BcULNOis,  Mr.  E.,  Marylehone,  E. 
Post  Office — Registered  Addresses,  229 

Bowles,  Captain  H.  F.,  Middlesex,  En- 

field 
Ar/nx—Magaziae  Biffea,  Rea,  1677 


Bbaboubne,  Lord 

Parliament — Qaeen's    Speech,    Address   in 
Answer  to,  80 

Bradlaugh,  Mr.  C.,  Northampton 

Castoms— Statisti  -al   Abstracting    Depart- 
ment, 754 
Edacation  —  School    Board   Attendance  in 

London,  159 
Factories,  Bow — Insanitary  Condition  of,  160 
India 

Bnrma  State  Railway— Emp?o?/^5,  226 

Military  Stores,  642,  695 

Panishments,  IJneqaal,  225 
Labour  Barean,  123 
Law  and  Jastice 

Hardwick,  Catherine,  343,  702 

Hargan,  Walter,  Res.  683 

Northampton  Mcetini^ — Prohibition,  315 
Navy — Charts  and  Sarvers — Forth  of  Clyde, 

160,  642 

Parliament 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  R»«. 
1158 

Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
73,  74,  75,  80 

Time  of  the  House,  349 
Pensions,    Perpetual,    Re?.   185,   186,    194i 

196,  197,  202,  208 
Post   Office 

Postal  and  Telegraph  Service,  754 

Savings  Bank  Clerks,  229 
Registration  of  Deaths,  123 
Supply— Ireland — Relief   of  Distress,    669, 

670 

Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  !<»•  Nov  26, 107 

Brine    Pnmping     (Compensation    for 
Subsidence)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  P  *  Nov  27,  1 55 

British  and  Foreign  Sjnrits 
Select  Com.  appointed  Jan  29, 1380 
Minutes  of  Evidence  ordered  Feb  4,  1733 

DritUh  Museum  (soc'^Literature,  Science, 
and  Art) 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham,  W, 
Parliament — Qaeen's    Speech,   Addrees    in 

Answer  to,  90 
Railway     Servants  —  Hours     of     Labour, 

Select  Com.,  Res.  1720 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,War  Department),  Surrey^ 
Guildford 
Army 
Barracks,   Woolwich — Theatrical    Enter- 
tainments at,  1286 
Ireland— Donegal  Militia,  1630 
Ordnance  and  Manufacturing  Departments 
—Magazine   Rifles,    1023,    1395;    Res. 
1624, 1649 

{cont. 
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Bbodbick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F. — cant. 

Pensions — Higham,  J.,  Case  of,  1518 
Tower  of  London  Wharf,  1618 
Wall  Marsh,  SheernesB,  1621 

Brookfield,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Bye 
Police — Pablic  Assisting,  620 

Bruce,  Mr.  G.,  Finsbury,  Holhorn 
Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2E.  1237, 
1239 

B RUNNER,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cheshire y  Northwich 
Parliament — House  of  Commons  Tta  Boom 

Table,  120,  524 
Post  Office— Mails,  119,  660 
Public  Roads— Barbed  Wires,  345 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Select 

Com.,  Rob.  1725 

Brussels 

Anti-Slavery  Conference^  Qs,  Mr.  S.  Buxton, 
Mr.  Buchanan;  As.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fn.  Affrs.  Nov  27,  127 ;  Q.  Mr.  S.  Bux- 
ton ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
Dec  5,  651 

Bryce,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 

Africa  —  Mutaoa's  Country  — Disturbances, 

653,  760,  897 
Armenia,  Papers  Relating  to,  128 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  898,  899 
•  City  of  London  Parochial    Charities    Act, 

1883  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1020,  1021, 

1030 
County  Councils  and  Education,  533 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  2R.  1611 
Indian  Councils  (No.  2)  Bill,  1616 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  536 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

841 
Scotland — Higber  Education,  Res.  1710 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,  W. 
Africa — Mntaca's  Country,  Affray  in,  760 
Anglo-Portugurse  Agreement,  163 
Brussels  Conference,  128 
Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  (Scotland) 

Act,  768 
Railways 

Scotch  Strike,  1287 

Servants — Hours    of  Labour,   791;   Res. 
923 
Town  Holdings  Committee,  1154 

Building  Feus  and  Leases    (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1«*  Nov  26,  111 

Building  Lands  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°*  Nov  27,  156 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  {Scotland)  Bill 
Q.  Mr.  Esslemont ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Dec  5, 
655;    Q.  Mr.   Watt;    A.   The   Ld.   Adv. 
Jan  29, 1276 


Burial  Acts  {England  and  Wales') 
Llanaher — Alleged  Burial  Scandal,  Qp.  Mr; 
G.  O.  Morgan,    Mr.   Lloyd- George ;    As. 
The  Home  Sec.  Jan  29,  1281 

Burials  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1*»  •  Nov  26, 107 

Burma  (see  India) 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Mines 

Deduction  from  Earnings  — W.  Armstrong, 

664 
Explosives  Act,  1275 
Secretary  for  Mints,  Res.  1188 

Buxton,    Mr.     S.    C,    Toiver    Hamlets, 
Poplar 
Africa— Sultan  of  Vitu,  128,  651 
Brussels  Conference,  127,  651 
Education 

Assisted  Education  Bill,  892 

Higher  Education  (Scotland),  Res.  1703 
Government  Contracts — Birmingham    Post 

Office,  650,701 
Parliament — Adjournment — Christmas  Re- 

cees.  Res.  780 

Cadogan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Parliament — Standing  Committees,  Standing 

Orders  Relating  to.   Select    Com.,   Res. 

1129 ;  Report,  1613 
Flenro- Pneumonia  Order,  1503 
Seed  Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland)    Bill,   IR. 

689 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow^  St,  Rollox 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

884 
Scotland  —  Education  —  Ardohattan    and 

Muckairn  School  Board,  1018, 1522 

Cameron,  Dr.  C,  Glasgow,  College 
Ireland— Ether  Drinking,  230 
Parliament — Adjournment — Christmas    Re- 
cess, Res.  773 
Post  Office— Telephones,  695 

Campbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber- 
deen Universities 
Scotland— Higher  Education,  Res.  1689 

Campbell,  Sir  A.,  Renfrew,  W. 

Roads  and  Streets  in  Police  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1222 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  ttc. 
Africa — South  Africa  Company,  1143 
India — Dnm  Bum  Murder  Case,  1272 
Natural  History  Museum — Eleotric  Lighting, 

662,  746 
Parliament— Adjournment— Christmas   Re- 
cess, Res.  775,  783 
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Campbell,  Sir  G. — cont, 
Pnrohass  of  Land  and  Cdngested  Disbriotti 

(Ireland)  Bill,  Order  for  Com.  667,  676, 

676 
Scotland— Higher  Ednoation,  Ree.  1713 
Supply — Ireland — Belief  of  Distress,  582 
Tithe    Bent-Charge    Rejovery    Bill,    Com. 

1372 

CampbeCiL-Bannermax;    Right  Hon.   H., 
Stirling^  d:c. 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

801,  861,  886 
Beliffious    D'sibilities    Bemoval    Bill,  2B. 
1796 

Canal  Development  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  •  Nov  26,  107 

Cargoes  on  Sundays  in  Foreign  Ports 
Address  for  Beturn  Feb  3, 1614i 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  Nov  26, 108 

Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  SoutJiwark,   W. 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  1626 
Weighing  Machines,  Stamping  of,  708,  758 

Ceylon 

Military  Expenditure,  Q.  Sir  R.  Lethbridge; 
A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols.  Dec  2, 346 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 
ham,  W, 
Law  aud   Justice — Hargan,    Walter,    Bes. 

684 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  866 
Scotland — Crofters  Districts — Public  Works, 
762 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  R.,  Islington,  W. 
Electric  Lighting  in  London,  747 

Channino,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E, 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  740, 

741 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  94,  97 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  454 ;  Order  for  Com. 

674 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  1023  ; 

Bes.  904,  922,  934,  943,  944,  993,  1718 

Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford 
Board  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural  Education,  341 

Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  236,  1146 

Dutch  Cattle,  342 

Muzzling  Order,  653 

TuhercnUo'  Disease^ —r  Professor    ^ooh's 
Care,  ^61 


Charitable  Endowments  (Denbiglishire) 
Return  ordered  Dec  8,  709 

Charitable  Trusts  Bill 

f.  Ordered  ;  Road  1«  *  Xor  28,  18^1 

Gliarity  Commissioners 

Chrisfa  Hospital,  Q.  Mr.  Mundella ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

W.  Lowther  Dec  9,  761 
City  of  London  Parochial  Oiaritien  Act^  1883 

(Central  Scheme),  Res.  Jan  26,  1111 
City  Parochial  Charities,  Q.  Sir  R.  Fowler  ; 

A.   The  Vice  Pres.  Dec  9,    746;  Q.   Mr. 

Bryce ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  26, 

1030 
Elementary  Education    (SJieines  of  Charity 

Coimnissioners),  Reiurn   ordered  Jan    2*J, 

1271 
Lambeth  Charities,  Q,    Mr.  Morton ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  W.  Lowther  Ja7t  29,  1287 
St.  George's  Church,  Botolph  Lane,   Q.   Mr. 

C.  Bentinck  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Dec  5, 

657 

Cheap  Trains  (London)  Bill 

f.  Ordered;  Read  1°*  Nor  26,  110 

Children's  Life  Insurance  Bill 

/.  Presented  ;  Read  1»  •  Dec  8,  686 

Bead  2*  and  com.  to  Select   Com.   Ja-.t  22, 

786 
Select  Com.  nominated  Jan  23,  889 

Chili  (see  America  (South) 
China 

Opium  Traffic  with  India,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith  ; 

A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Nov  28,  158 
Piracy  in    the    Chinese   Seas,  Q.  Mr.  A.   E. 

Hardy ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fo.  Affra. 

Feb  2, 1520 

Church    Building    Acts    (Compulsory 
Powers  Repeal)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  1»»  Nov  28,  184 

Church  0/ England 

Chapel    Royal,    Whitehall,  Qs.   Mr.   James, 

Mr.  Mundella;    As.  The    First  Com.  of 

Works  Jan  29,  1276 
Revenues  —  Return,  Q.  Mr.  Picton ;  A.  The 

Home  See.  Dec  1,  230 

Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  1889-90 
Beturn  ordered  and  presented  Jan  22,  792 

Civil  Service 

Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  Cobb;  A.  The  Sec.  to  Treas. 
Dec  4,  528 ;  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Kelly ;  As.  The  First 
Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  27,  1153  ;  Feb  3,  1627 

Orders  in  Council,  Q.  M-.  J.  Kelly ;  A.  The 
Sec.  to  Treas.  Dec  9,  752 ;  Q.  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  A.  The  Sec  to  Treas.  Jan  22,  788 

Savings  Bank  Clerks  (see  title  Post  Office) 

Writers — Stutistical  Abstracting  Department, 
Q.  Mr.  Pickersgill;  A.  The  Sec.  to  Treas. 
Jan  27, 1149 
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Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co,,  N. 
Ireland — National  Education  Board,  764 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

India — Dam  Dnm  Morder  Case,  1272 
Parliament  -  Qaeen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  100 
Pensions,  Perpetna),  Bes.  206,  208 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)   Bill,  2B. 

627,  853 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  436 
Railway    Companies — Return  Tickets,   2R. 

1198 
Scotland 

Crofter  Commission,  656 

Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  1289 
Transfer  of  Railways   (Ireland)    Bill,   2H. 

452 ;  Com.  625 

Clarke,  Sir  E.   G.    (Solicitor   General), 
Plymouth 
Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1260, 

1262 
Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1026 
Parliament — Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath,  Res.  1160 

Coal  Mines  Act  (see  title  Labour,  Trade, 
and  Commerce) 

Coal    Mines    Regrulation    Act    (1887) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  112 

Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby 
Agricultural  Education,  341 
Allotments  Bill,  1145 
Civil  Service— Clerks'  Promotion,  528 
District  Councils  Bill,  1290 
Education  Grant — Returo,  1145 
Law  and  Jostico 

Cjrrupt  Practices  Act,  901 

Inqaests— The  Late  Duke  of  Bedford,  789, 
893,  1024,  1518 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Houeo,  1527 
Railway  Raten,  1029 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Com.  603 

Coinage  (see  Currency) 

CoLLiXGS,    Mr.    J..    Birmingham,    Bor- 
desfey 
Purohage  of  Land  and  Con^rcsted  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2 R.  497,  lOS      • 

COLOMB,   Sir   J.   C.   R,  Tower  HamhtSy 
Bow,  dbc. 
Ireland 

Distress— Relef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 

— Administration,  Res.  1730 
Land   Tenure    (Arbitration),   R  s.    1475, 
1478 


CoLOMB,  Sir  J.  C.  R. — corU, 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2ii.  464,  469 
Supply — Ireland— Relief  of  Distress,  567 

Colonies —  Secretary     of     State      (see 
Knutsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (see 
DE  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

Australasian    Fedei'al    Council,    Q.    Sir   T. 

Esmonde ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Co?b. 

Feb  3. 1621 
Colonial  Securities — Trust  Funds  Investments, 

Q.  Mr.  P.  McDonald  i  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch. 

Dec  9,  750 
Self-Governing  Colonies — Treaties  of  Com- 
merce,   t)"c.,    Q.    Sir   R.   Lothbridge ;    A. 

The  Under  Sec.   for  CoIp.  Dec  2,  346 ;  Q. 

Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 

Cols.  Jan  26,  1020 ;  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ; 

A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Jan  26, 

1020;     Qs.    Mr.    O.  V.  Morgan.    Mr.  H. 

Vincent;  As.  The   First  Lord  of  Treas. 

Jan  26,   1027;    Q.   Mr.   J.  Lowther;    A. 

The  Under  See.  for  Cols.  Feb  3,  1622 

Colonisation 

Select     Com.      ordered    and     nominated ; 

Papers,  Ac,  ordered  Jan  26, 1128 
Minutes  of  Evidence  ordered  to  be  referred 

to  Com.  Feb  8,  1615 

Colville  of  Culross,  Lord 

Railway  Accident  at  Wortley,   Res.  1011, 
1012 

COMMINS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon,  S, 
Supply — Ireland — Distrecs,  681 

Committee  of    Council  on    Education — 
Lord  President  (see  Cranbrook,   Vis- 
con  nt) 

Committee  of  Council  on    Education — 
Vice  President  (see  Dyke,  Right  Hon. 
Sir  W.  H.) 

Companies    Act     (1862)     Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Ordered •  Nov  26,  112 
Read  1°  *  Dec  4,  542 

COMFi'ON,  Earl,   York,  W.R.,  Barnsley 
Post  Office— rrovincial  Officials,  12 1 

Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"»  Nov  26,  103 

2R.  put  off  for  six  months  Jan  2S,  1223 

Contagious  Diseases  (AuimaU)  Act    {see 
Board  of  A  fjrictdi  u  ra') 
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Conveyancing^  and    Law  of  Property 
Act  (1881)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordorod;  Read  1"*  Nov  26, 101 

Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim,  N, 
Ireland 
National  Teichers— Widows'  and  Orphans* 

Fund,  1531 
Post  Office,  Dublin,  1531 

CONYBEARK,  Mr.  C.  A.  V.,  Coniwall,  Cam- 
borne 
Africa 

British  and  So  a  th  Africa  C>mpiuy     and 
the  Portuguese,  1143,  1283 
India 

Bombay  Salt  Act,  1272 

Dum  Dum  MorJer  Cas^,  1271 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  742 
Mines.  Secretary  fftr,  Res.  1182 
Poet  Office  Official?,  Res.  220,  221 
Railway  Serrants— Hours  of  Labour,  Select 

Com.,  Res.  1726 
Solicitors'  Maof^stracy  Bill,  2R.  r.23 
Tithe    Rpnt.Char^e    R-oovery    Bill,    Com. 

1610,  1731,  1732 

CooKE,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Newington,  W, 
Parliament 
Communication      with      Librar'esi      and 

Smokinji^  Rooms,  526 
Royal  Standard,  526 
Tithe    Rent-Charge    Recovery   Bill,    1288; 
Com.  1559,  1560 

Copyright  Bill 

/.  Presented  ;  Read  1"  *  Nov  26,  32 

Corn  Averages 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Feh  3,  1615 

Corn  Sales  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°*  Nov  23,  184 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill 

f .  Ordered ;  Read  J°  »  Dec  4,  629 

Corporate  Associations'  Property  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  *  Dec  2,  350 

Corrupt  Practices  Act  (see  Laiv,  Justice, 
and  Police) 

Connty  Cess  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  *  Nov  26,  lOS 

County  Councih  (see  Local  Government 
Board) 

County  Councils  (Contracts)  Bill 

^•.  Ordered;  Read  1"  •  Xov  26,  113 


Court    of  Excliequer    "{Ireland)    {Lord 
Chief    BarovbS      Observations     on 
Ajyplication/or  Habeas  Corpus) 
Return  ordered  Dec  9,  767 

Courtney,  Right  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chairman 
of  Coramitteo  of  Ways  and  Means 
and  Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall^ 
Bodmin 

{Rulings    as    Chairman   of  Committees 
and  Deputy  Speaker) 
Land  Department  (Ireland)   Bill,  2R.  711, 

724,  725,  730,  740 
Land  Purchase  in  Ireland,  663 
Law    and    Justice — Hargan,   Walter,    Res. 

684 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  39,  97 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  358,  435,  516;  Order 

for  Com.  667,  670.  674,  676 
Supply — Ireland — Relief  of  Distress,  594 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 

Com.   451,   452.   599;    Com.    1031,  1069. 

1081,  1082,  1299,  1325,   1375,   1539,  1555, 

1572,  1576,  1603.  1605, 1606,  1732 
Transfer  of  Railways   (Ireland)  Bill,   Cora. 

626;  Lords'  Amendt.  743 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  E. 
Ireland 

Clare  Slob  Lflnds,  537,  704 

Distress— Relief  Works,    576,    577,    704, 

1293,  1399 
Drainage 

Drainage  Boards,  131 

River  Scarriff,  5-40 
Evictions,  Priests  at,  1015 
Land    Comraission  —  Decisions    of    Sub. 

Commissioners,  541 
Post  Office— Ennis,  1298 
Railways — Ennis  and  ScarrifF,  538 
Parliament — Adjournment — Christmas    Re- 
cess, Res.  771 

Craig,  Mr.  J.,  Xewca^tle-upan^Tyne 
Solioitori'  Magistracy  Bill,  2K.  888,  1008 

Cbanboene,   Viscount,  Lancashire,  N.E., 
Darwen 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  622, 
1074,  1342 

Cranbrook,  Viscount  (Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Education  Code,  686 

Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N,E. 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  723 
Parliament — Adjournment — Christmas    Ro- 

cosB,  Res.  774 
Parliamentary  Oath   (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Rep. 

1160 
Railway  Servants—Hoars  of  Labour,  Res. 
930 

[ctmL 
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Crawford,  Mr.  D. — cont. 

Boads  and  Streets  in  Police  Bargbs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2H.  1212 

Scotland 

Higher  Education,  Res.  1696 
Law  and  Jastice — Charge  of  Intimidation 
— R.  Smith,  1524 

Cremer,  Mr.  W.  R.,  Shoreditch,  Hagger- 

ston 
Emin    Pasha     Relief     Expedition,   Charge 

against  the  Members  of,  37 
Government    Contracts  —  Mess's.    Brass, 

1150 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Honse,  39 
Post  Office  Officials,  Res.  223 
Parohace  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2a.  512 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (^Ireland) 
Act  (1887)  (sec  Ireland) 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Rend  l**  •  Nov  26.  Ill 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  (No.  2) 

Bill 
c.  Ordered  ;  Read  T*  Nov  26,  112 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
Ireland— Ordnance  Survey,  1269 

Crozet  Islands 

Mi>i»in^  Vessela,  Q.Mr.  Long;  A.  Ths  First 
LorJ  of  Admy.  Dec  8,  697 

Currenci/ 
Light  Gold,    Q.  Mr.  Montagu;  A.  The  Ch. 

of  Excb.  Dec  1,239 
Notes,  Qs.  Mr.  E.  Spencer,  Mr.  Lea ;  As.  The 

Ch.  of  Exch.  Nov    27,   125  ;  Postponed  Q. 

(Sir  W.  Houldsworth)   Jan    30,  1391 ;  Q. 

Sir  W.  Houldsworth  ;  A.  The  Cb.  of  Exch. 

Feb  2,  1526 
(Re 'or  to  Gold  Coinag3  Bill) 

CuRRiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire,  W. 

Armj — Inchkeith  Island,  Purchase  of,  165 

Custody  of  Children  Bill 

€.  Read    2^  and   com.  to   Com.  of  the   whole 
HouBO  Feb  2,  J  505 

Customs,  Excise,  mid  Inland  Jievemie 
Customs  and  F.rcise 

CustoniA*  Kntnj  Trade  and  the  Merchandise 
Marks  Act,  Q.  SirR.  Letbbridjje  ;  A.  The 
I'ro*.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  8,  699 
Statistical  Abstracting  Department,  Q.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  j  A.  The  Sec.  to  Treas.  Dec 
9.764 
Wine  Duties,  Q.  Mr.  Leug;  A.  The  Ch.  of 
Exch.  Jan  29,  1275 

[conf. 


Customs,  Excise,  and  Inland  Revenue — cent. 
Inland  Revenue 

Firearms — Licence  Duties,  Increase  of,  Qs. 

Mr.  Talbot,    Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  As.  The 

Cb.  of  Exch.  Dec  4,  519 
House    Duty    and    Income    Tax,    Q.    Mr. 

Morton ;  A.  Tho  Ch.  of  Exch.  Dec  9,  752 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Q.   Mr.  Montagu  ; 

A.  The  Ch.  of  Excb.  Feb  3,  1017 
Itinerant    Musicians  —  Licences,    Q.     Mr. 

Jacoby ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Feb  2.  1510 
Methulated  Spirits— Trade  in  Ireland,  Q- 

Mr.  O'Neill ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Jan  26, 

1013 

Cyprus 

Criminal  Administration,  Q.  Mr.  E.  Robert- 
son ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols.  Dec  1, 
238 

Revenue  and  Expenditure,  Q.  Mr.  Leveson- 
Govrer  ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fo.  Affra. 
Dec  1.  237 

Dalrymple,  Sir  C,  Ipsivich 

Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Select 
Com.,  Re?.  1723 

Dalton',  Mr.  J.  J.,  Donegal,  W, 
Ireland 

Census  Returns,  1403 
Distress— Relief  Works,  1296 
Donegal  Evictions,  1014 
Police  at  Evictions,  1292 

Darling,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Dept/ord 

Conppiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1247, 

1252,  1253, 1254,  1255 
Dutch  Cattle,  342 

Dawxay,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N,R,, 
Thirsk 
Law  and  Justice— Hargan,  Walter,  Rep.  682 

DE  CoBAiN,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 
Ireland— Post  Office— Mails,  130 

DE  LA  Warr,  Earl 

Ceylon — Arabi  Fasha,  1501 
Riilway  Accident    at    Wortley,   Res.  1009, 
1011,  1012 

DE  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  ISL  P.,  Leicester- 
shire, Mid 
Malay  Peninsula,  Reported  Cession  of,  1149 
Parliament-Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath,  Res.  1174 
Railway   Servants     Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 

957 
Religious  Disibilfcs  Removal  Bill,  2R.  1792 

Denman,  Lord 
Daration  of  Speeches  in  tho  Xlon's^  of  Lorda 
Bill,  2R.  687 
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DB  Worms,  Right  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Liverpool^  East  Toxteth 
Africa  (East  Coast) 

Portagal    acd  the    East    Afrl  -an    Slave 
Trade,  234 
Africa  (Sonth  Coast) 

South  Africa  Company,  11 42 
Africa  (West  Co3Bt) 
Grold  Coast 
Akoto  Mamley,  Case  of,  235 
Slave  Trade,  235 
Ceylon — Military  Ecpenditarp,  34^ 
Colonies  —  Self-Goveruing    Colonies — Com- 
mercial Treaties,  &c.  346,  1020,  1622 
Cyprus — Criminal  Admiuiatration,  238 
Hong  Konj? — Opium,  Sale  of,  1280 
PaoiBc  Islands 

British    Traie  —  Aus'^ra^asian     Fodtral 

Council,  1621 
Labourers,  647 
Tonga— Rev.  S.  W.  Baker,  1283 

Queensland,   Northern  -  -  S?parate    Colonv, 
753 

West  Indies 
Leeward  Islands  Constitution  Bill,  1521 
Tobago— Chief  Justice,  233 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bublhi,  St,  Stej)?ien'8 
Green 
Ireland — Educational  Endowments — Bainey 
School,  Magherafelt,  Rejs.  635 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Stoaiuea^  Town 
Conversion  Scheme,  523 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1384 
Tithe  Eent-Cha-ge  Recovery  Bill,  2B.  332 

District  Councils  Bill 
Q.   Mr.   Cobb;    A.   The    Pres.    Bl.   Trade 
Jan  29,  1290 

Dixon-Hartland,   Mr.  F.   D.,  Middlesex, 
Uxhridge 
City   of   London    Parochial   Charities   Act, 

1883  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1115,  1121 
Muzzling  Order,  652 
Post  Office -Colonial  Letter  Post»ge,  129 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land 
(Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°»  Sov  26,  llu 

Order  for  2R.  read  and  deferred  Dec  4,  628 
Read  2°  Jan  27.  1195 
Com.— R.P.  Fch  2,  1612 

Drainage  Separation  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1"»  .Vor  26,  112 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,   Banffshire 
Naval  Armaments  Vote,  1620 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  gJJ. 
832,  862 
Scotland— Marine  Police  Force,  1018 


Duncan,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Barrow-in-Furness 
Chili,  Revolution  in,  13P2 

Duration  of  Speeches  in  the  House  of 
Lords  Bill 

I.  Presented  ;  Road  1*  •  Dec  2,  339 
2R.  put  off  for  ten  months  Dec  8,  687 

Duration  of  Speeches  (Parliament)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  •  Dec  2,  350 

Dwelling  Houses  Re-Letting  (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  P»  Dec  1,  332 

Dyke,     Right   Hon.    Sir   W.    H.    (Vice 

President     of    the    Committee     of 

Council  on  Education),  Keiii,  Dart- 

ford 

Bow  Factories,  lusanitary  State  of,  161 

City   of   London    Parocnial    Chanties  Act, 

1S83  (Central.Schome),  KeP.  1124 
City  Parjchial  Charities  -Central  Scheme, 

747 
Education  Department 

A88it>ted  Education  Bill.  892 

Blind,  Education  of,  527 

Board  School  Attendance  in  London,  159 

Education  Code,  703 

Education  Grant — Returns,  1145 

Latimer  Boad  Board  School,  699 

National   School   Fees — Pauper  Children, 

656 
RawDsley  Board  Sjhool,  1152 
South   Kensington  Museum   -A**ondaiit8' 
Pdv,  523 

East  India  (sec  India) 

Ecclesiastical  Cominissio't^ers  . 

Church   of  England    Revemicn   Rctnr^iif  (se 
CJi iircJi  of  Eu'jlan<l) 

Education — Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  (see 
Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H  ) 

Education  Department 

Agricultural   Education,  Qs.    Mr.  Cohb,  Mr. 

H.    Gardner;     As.    The    Prts.   Bd.   A?. 

Dec  2,  311;    Q.  Colonel  Hamhro ;  A.  Toe 

Pres.  Loc.  (rjr.  BJ.  Feb  2,  15U 
Attaitited     Education,     Leijislation,     Q.    Mr. 

Mundella;    A.  The  First  Lort  of  Tress. 

Dec  4,  536:   Q.  Mr.  S.  Buxton;  A.  The 

Vice  Prep.  Jan  23,  892 
Blind,  Education   of,  England  and  Walen,  Q. 

Mr.  Mundella;  A.  The   Vice  Pres.  Dec  4, 

527 
City    of    Liidon     Parochial    Charities    and 

Christ^s  Hospital   (see  title  Charity  Com- 

inisaionerH) 
County  Councils  and  Education— Local  Taxa- 
tion Act,  Q.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington; 

A.  The  Ch.  of  Exoh.  Dec  4,  628;  Q.   Mr. 

Bryce ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  E»ch,  Dec  4,  634 

{cont. 
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Education  Department— cont. 

Education    Code,    Q,,    Obs.    Lord    Norton, 

The    Lord   Pres.    Dec    8,    685;    Q.     Sir 

R.  Temple ;  A.  The  Vice  Free.  Dee  8,  763 

Grants — Retiirm,    Q.    Mr.    Cobb;     A.  The 

Vice  Pres.  Jan  27,  1145 
Pauper  Children— National  School  FeeKy  Q. 
Sir  W.  Foster ;   A.  Tho  Vice  Prea.  Dec  5, 
654 
Reformatory  and  Induairial   School s,  Q.  Mr. 
H.Vincent;    A.  The   Home   Sec.    Feh   3, 
1616 
Schools  and  ScJiool  Boards 

toard  School  Attendance  in  Londouy  Q.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;    A.  The  Vice  Free.  A'or  28, 
159 
Latimer  Road  School j  Q.  Sir  R.  Lethbrid^e  ; 

A.  The  Vice  Free.  Dec  8,  699 
Ra icnsleif  Board  School,  Q.  Mr.  Labonchere ; 
A.  Th(3  Vice  Pres.  Jan  27,  11 51 


Educational  Endowments  (Ireland) 
Rainey   School,  Magheraf el t,' Motion   Dec  t, 
629 

Educational     Endowments      {Scotland) 
(Anderson^'s  Institution^  Elgin) 
Answer  to  Addrews  Dec  1 ,  240 

Egypt 

Arahi  Pasha,  Qs.,  Obs.  Earl  Do  La  Warr, 

The  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Feh  2,  1501 
Suakin  and  the  Soudan,  Q.  Sir  R.  Temple; 

A.  The   Undor  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  2, 

348 
Water   Supply,   Q.    Sir   J.    Swinburne ;    A. 

The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Dec  9,  753 

Eight  Hours  Bill 

f.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  113 

Election  (Expenses)  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  108 

Election  (Personal  Agents)  Bill 

r.  Ordered;  Read  P*  J.fw  28,  1268 

Electoral  Disabilities  Bill 

V.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  ♦  Feh  2,  1533 

Electors  Qualification  and  Registration 
Bill 

r.  Ordered;  Read  1"  *  Nov  26,  107 

Electors    Registration  (Acceleration) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  •  Dec  4,  542 

Electors  Registration  (Acceleraiio7i)  Bill 
Qs.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  As. 
The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  8,  706 

Electric  Lighting  (see  Board  of  Trade) 
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Elementary   Education    (Continuation 
Schools)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1"*  Nov  26,  105 

Elementary  Education    (England    and 
Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  116 

Elementary      Education      (Schemes     of 
Charity  Commissioners) 
Retnrn  ordered  Jan  29,  1271 

Elementary     Education     (Schemes     of 
Charity  Commissioners)  (A^o.  2) 
Return  ordered  Jan  29,  1271 


Eluot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Eoa-hurgh 

Parliament — Adjournment-  Christmas    Re- 
cess, Res.  771 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

801) 
Rolifirions    Disabiliti  s    Removal    Bill,    2R. 
1766 

Elliot,  Hou.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayrshire^  K, 
Roads  and  Streets  in   Police  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1201,  1223 

Ellis,   Mr.    J.,    Leicestershire^  Bosworth 
Tithe  Rent- Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Com.  611 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Rmhcliffe 
Ireland 

Land  Acts,  Advances  Under,  226 

Land  Purchase  Acts  Returns,  131,  800 
Parohase  of  Land  and  Congested    Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  351,  356,  388 
Railways 

Fai-es  on  Tickets,  531 

Rates,  531 

Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res.    1716, 
1726 

Telegraphic  Messages,  1279 

Emigration  and  Immtgration 

Alien  Act,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent;  A.  The  Pies. 

Bd.  Trade  Jan  27,  1145 
Polish  Jews^Immigra nts,  Q.  Mr.  Howorth  ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Nov  27,  122 

Employers'      Liability     Act     (1880) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Rend  1"  *  Nov  2G,  105 

Endmmd   Charities   (Cumberland) 
Retnrn  ordered  Feh  2,  1513 

Endowed   Charities  (Derby) 
Return  ordered  Feb  2,  1513 

Endowel   Charities   (Xorthamptoy\) 
Return  ordered  Feb  2,  \T>\*<& 


END 
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Endowed   Charities   {Surrey) 
Return  ordered  Feb  2,  1513 


EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  G.,  Dublin  Co,,  S. 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  &c.  Act — Arrest  of  Women 
at  Castlerea,  1630 

Land  Tenure  (Arbitration),  Bes.  1426 

Police  Force  Fond,  1297 
Paciftc  Islands 

British  Trade,  1621 

Samoan  Treaty,  1282 

Tonga— Bev.  S.  W.  Baker,  1283 
West  Indies — Leeward  Islands,  1521 

EssLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeen^  E, 

Parliament — Adjournment — Christmas    Be- 

cess,  Bes.  773 
Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  655 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

816 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  Order  for  Com.  674 
Beads  and  Streets  in  Police  Barghs  (Soot- 
land)  Bill,  2B.  1216 
Scotland — Higher  Educatiou,  Bes.  1700 
Supply — Ireland — Belief  of  Distress,  595 

Evans,  Mr.  S.  T.,  Glamorgan,  Mid, 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Bes.  1186 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1383 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  Bill,  2B.  310 ; 
Com.  1034,  1038,  1043,  1044,  1047,  1048, 
1049,  1057,  1059,  1060,  1063,  1065,  1075, 
1077,1080,  1081,  1088,  1089,  1090,  1091, 
1094,  1095,  1104,  1300,  1301,  1303,  1311, 
1312, 1315,  1318,  1322,  1323,  1376,  1378, 
1538, 1539,  1549,  1552,  1553,  1555,  1556, 
1557,1563,  1565,  1572,  1590,  1602,  1608, 
1610 
Wales — Chief  Constable  of   Cardiganshire, 
622 

Evictions   {London  and  Suburbs) 
Address  for  Beturn  Nov  27,  134 

EwixG,  Sir  A.  Orr,  Dumbarton 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2B. 

852 
Boads  and  Streets  in  Police  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2B.  1212 

Factories  (see  Laiour,  TracUy  and  Com- 
merce) 

Factories,  Certificates  of  Birth  (Fees) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  }  Bead  1°*  Feb  4,  1799 

Factory  and    Workshops   Act    (1878) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1"  •  Nov  26,  101 

Factory  and   Workshops    Act    (1878) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill 

C.  Ordered ;  Bead  1"  •  Nov  26,  109 


Factory  and  Workshops  Bill 

l.  Presented ;  Bead  1-  •  Feb  3, 1613 

False  Marking  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  l**  •  Feb  4,  1799 

False  Marking  Prevention  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  Bead  V  •  Dec  2,  350 

Farm    Servants'    Housing    (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Bead  V  •  Nov  26,  114 

Farm  Servants'  Wages  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  I**  *  Jan  29,  1380 

Faequhaeson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 
Army  Medical  Department,  700 
Tithes— Goods  Liable  to  Distraint,  1523 

Parquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset,  W. 
Tithe  Bent- Charge  Becovery  Bill,  Com.  1055, 
1067,  1317,  1345,  1537, 1564,  1562 

Fenwick,     Mr.      C,      Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Clarendon  Press — An    Unyaccinated    Lad, 

1525 
Coal  Mines  Act,  1525 
Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2B.  1233, 

1235, 1237, 1252,  1253,  1254,  1255 
Intimidation — The  Conspiracy  and  Property 

Act,  524 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Bes.  1 191 

Ferguson,  Mr.  R.  C.  Munro,  Leith,  ^c. 
Privafe  Bill  Procedare   (Scotland)  BUI,  2R. 

837 
Bailvray  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,  Bes. 

959,  1722 
Supply — Ireland— Belief  of  Distress^  589 

Ferqusson,   Right  Hon.   Sir  J.   (Under 
Secretary    of     State     for    Foreign 
Affairs),  Mancliester,  N,E. 
Africa 

Enj^land  and  Portugal  in — South  Africa 
Company,  Ac.  653,  760,  897,  1028, 1285 
Africa  (East  Coast) 

Vitu,  Sultan  of,  128,  651 
Africa  (West  Coast) 

King  Ja  Ja,  313,  643 

Oil  Biver  Districts,  343 
Anglo- Portngaese  Agreement,  164 
Armenia,  Papers  Belating  to,  129,  1021 
Austria — Zone  Fares  on  Bailways,  236 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  898,  899, 1019,  1623 
Brussels  Conference,  127,  651 
Chili,  Bevolution  in,  1393 
China — Piracy  in  the  Chinese  Seas,  1520 
Colonies — Commercial  Arrangements,  1021 
Cyprus — Bevenue  and  Expenditure,  238 
Egypt 

Suakin  and  the  Soudan,  348 

Water  Supply,  754 

[cont. 


PER        FOW        {SESSION     1890-91} 

349. 


FOW        GLA 


Fkbgusson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J. — c<mt. 

Germany — Professor  Koch's  Cure,  349 

International  Industrial  Conference  at 
Madrid,  1526 

International  Maritime  Conference  at  Wash- 
ington, 1287 

Malay  Peninsnla,  Reported  Cession  of,  1150 

Mexico — Arrest  of  Officers  of  the  "  Sea- 
forth,"  1026 

Polish  Political  Prisoners,  1802 

Samoan  Treaty,  1283 

FiNUCANE,  Mr.  J.,  Limerick,  E, 
Irelaud^Distress— Loans  to  Farmer?,  7G3 

First  Offenders 

Address  for  Return  Feb  4,  1800 

FlSHER,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Fulham 
City   of    London  Parochial  Charities  Acf, 
1883  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1123 

Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Bill 

/.  Presented }  Read  1*  Dec  8,  000 

Fisheries  Regulation  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  lai 

FitzGeeald,  Mr.  R  U.  P.,  Cambridge 
Irish  Tithepayers,  1529 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  N. 
Ireland 

County  Cess  in  Kerry,  1529 

Criminal  Law,  Ac.  Act — Lonpf,  Mr.  1530 

Distress— Relief  Works,  1532 

Land  Purchase— Case  of  Siichael  Keily, 

1629 
Land  Tenure  (Arbitration),  Res.  1460 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State  {see 
Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Fergusson,  Right  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Forged  Transfers  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  *  Dec  9,  767 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derhy^  Ilkeston 
Africa— King  Ja  Ja,  343,  643 
Education  —  Pauper     Children  —  National 

School  Fees,  654 
Germany — Professor  Koch's  Cure,  348 
Labourers'  Allotments,  901,  1624 

Fowler,  Right    Hon.   H.   H.,    Wolver- 
hampton, F, 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1109    . 
Priyate  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

865 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recorery  Bill,  Com.  1102, 
1732, 1304,  1317 


Fowler,  Sir  R.  N.,  London 
City  Parochial  Charities,  746 
City  of  London    Parochial    Charities  Act, 

1883  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1111 
Parliament— Standing   Orders,  Select  Com., 

Res.  1.  385 
Police  Stations,  756 

Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  Read  P  *  Xoi-  26,  105 

Fraser,  Lieutenant  General  C.  C,  Lam- 
beth, iV^. 
Army — Officers 
New  Warrant,  125 
Senior  Colonels,  534 

Fraser-Mackintosh,   Mr.  C,    Inverness' 
shire 
Post  Office—Bible  Classes  in  Officials  Rooms, 

694 
Scotland 
Electors  in  the  Crofter  Counties,  1515 
Salmon  Fishery  Rights,  1514 

Friendly  JSocieties 

Music  at  Meetings,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Isaacson;  A. 
The  Home  Sec.  Dec  9,  763 

Friendly  Societies  Bill 

c.  Ordered  J  Read  1°  *  Nov  27, 156 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  Forrest,  West  Ham,  If, 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  50 

Gardner,  Mr.  H.,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden 
Tithe  Kent-Charge   Commission,   537,   002, 

1029,  1396 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  IR.  138  ; 

2R.  249,  257  ;  Order  for  Com.  613 ;  Com. 

1056,  1083,  1092,  1093,  1098, 1305,  1329, 

1330,  1362,  1534,  1574,  1576,  1578 

Gathorne  Hardy,   Hon.   A.   E.,   Sussex, 
East  Grinstead 
China — Piracy  in  the  Chinese  Seas,  1520 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
945,  050 

Gedge,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,  2R.  1760 

Tithe    Rent-Charge    Recovery     Bill,    Com. 

1037,  1042,  1045,  1047,  1050,  1057,  1059, 

1061,  1067,  1070,  1091,  1103,  1346,  1549, 

1570,  1590,  1604.  1610 

Germany 

Koch,    Dr.  —  licward   for    Dii*coverie8    (see 
heading  Board  of  Agriculture) 

Gladstone,   Right  Hon.   W.  E.,  Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian 
Ireland— Land   Tenure  (Arbitration),  Res. 
1417 
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Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.-^-conf. 
■    Parliament 

Basiness  of  the  Hoase,  Bes.  175 

Mr.    Bradlaugh  and    the  Parliamentary 

Oath,  Res.  1166 
Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

52,  70 
Speaker,  Mr.— Death  of  Mrs.  J»eel,  665 
Parchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  358,  360 
Religious    Disabilities    Removal     Bill,    2R. 
1733,  1746, 1747,  1753,  1756,  1757 

Glebe  Lands  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  »  Nov  26,  110 

Gold  Coiiiaye  Bill 
Q.    Mr.    Montagu;     A.  The  Oh.   of   Kxch. 
Feh  3,  1618 

GOLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  Pancras,  S, 
Parliament — Basiness  of   the  House,  535 ; 

Res.  175 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  1154 ; 

2R.  888' 
Tithe  Rent-C barge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 

Com.  616;  Com.  1038,   1068,  1070,  1074, 

1341,  1552,  1553,  1564 

GORST,   Right   Hon.    Sir  J.    E.    (Under 
Secretary    of     State     for     India), 
Chatham 
Tudia 
Army 

Coloner  8  Allowances,  1615 
Military  Stores,  G42 
Bombay  Salt  Act,  1273 
Burma — State  Railway  Employes^  226 
Child  Marriages,  341 
Crops,  Yield  of— Distress,  &c.   157,  899, 

1388 
Factories — Hours  of  Labour,  117 
Finance — Rate  of  Exchange,  695 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Dum  Dum  Murder  Case,  1272 
Police— Mr.  W.  M'Grath  Drysdale,  340 
Unequal  Punishments,  225 
Licences— Out- Still  Licences,  642 
Opium  Traffic,  158,  1274 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  75,  79,  80 
Post  Office— Irish  Mails,  2*0 

GoscHEN*,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor 
of    the    Exchequer),    St.     GeorytSy 
Hanover  Square 
Conversion  Scheme,  523 
County  Councils  and  Education,  528 
Currency 

Light  Gold,  239 
Notes,  125,  1526 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Firearms — Licence  Duties,  619 
House  Duty  and  Income  Tax,  753 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  1618 
Itinerant  Musicians     Licences,  lolG 
Wine  Duties,  1275 

[out. 


GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J. — cont. 
Cold  Coinage  Bill,  1618 
Government  Securities— Sinking  Fond  {see 

sub-heading  Purchase  of  Land,  &c.  BiU) 
Ireland 

Education — National  Teachers — Widowa' 
and  Orphans'  Fnnd,  1531 

Ether  Drinking,  230 

Fiscal  Relations  between  Great   Britain 
and  Ireland,  1029 

Methylated  Spirits,  Trade  in,  1013 

Tithepayers,  1529 
Local  Taxation,  Relief  of,  654 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  73,  74 
Pensions,  Perpetual,  Res.  194,  196,  197, 1^, 

200,  205 
Public  Trustee  Bill,  1144 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Diet  riots 

(Ireland)    Bill— Sinking  Fund,  Ac.,   759, 

1017, 1149,  1623 
Savings  Banks 

Cardiff,  1013 

Chelsea,  119,  1013 
Trust  Funds  and  Colonial  Securities,  750 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  Bill,  892 

GoURLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Army-  -Battery  and  Eirth works  near  Son- 
•derland,  1148 
Behring  Sea  Fisheries,  1019 
Merchant  Shipping-New  Load -Line  Law, 
651 

Navy 
Ships 

**  Barracouta,"  1278 

•*  Mohawk"  and  "  Sandfly,"  1278 

"  Sans  Pareil"— ThellO-Ton  Gun,  1515 

"  Serpent,"  121 

Government  Contracts 

Birmingham  Post  Office,  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Buxton; 
As.  The  First  Com.  of  Works  Dec  5,  650 ; 
Dee  8,  701 

Cleaners  of  the  Hoin*eit  of  Parliament^  Qg, 
Mr.  Labouchere ;  As.  The  First  Com.  of 
Works  Jan  27,  1143 ;  Jan  30,  1394 

Mensrs.  Brasa,  Qs.  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  J.  Bow- 
lands  ;  As.  The  First  Com.  of  Works  Jan 
27,1150 

Government  Department  Securities 

ConverKion  Scheme^  Q.  Mr.  Dillwyn;  A.  The 

Ch.  of  Exch.  Dec  4,  523 
Queen  Anne'n  Bounty,  Q.  Mr.  Seale-Hayne ; 

A.  Thefiec.  to  Tre»H.  Feh  8,  1019 
(Refer   to  heading   Purchase   of  hand,  ^*e, 

(Ireland)    Bill — Guarantee    and     Sinking 

Fund) 

Graham,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark,  N.W. 

Africa — Emin  Relief  Expedition,  Offences 
Committed  Under,661 

Agricultural  Education,  842 

Army 

"  Mitchell  V.  Begins,"  529,  761 
Pets'ons     Royal  Warrants,  749 
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Gbaham,  Mr.  B.  C—cont, 

Boyftl  Engineers — Officer's  Petition,  527 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge  of   Work- 
men, &o.  649,  749 

Gas  Strike,  532 

India — Hours  of  Labour  in  Factories,  117 

Land  Department  (Ireland)   Bill,  2B.  739, 
740 

Manchester  Ship  Canal — Number  of  Acci- 
dents, 749 

Mines — Weighing  Minerals,  531 

Railways 
Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  656 
Taunton  Accident,  164 

Granville,  Earl 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  685,  785 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  16, 
27 
Portugal  and  England  in  Africa,  685 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Fasex,  Maldon 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  236 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  257, 
258;    Order  for  Com.  609;    Com.   1041, 
1055,   1073,  1085,  1331,  1342,  1372,  1535, 
1650, 1557,  1577 

Gbey,  Sir  E.,  Northumherlaiid,  Berwick 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  439 

GURDON,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Norfolk,  Mid. 
Post  Office— Irish  Lotteries,  663 

Haldane,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Haddington 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  BiU,  2R.404,  408 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,   Res. 
1004 

Halsburt,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 
Custody  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1505, 1512 
Law  and  Justice — Scale  of  Punishments,  338 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  1 
Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)   Bill,  Com. 
686 

Hambro,  Colonel   C.  J.  T.,  Dorset,  South 
Local  Taxation  (Customs  and  Excise)  Duties 
Act,  1524 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Middlesex, 
Ealing 
Navy 
Charts  and  Surveys— Forth  of  Clyde,  642 

Docks 
Haulbowline^  1155 
Portsmouth,  1141 

HisoellaneouB 

British  Naval  Hospital  at  Lisbon,  123 
Naval  Armaments  Vote,  1620 
Naval  Prison  at  Lowes,  1392 

VOL.  CGGXLLS.  [third  ssbtbs.]  [cont. 


Hamilton,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F. — cont. 
Officers — Lieutenants'  List,  648 
Ordnance — Magazine  Rifles,  518 
Scotland — Naval  Reserve,  Employment  of, 

by  an  Officer  for  Private  Purposes,  691 
Ships 

"Barracouta,**  1279 

Crozet  Islands — Missing  Vesself,  697 

"  Mohawk  "  and  "  Sandfly,"  1278 

"  Polyphemus,"  1389 

*'  Sans  Pareil*'— 110-Ton  Gun,  1515 

*' Serpent,"  121 

"Shannon,"  1156 

**Tyne,"658 

Hanburt,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 
Army — Magazine    Rifles,    517 ;    Bes.   1642, 
1648,  1649,  1657,  1666 

Handloom  Weaving  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Dec  5,  666 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.   Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 

Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1256, 
1262 

Pensions,  Perpetual,  Res.  198, 199,  200 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  In- 
struction to  Com.  886 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BiU,  2R.  451,  452 

Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  1023 ; 
Res.  996,  1000, 1008 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Com.  451;  Com.  1031,  1032,  1036,  1087, 
1039,  1047,  1048,  1061,  1063,  1066,  1069, 
1070,  1071,  1073,  1076,  1078,  1079, 1080, 
1084,  1096,  1099,  1104,  1299,  1300,  1302, 
1303,  1306,  1308,  1309,  1315,  1321, 1338, 
1340, 1367,  1577,  1582,  1583,  1584,  1587, 
1588,  1589,  1594,  1599,  1600  1604,  1605^. 
1606 

Hares  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V  •  Nov  26,  102 

Hares  and  Rabbits  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1'  *  Dec  5,  666 

Hares  Preservation  Bill 

L  Presented ;  Read  1»  •  Nov  25,  32 
Read  2*  and  com.  to  Com.  of  the  whole 

House  Dec  2,  335 
Com. ;  Reported  Dec  8,  687 
Read  3*  *  and  passed  Dec  9,  745 

Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry,  W. 

Ireland — Land  Purchase  Acts — Returns,  132 

Harrison,  Mr.  H.,  Tipperary,  Mid. 
Ireland — Coroner  for  Tipperary,  166 

Hartinqton,  Right  Hon.    Marquess  of» 
Lancashire,   Rossenddle 
County  Councils  and  Education,  528 
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Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  ( Ireland) 

Bin,  2K.  628 
Ireland 
Law    and    Jastice  —  Cork    Bankruptcy 

Court,  1630 
Post  Office,  Cork,  1533 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  K. 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law,  4c.  Act — Walsh,  Mr.*  163, 
663,  705,  755,  1401 
.  Distress  and  tbe  Land  Commission,  708 
Kducational  Endowments — Rainey  School, 

Magherafelt,  Bes.  639 
Land  Purchase 
Case  of  Michael  Eeily,  1628 
Reserved  Rights  —Marquess  of  Water- 
ford,  1527 
Land   Tenure    (Arbitration),    Res.    1433, 

1434,  1439,  1441,  1488,  1491 
Law  and  Justice — Crown  Prosecutions  — 
Appointment  of  Mr.  P.  Olphert,  708 
Land  Department  (Ireland)   Bill,  2R.  710, 

711,  712,  721.  722 
Parliament 
Adjournment — Christmaa    Recess,     Res. 

776,  778,  779 
Business  of  the  House,  1382 
Standing  Orders,  Select  Com.,  Res.  13S7 
]*ollen  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  1612 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  [Advancep,  Ac],  Com.  768,769 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  IR.  137  ; 

Com.  1596,  1600,  1602,  1603,  1605 
Tramways    Order     in    Council     (Ireland) 
(Athenry   and  Tuam  Railway)   Bill,   2a. 
709 
Transfer  of  Railways   (Ireland)  Bill,  Lords 
Atxiendts.  743,  744 

Heath,  Mr.  A.  R.,  Lincoln,  Louth 

Pose  Office — Mail    Service    to    Stomoway, 
1147 


IIkatox,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Ireland — Land  Tenure    (Arbitration),   Res. 

1465,  1469 
Minop,  Secretary  for.  Res.  1189 
Queensland,     Northern — Separate    Colony, 
752 


Heneage,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Great  Grimsby 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  1349 

Hennessy,  Sir  J.   Pope,    Kilkenny,  i\". 
Polish  Political  Prisoners,  1802 

Herschell,  Lord 
Custody  of  Children  Bill,  2R.  1511 
L\w  and  Jastice — Punishments,  Scale   of, 

333 
Parliament — Standing  Committees.   Stand- 
ing Orders  Relating  to.  Select  Com.,  Res. 


Historical  Manuscripts  Commissi  on  (List 
of  Rejports) 
Address  for  Return  Dec  3,  453 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E, 
Local  ^Taxation   (Exchequer  Contributions) 

Returns,  159 
Post  Office — Telegrams— Compensation  for 

Non-Delivery,  Ac.,  158 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  1352 

Home  Department,  Secretary    of    State 
(see  Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

Home   Depaetment,  Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stnart) 

Hong  Kong 

Opium,  Sale  of,  Q.  Mr.  Webb ;  A.  The 
Under  Sec.  for  Cola.  Jan  29,  1279 

Piracy  in  the  Chinese  Seas,  Q.  Mr.  A.  B. 
Gat  home- Hardy  ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fd.  Afifrs.  Feb  2,  1520 

Hop  Substitutes  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Dec  2,  350 

HouLDS WORTH,   Sir  W.   H.,   Manchester, 

Currency— Notep,  1391,  1526 

Hours  of  Adult  Labour 
Address  for  Return  Dec  1,  240 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N,E. 
Law  and  Justice — "  Regina  v.  Curran  and 

Others."  900 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  Amendment   Bill, 

2R.  1200 
Savings  Banks 

Cardiff,  1013 

Chelsea,  1012 
Trustee  Savings  Bank  Bill,  892 

HowoRTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  S. 
Corrupt  Practices  Act,  900 
Immigrants,  destitute — Polish  Jews,  122 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
920,  922 

HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,   Lancashire^  S.E,,   Hey^ 
wood 
India— Rate  of  Exchange,  695 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolurich 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Bes. 

974 
Tithe    Rent-Charge   Recovery    Bill,    Com. 

1321,  1322 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen^  N. 
India— Madras — Threatened  Famine,  1388 
Parliament — Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath,  Bee.  1158, 1175 
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Hdntm,  Mr.  W.  A. — cont. 
Private  BiU  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 


Scotland — Higher  Education,  Has.  1710 

HuNTLT,  Marquess  of 

Pleuro-Pneumonia  Order,  1512 

Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W, 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,   Ees. 
181 

Immigration  (see  Emigration) 

India — Secretary    of    State    (see  Cross, 
Viscount) 

India — Under    Secretary  of    State   (see 
GORST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.) 

India 

Agriculture 

Crops — Threatened  Faminey  ^c,  Qs.  Mr. 
Keaj ;  As.  The  Under  Sec.  for  India 
Nov  28,  157;  Jan  23,  899;  Q.  Mr. 
Hunter ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  India 
Jan  30,  1388 

Army 

Colonels'    Allowances,  Q.  Mr.  King;   A. 

The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Feb  3,  1615 
Military  Stores,  Qs.  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  As. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec  5,  612 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;    A.  The  First  Lord 
of  Treas.  Dec  8,  695 

Banna — State  Railway — Employes,   Q.  Mr. 

Bradlaugh ;    A.  The  Under  Seo.  for  India 

Dec  1,  226 
Ea^t  India  {Scarcity  in  Kumaon  and  Oarwhal), 

Address  for  Return  Feb  2,  1513 

Factories 

Address  for  Return  Feb  3,  1614 
Hours  of  Labour,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham;  A. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Nov  27,  117 

Finance — Rate  of  Exchange,  Q.  Mr.  Hoyle; 
A.  The  Under  Seo.  for  India  Dec  8,  695 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Bombay  Salt  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  A. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Jan  29, 1272 

Dum  Dum  Murder  Case,  Qs.  Mr.  Cony- 
beare, Sir  G.  Campbell,  Dr.  Clark  ;  As. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Jan  29,  1271 

Police— Mr,  W,  M'Orath  Drysdale,  Qs.  Mr. 
S.  Smith,  Mr.  M.  Stewart;  As.  The 
Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec  2,  339 

Unequal  Punishments,  Q.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec  1,  225 

Licences  —  Out-Still  Licences,    Q.    Mr.    S. 

Smith ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec 

5,  641 

Miscellineous 

Child  3farr%age8,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  The 

Under  Sec.  for  India  Dec  2,  341 
Opium  TrajgHc,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Smith ;  A.  The 

Under  Sec.  for  India  Nov  28,  158 ;  Q. 

Mr.  M.  Stewart ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 

India  Jan  29,  1274 
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Indian  Conncils  Act  (1861)  Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P*  Nov  26, 110 
2R.  deferred  Feb  2, 1611 


Indian  Councils  Act  (1861)  Amendment 
(No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1<»  •  Jan  26, 1030 

Indian  Councils  Act  (1861)  Amendment 
(^No,  2)  Bill 
Qs.  Mr.  W.  M'Laren,  Mr.  Bryce;   As.  The 
First  Lord  of  Treas.  Feb  3,  1616 

Industrial  Agricultural  Education  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  P*  Nov  26.  115 

Industrial  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°*  Nov  26, 109 

Infectious     Disease    (Notification)    Act, 
1889,   Infectious    Disease  (Preven' 
tion)  Actf  1890,  and  Public  Health 
Acts  Amendment  Act,  1890 
Return  ordered  Jan  29,  1270 

Intermediate  Schools,  ftc.  Sites  Bill 

L  Presented  ;  Read  1»  ♦  Nov  25,  32 
Read  2»  Dec  2,  333 

International  Industrial  Conference  at 
Madrid  (see  Labour^  Trade^  and 
Commerce) 

International  Maritime  Conference  at 
Washington  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°*  Nov  26,  106 

Intoxicating  Liquors  Licences  (Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  I''  *  Nov  26,  113 
Ireland 

Army 

Donegal  Militia,  Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  A* 
The  Fin.  Sec.  for  War  Feb  3,  1629 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 

Administration — Tipperary     Trials,     ^c, 

Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec. 

Dec  8,  691 ;  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  As.  The 

'    First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  27,  1156 ;  Jan 

29,  1290 

Notices  of  Motions  (Mr.  J.  M*Carthy) 
Dec  8,   6«^1;    Jan  23,    890;    (Mr. 
Parnell)  Jan  22,  787 
Arrests  of  Members  of  Parliament^  Letter 

received  by  Mr.  Speaker  Nov  25,  33 
Castlerea — Arrest   of   Women,  Q.   Sir  T. 
Esmonde  ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 
Feb  3,  1630 
Loi^i,  Mr,,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn;    A.  The  Att* 
Gen.  for  Ireland  Feb  2,  1530 
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Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
cont. 
Nnlly,  Mr.  P.,  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ;  A.  The 

Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Feb  2,  1530 
^Val8h,  Mr.,  Qs.  Mr.   T.  M.  Healy  j    Ap. 

The  Atr.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Nov  28, 165 ; 

7)ec5,  6G3;    Dec  8,  705;    Dec  9,  755; 

Jan  30,  1401 

Distress — Failure  of  the  Potato  Crop 

Congested    Districts — Report,    Q.    Sir    L. 

Piayfair;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Dec  9,  758 
Relief  of  Distress  {Ireland)  Act — Adminis- 
tration, Motion  (Colonel  Nolan)  Feb  3, 
1727 
Relief  Works,  c^c,  Qs.  Mr.  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien  ;  As.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Nov  27, 132 ; 
Dec  8,  703 ;  Q.  Mr.  Cox ;  A.  The  Sec.  to 
Treas.  Dec  4,  540 ;  Q.  Mr.  Cox ;  A.  The 
Chf.  Sec.  Dec  8,704;  Qs.  Mr.  J. 
McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  As.  The 
Chf.  Sec.  Dec  8,  708 ;  Q.  Mr.*  Finucane ; 
A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Dee  9,  763 ;  Qs.  Colonel 
Nolan ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 
Jan  23,  892 ;  Feb  2,  1531 ;  Qs.  Dr. 
Tanner ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 
Jan  26,  1017;  Jan  27,  1155;  Qs. 
Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Mor- 
ley ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan 
26, 1025;  Qs.  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Cox, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  The  Chf. 
Sec,  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  29, 
1293;  Q.  Mr.  Dalton  ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec. 
Jan  29,  1296  ;  Qs.  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  As. 
The  Chf.  Sec,  The  Sec.  to  Treas.  Jan 
30,  1397 ;  Q.  Colonel  Nolan ;  A.  The 
Chf.  Sec.  Jan  30,  1402  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Flynn, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen. 
for  Ireland,  The  Se^;.  to  Treas.  Feb  2, 
1532 
•  Seed  Potatoes,  Qs.  Colonel  Nolan  ;  As.  The 
Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Dec  4,  538;  Q. 
Colonel  Nolan ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adr.  Jan 
26, 1016;  Q.  Dr.  Tanner;  A.  The  Att. 
Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  26,  1022 

Drainage  and  Navigation 

Drainage  Boards,   Q.  Mr.  Cox;    A.  The 

Chf.  Sec.  Nov  27, 131 
Shannon,  Q.   Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  A  Lord  of 

Treas.  Jan  29,  1298 
(Refer    to    sub-heading    Distress — Relief 

WorJ(s) 

Education 
Educational  Endowments — Rainey  School, 

Magherafelt,  Motion  Dec  4,  629 
National  Education  Board — Vacancy,  Scc., 

Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec. 

Nov  27,  133 ;   Q.  Mr.  Clancy  j   A.  The 

Chf.  Sec.  Dec  9,  764 

National  School  Teachers 

Promotions,  Q.  Mr.  D.  Smllivan ;  A.  The 

Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  22,  788 
Widows  and  Orphans  Fund,  Q.  Mr.  Con- 
way;   A.    The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Feb  2, 
1531 

Fisheries  —  Wreck  of  the  **  Harold,'*  Q. 
Mr.  M*Cartan ;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade 
Dec  4,  638 


Ireland — cont. 

Land  Acts  and  I/ind  Commission 

Advances  Under  Land  Acts,  Qs.  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis,  Mr.  S.  Lefevre  ;  As.  The  Chf.  Sec. 
Dec  1,  226  v 

Belfast  —  Fair    Rent    Appeals,    Q.    Mr. 
M'Cartan  ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 
Dec  4,  539 
Decisions  of  Sub-Commissioners — Ennistu- 
mon  Board  of  Guardians,  Q.  Mr.  Cox ; 
A.  The  Att.   Gen.  for  Ireland  Dec  4, 
541 
Distress  —  Failure    of    Potato    Crops  — 
Judicial  Rents,  Qs.  Mr.  J.  McCarthy,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Uealy  ;  As.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Dec  8, 
708 
Land  Purchase  Acts — Returns,  Qs.  Mr.  J. 
E.  Ellis,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  E.  Harring- 
ton; As.  The  Chf.  Sec.   Nov   27,  131; 
Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for 
Ireland  Jan  23,  890 
Land   Purchase   Acts   {Applications),   Re- 
turns ordered  Nov  28,  224 
Land  Purchase  Acts  {Default  Instalments), 

Return  ordered  Dec  4,  639 
Litton,  Mr.  Justice,  Death  of,  Q.  Mr.  Loa  ; 

A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Nov  28,  166 
Purchases  Under  Ashbourne,  Sfc,  Ads,  Qs. 
Mr.   Keay,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  The  Chf. 
Sec.  Nov  28,  162 
Amount     Unappropriated,     Q.    Mr.     J. 
Morley ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Dec  2,  34» 
Case  of  Michael  Keily,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen. 
for  Ireland  Feb  3,  1628 
Reserx^ed  Rights— Marquess  ofWaterford^ 
Q.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen. 
for  Ireland  Feb  2, 1527 

Land  Bills,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell;  A.  The 

Chf.  Sec.  Dec  1,  228 
Land—Pu rchase  of  Land,  ^c.Bill—Ouaran  tee- 

and  Sinking   Fund  (see    title  Purchase  of 

Land,  cj'c.  {Ireland)  Bill) 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

Donegal  Evictions,  Q.  Mr.  Dalton ;  A.  The 

Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  26,  1014 
iMnd    Tenure    (Arbitratioji),     Motion    ou 

going  into  Com.  of  Supply  Jan  30,  1404 
Police   at  Evictions  (see  sub-heading  Loir 

and  Justice  and  Police) 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Cork     Bankruptcy     Court, .  Q.     Mr.      M. 

Healy;  A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 

Feb  3,  1630 
Coroner  for  Tipperary,  Q.  Mr.  Harrison  j 

A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Nov  28, 166 
Coxirt  of  Exchequer  (Ireland)  {Lord  Chief 

Baron's  Observations  on  Applicaiion  for 

Habeas  Corpus),  Return  ordered  Dec  9, 

797 
Crown  Prosecutors — Appointment    of  Mr. 

R.  Olphert,  Qs.  Mr.  Mac  NeiU,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland 

Dec  8,  707 
"  Heffeman  v.  Carter  and  Tuohy,'*  Q.  Mr. 

J.  O'Connor ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Nov  27, 

134;  Q.  Mr.  J,  O'Connor;  A.  The  Att. 

Gen.  for  Ireland  Dec  4,  632 
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IfifiLAin) — Law  and  Justice  and  Police — sont. 
Jurors,  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Rnasell ;  A.  The  Att. 

Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  29, 1296 
Litton,  Mr.  Justice,  Death  of,  Q.  Mr.  Lea; 
A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Nov  28,  166 

Police 

Constabulary    Force    Fund,   Qf.    Sir    T. 

Esmonde,  Mr.  Sexton ;   As.  The  Chf. 

Sec.  Jan  29,  1297 
County  Cess  in  Kerry,   Q.  Mr.  Flvnn  ; 

A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Feb  2, 

1529 
Evictions,  Police   at,  Q.  Mr.  Dalton ;  A. 

The  Att.   Gen.   for  Ireland  Jan  29, 

1292 
Waters  and   O'Shea,  Constables,  Q.  Mr. 
.  Webb  ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Jan  29, 1292 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  Betorn 
ordered  and  presented  Jan  22,  791 

Lighthouses 

Tory  Island^-Teleqraphic  Commnnication, 
Q.  Sir  E.  Watkin;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen. 
Jan  23, 893 

Local  Oovemment  and  Poor  Law 

Distress — Guardians*  Resolution  (see  sub- 
heading Distrefts— Relief  Works) 

Ennistymon  Board  of  Guardians — tiand 
8ub'Commxssioners*  Decisions,  Q.  Mr. 
Cox ;  A.  The  Atb.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Dec 
4,541 

Labourers*  Cottages  in  Oanory,  Q.  Mr.  A. 
O'Connor;  A.  The  Sec.  to  Troas.  Feb  2, 
1532 

Magistracy — Magistrates*  Pensions,  Q.  Dr. 
"Tanner  ;  A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan 
26,  1015 

Miscellaneous 

Catholic  Priests  at  Electione,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W. 

Bnssell,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  B.  Beed  ;  As.  The 

Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  26,  1015 
Census  Returns,  Q.  Mr.  Dalton;  A.   The 

Chf.  Sec.  Jan  30, 1403 
Church  Surplus,  Q.    Mr.    Keay;    A.   The 

Chf.  Sec.  Jan  29, 1297 
€lare  Slob  La/nds,  Q.  Mr.  Cox  ;  A.  The  See. 

to  Treas.  Dec  4,  537 ;  Q.  Mr.  Cox ;  A. 

The  Chf.  See.  Dec  8,  704 
County  Cess  in  Kerry,  Q.  Mr.  Flynn ;  A. 

The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Feb  2,  1629 
Ether  and  Methylated   Spirit  Drinking,  Q. 

Dr.  Cameron  ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Dec 

1,   230;  Q.  Mr.  O'Neill;  A.  The  Ch.  of 

Exch.  Jan  26,  1013 
Fiscal  Relations  between  Great  Britain  and 

Ireland,    Qs.  Mr.    T.   W.    Bnssell,   Mr. 

Sexton ;  As.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Jan  26, 

1029 
Ordnance    Survey,  Q.,  Obs.  Earl  of  Bel- 
more,  Visoonnt  Cross  Jan  29,  1269 
fTithepayers,    Q.     Mr.   P.   Fitzgerald;  A. 

The  Ch.  of  Exoh.  Feb  2,  1529 

Navy 
Haulbmvline  Docks,   Q.   Dr.   Tanner;    A. 

The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  27,  1155 

"  Shannon,**  Repairs  of,  Q.  Dr.  Tanner ;  A. 

The  Firit  Lori  of  Admy.  Jan  27,  1156 

[eont» 


Ireland— co»#. 
Post  Offi.ce 

Cork — Postal    Arrangements,    Q.     Mr.  M. 

Healy;    A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Feb  2,  1533 
Dublin,  Q.Mr.  Conway ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen. 

Feb, 2,  1531 
Ennis  Post  ^Office,   Q.   Mr.   Cox ;    A.   The 

P.M.  Gen.  Jan  29,  1298 
Irish  Lotteries,   Q.    Mr.   Gordon;  A.  The 

P.M.  Gen.  Dec  5,  663 
Mails — Lame  and  Stranraer,  8fc,  Qs.  Mr. 

Lea,   Mr.  M'Cartan,    Mr.    Sexton,    Mr. 

De  Cobain ;  As.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Nov  27, 

189;  Q.  Mr.  Picton  ;   A.  Sir  J.  Gorat 

(for   the    P.M.  Gen.)  Dec  1,  239;  Qs. 

Mr.  M*  Car  tan,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  The  P.M. 

Gen.   I)ec5,  658;  Q8.Mr.M*Cartan,  Mr. 

Johnston  ;   As.  The   P.M.  Gen.  Dec  9, 

755 ;  Q.  Mr.  Sexton ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen. 

Jan  23,  895  ;  Q.  Captain  M'Calmont ;  A. 

A  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  30,  1397 
Sunday  Delivery  of  Letters,  Postponed  Q. 

Mr!  M'Cartan  Dec  4,  539 
Tory  Island — Telegraphic  Communication, 

Q.  Sir  E.  Watkin ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan 

23, 893 

Prisons 

Prisoners  Convicted  Under  the  Criminal 
Law,  iS^c.  Art  (see  snb-heading  Criminal 
Law,  ^c.  Act) 

Railways — Light  Railways 

Croohstownand  Enniskeane,  Q.  Dr.  Tanner ; 

A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jan  27, 

1155 
Donegal,   Q.  Mr.   Loa ;     A.   The   Sec.   to 

Treas.  Dec  9,  764 
Ennis  and  Scarriff,  Q.  Mr.  Cox;  A.  The 

Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Dec  4,  538 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  Beturn 

ordered  Jan  29,  1381 
Maps   of    Proposed  New  Raihvays  for  the 

House  of  Commons  Tea  Room,  Q.  Mr.  S. 

Smith ;  A.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Pec  8,  708 
(Befer  a^so  to  sub-heading  Distress — Relief 

Works) 

Irish    Society   and   London    Companies 
(Irish  Estates) 
Select  Com.  ordered  and  nominated  ;  Orders 
for  Papers,  &c.  Jan  26,  1127 

Isaacson,   Mr.  F.   W.,    Tomer  Hamlets, 
Stepney 
Friendly  Societies — Mnsic  at  Meetings,  763 
Post  Office  Officials,  696;  Bes.  217 

Italy 

Bread,  Price  of,  Q.,  Obs.  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  Dec 
2,  335 

Jackson,  Right  Hon.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to 
the  Treasury),  Leeds,  A". 
Civil  Service 

Clerks'  Promotion,  &c.  528,  752 
Writers,  1149 
Cnstoms — Statistical    Abstracting   Depart- 
ment, 754 

[eont. 
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Jackson,  Right  Hod.  W.  L, 
IreUuid 

Clare  Slob  Lands,  538 

Distress— Relief  Works,  541, 1399, 1532 

Labourers'  Cottages  in  Os^ory,  1533 

Railways — County  Doneg^,  764 
liiteratnre,  Science,  and  Art 

Natotal  History  Moseum — Electric  Light- 
ing, 746 

South  Kensington  Mnseum — Attendants' 
Superannnation,  228 
Parliament 

Easiness  of  the  House,  1381 

Sessional    Papers— Annual    Index,    700, 
788 
Pensions 

Hr.  T.  Cadman,  1619 

Perpetual  Pensions,  Res.  186,  193 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Clerks,  789,  1021 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  1620 
Bootland — Salmon  Fishery  Rights,  1514 
Supply — Ireland— Relief  of  Distress,  686 
Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

624,  625;  Lords'  Amendt.  744 
Wales 

Gwylwyr  Sett  Quarry,  647,  1146 

Sale  of  Crown  Property,  698 

JlCOBY,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Derbyshire,  Mid. 
Itinerant  Musicians,  1516 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gatesliead 
Chapel  Royal,  Whitehall,  1276 

Jajtes,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury,  Lan- 
cashire 
Religious    Disabilities    Removal    Bill,    2R. 

1785, 1787 
Tithe   Rent-Charge    Recovery    Bill,    Com. 
1036,  1041,  1101,  1102,  1322 

Jeffreys,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants^  Basingstoke 
Tithe  Rent- Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  308; 
Com.  1320,  1358 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Perpetual  Pensions,  Res.  191,  193 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 
Irish  Mails,  755 

JoiCEY,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Chester-le-Street 
Corrupt  Practices  Act,  901 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  488 

Jurors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  *  Nov  26,  107 

Jofltices  of  the  Peace  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  •  Jan  23,  903 


Kay-Shuttle  WORTH,  Right  Hon.  Sir  U.  J.» 
Lanca^hire^  Clitheroe 
Petty  and  Quarter  Sessions,  Jurbdiction  in, 

521 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools    Bill^ 
707 

Keat,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Hyde  Park,  Skating  in,  899 
India— Crops,  157,  899 
Ireland 

Church  Surplus,  1297 

Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  729,. 
730,  738 

Land  Purchase,  162,  661 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —    Christmas 

Recess,  Res.  775 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  393,  402,  403 
SinkiDg    Fund,   &c.   704,   759,   1017,   1149, 

1623 

Kellt,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Camhertoellf  N. 

Civil   Sorrice  Clerks — Promotion,  4c.  752. 

1153,  1627 
Law    and    Jo st ice— Probate    and    Divorce 

Court,  1154 
Licensing — Tied  Public  Houses — *'  Keen  iv 

Usher  and  Otherp,  Limited,"  1389 
School  Board  for  London  (Superannuation) 

Bill,  2R.  1111 
Teachers  (Registration  and   Organisation) 

BUI,  2R.  1110 

Kknnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  lloniton 
County  Councils — Roads  and  Footpaths,  120 

Kenny,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid 
Irish  Private  Biil  Leffislation,  165 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  732 

Kenton-Slanet,  (]Jolonel  W.,  Shropshire y, 
Newport 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  89 

KiMBEBLET,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Address    in 
Answer  to,  29 

King,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Ilnll,  Central 

India — Army — Colonel's  Allowances,  1615 

Kingston-npon-Sull   Court   of  Becord 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"*  Dec  9,  767 

KiNLOCH,  Sir  J.  G.  S.,  Perth,  E, 

Scotland  —  Round     Tower    of   Abcmethy, 
1619 

''Kirkv,  Connor'' 

Address  for  Return  Jan  28, 1201 
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Knatchbull-Hugessin,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 
Faversham 
Army— Wall  Marab,  Sheerness,  1620 
Foreign    Fmit — Merchandise    Marks    Act, 
•  161 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Com.  602  ;  Com.  1054,  1351,  1651 

KxowLES,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W. 
Parliament — SessioDal  Papers — Annual  In- 
dex, 700,  787 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Cavan,  W. 

Ireland — DistroFs— Relief  of  Distress  (Ire- 
land) Act — Administration,  Res.  1729 

Koch,  Dr.  (see  Board  of  Agriculture) 

Laboucherb,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Africa 

Emin  Relief  Expedition,  Offences  Com- 
mitted Under,  661 

England  and  Portugal,  1141, 1284 
Edaoation — Rawnsley  School,  1151 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  742 
Law    and    Jostice — Corrupt  Practices  Act, 

1026 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Res.  1192 
Navy 

Docks — Portsmouth,  1141 

Ships—"  Tyne,"  658 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,   791,  1381 ;  Res. 
168 

Cleaners  of    the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
1143,  1394 

Mr.   Bradlaugh  and    the  Parliamen'^ary 
Oath,  Res,  1171 
Post  Office— Savings  Bank  Clerks,  1393 
Purchase  of  Land  and   Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  IR.  146,  147;  2R.  408,  416, 

417,  421,  424,  425,  508,  511,  516 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  622, 

1370,  1378,  1538 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

British  Trade  in  the  Pacific — Australasian 
Federal  Council^  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols.  Feb  3,  1621 

*  Commercial  Treaties,  Q.  Sir  R.  Lethbridge  ; 
A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols.  Dec  2,  346 ; 
Q.  Mr.  H.Vincent;  A.  The  Under  Sec. 
for  Cols.  Jan  2Q,  1020 ;  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vin- 
cent ;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs. 
Jan  20,  1020;  Qs.  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan, 
Mr.  H.  Vincent ;  As.  The  First  Lord  of 
Treas.  Jan  26,  1027 ;  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell ;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  27, 
1146 

Factory  Acts 
Bow  Factories,   Qs.  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;    A  p. 

The  Home  Sec,  The  Vice  Pres.  Nov  28, 

160 
Clarendon    Press,    Orford  — Unvaccinated 

Youth,  Q.  Mr.  Fenwick;  A.  The  Home 

Sec.  Feb  2, 1525 
Legislation,    Q.   Mr.   Baumann;     A.  The 

Home  Sec.  Dec  2,  345 

[cont. 


Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce — cont. 
Howrs  of  Adult  Labour,  Address  for  Return 

DeQ  1,  240 
Industrial  Profit  Sharing,   Q.  Mr.  Bart  ley ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  26,  1023 
International  Industrial  Conference  atMadrid, 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;    A.  The  Under  Sec. 

for  Fn.  Affrs.  Feb  2,  1526 
Labour  Bureau,  Q.  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  A,  The 

Prep.  Bd.  Trade  Nov  27, 123 
Manchester  Ship  Canal — Number  of  Accident  >i, 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham ;    A.  The  Home   Sec. 

Dec  9,  749 

Mines 

Burnbank    Collier y-rWeighing    MineraJii, 

Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham ;    A.  The  Home  Sec. 

Dec  4,  631 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Fen- 
wick ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Feb  2,  1525 
Deductions  from  Earnings — W.  Armstrong, 

Q.  Mr.  Burt ;  A.  The  Under  Home  Sec. 

Dec  5,  664 
Explosives  Act — Miners  with  Gunpowder, 

Q.    Mr.    Burt;     A.    The     Home    Sec. 

Jan  29,  1275 
Inspectors,  Qs.  Mr.  D.  Thomas ;    As.  The 

Home  Sec.  Jan  30, 1390,  1391 ;  Q.  Mr. 

J.   W.   Sidebotham;    A.    The    Sec.    to 

Treas.  Feb  3,  1619 
Secretary  for  Mines,  Res.  Jan  27,  1176 
Selksworth  Colliery -^Eviction  of  Miners,  Q. 

Mr.  Atherley-Jones ;   A.  The  Pres.  Loc. 

Gov.  Bd.  Jan  27, 1147 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Q.  Mr. 
Philipps ;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  4, 
525 ;  Qs.  Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ; 
As.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Dec  5,  656;  Q. 
Mr.  Provand;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade 
Jan  23,  895  ;  Motion  on  going  into  Com. 
of  Supply  Jan  23,  904  ;  Motion  for  Select 
Com.  Feb  3,  1715 

Strikes 

Gas  Strike  —  Government  Supply  in>j 
Labourers,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  A.  The 
Home  Sec.  Dec  4,  532 
Scotch  Railway  Strike,  Q.  Mr.  Watt ;  A. 
The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  23,  891 ;  Q. 
Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade 
Jan  23,  902 

Trade    and    Navigation,   Accounts   ordered 
Jan  27,  1157 

Trades  Unions 
"  Kirk  V.    Connor,"  Address  for  Return 

Jon  28, 1201 
**  Reg.   V.    Curran    and    Others"    Return 
ordered  and  presented  Jan  27, 1157, 1200 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Nov  26,  116 

Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts   Amendment 
(No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1''  *  Nov2G,  108 

Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Road  1°  *  Nov  27,  15  i 
Read  2«  Dec  8,  710 
Com.  Dec  9,   768 
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Land  Department   (Ireland)  [SalarieSy 
Ac] 
Instruction  to  Com.  Dec  9,  784 

Land  Law  (Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  •  Dec  4,  640 

Land  Purchase  Acts  (^Ireland)  {Applica- 
tions) 
Betom  ordered  Nov  28,  224 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Acts  (Default 
of  Instalments) 
Return  ordered  Dec  4t,  639 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  (Arbitration) 
Motion  (Mr.  B.  Lefevre)  Jan  30,  1404 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  Bill 

a.  Ordered  ;  Read  1»*  Nov  28,  184 

Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  Nov  26, 110 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Assizes — Late  Sittings,  Q.    Mr.  Fickersgill; 

A.  The  Home  Sec.  Feb  3,  1621 
Corrupt   Practices   Act    and  Parliamentary 

Elections f    Qs.     Mr.     Howortb,    Mr.    A. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  Joioey,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  As.  The 

Att.  Gen.  Jan  23, 900;  Q.  Mr.  Labouchere ; 

A.  The  Sol.  Gen.  Jan  26, 1026 
Explosives  Act — A  Miner  with  Ounpowder,  Q. 

Mr.  Bart;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Jan  29,  1275 
Firearms,  Dangerous  Use  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Talbot, 

Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  As.  The  Ch.  of  Exoh. 

Dec  4,  519 
First  Offenders,  Address  for  Return  Feb  4, 

1800 
Hardvnch,  Catherine,  Case  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  As.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  2,  343; 

Dec  8,  702 
Eargan,  Walter,  Notice  of  Motion   (Mr.  J. 

Lowther)  Dec  4,  542;  Motion  Dec  5, 681 
Inquests  -Bedford,  The    Late  Duke  of,  Qs. 

Mr.  Cobb;  As.  The  Home  Sec.  Jan  22, 

789;    Feb   2,   1518;    Qs.    Mr.  Cobb,  Mr. 

Morton ;  As.  The  Home  Sec.  Jan  23,  893 ; 

Qs.  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Fickersgill;  As.  The 

Home  Sec.  Jan  26, 1024 
hitimidation     at    Plymouth  —  "  Hegina    v. 

Curran  and  Others,**  Q.  Mr.   Howell ;  A. 

The  Att.  Gen.  Jan  23,  900 
I^imidation — **  The  Conspiracy  and  Property 

Act,  1875,"  Q.  Mr.  Fenwick ;  A.  The  Home 

Sec.  Dec  4,  525 
Juvenile  Offenders,  Q.  Mr.  Mather ;  A.  The 

Under  Home  Sec.  Dec  5,  644 
^' Kirk    V.    Conner,''*   Address    for    Return 

Jan  28,  1201 
Licensing — Tied    Public   Houses — ^*  Keen  v. 

Usher  and   Others,    Limited,**   Q.  Mr.  J. 

Kelly ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Jan  30,  1389 
Locket,  Thomas — Stealing  a  Postman\  Bag, 

Q.  Mr.  Newnes ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Jan  30, 

1392 

[^cont. 


Laiv  and  Justice  and  Police — cont. 

Middlesex  Magistrates,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent; 

A.  The  Home  Sec.  Feb  3, 1616 
** Mitchell    V.  Regina**    (see  title   Army — 

Officers) 
Northampton   Meeting — Prohibition,  Q.   Mr. 

Bradlaugh ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  2,  345 ; 

Address  for  Betnrn  Dec  4,  542 
Penal  Servitude — Legislation^  Q.  Mr.  Leng ; 

A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  4,  520 
Pensions,  Legal — Case  of  Mr.  T,  Cadman,  Q. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Sidebotham;  A.  The  Sec.  to 

Treas.  Feb  13,  619 
Petty  and  Quarter  Sessions,  Jurisdiction  in, 

Q.    Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttleworth;    A.    The 

Home  Sec.  Dec  4,  521 

Police 

Assisting  the  Police,  Q.  Mr.  Brookfield ;  A. 

The  Home  Sec.  Dec  4,  520 
Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire,  Q.  Mr. 

B.  Bowlands  ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dee  1, 

231 ;  Q.  Mr.  S.  T.  Evans;  A.  The  Home 

Sec.  Dec  4,  522 
Matrons    at    Police   Stations,  Q.    Sir    B. 

Fowler;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  9,  756 
Metropolitan  Police  (see  title  Metropolis) 

Prisons 

Chatham — Dynamite  Prisoners,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

O'Connor;    A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  4, 

532 

Clerks,  Q.  Mr.  Lawson ;  A.  The  First  Lord 

of    Treas.    Dec    4,    536;     Q.    Mr.    J. 

McCarthy;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  8, 

698 

Probate  and  Divorce  Court,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Kelly  ; 

A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  27, 1154 

Punishments,  Scale  of,  Q.,  Obs.  Lord  Norton, 

Lord  Herschell,  Lord  Chancellor  Pec  2,336 

"  R.  Y,   Curran  and   Others,"   Address  for 

Return  Jan  27, 1157 
Reformatory    and    Industrial    Schools    (see 
Education) 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Pancras,  W. 
Army  Pensions — Case  of  J.  Higham,  1518 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  762, 1397 
Post   Office — Savings  Bank  Department- 
Officers,  757 
Prison  Clerks,  536 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,  Cumberland,  Cocker^ 

mouth 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  38 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)   Bill,    IR.  149;   2R.    414,  502, 

504,  505 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  S, 

Bank  Act,  125 

Ireland 

Litton,  Mr.  Jnstice— Death  of,  166 
Post  Office— Mails,  129 
Railways — County  Donegal,  764 

Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  728 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  38 

Leaseholders  Enfranchisement  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  P  •  Kov  26, 102 
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Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1*»*  Nov  26,  lOG 

Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Army — Magazine  Rifles,  Res.  1678 

Lefevre,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford^ Central 
Ireland 
Land  Acfcs,  Advances  Under,  227 
Land  Teonre  (Arbitration),  Res.    1404, 
1410,  1478, 1493 
Land  Department  (Ireland)   Bill,  2R.  724, 

725 
Farchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  474,  479,  508,  509 
Sinking  Fund,  705,  759 

Leng,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 
Cattle,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  236 
Customs— Wine  Duties,  1275 
Merobant  Shipping  Act,  692 
Navy — Crozet  Islands— Missing  Vessels,  697 
Penal  Servitude — Legislation,  520 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

875 
Railways 

Regulation  of,  1176 

Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  790 
Scotch  and  American  Mails,  1291 

Lb;thbridgb,  Sir  R.,  Kensington,  iT. 
Ceylon— Military  Expenditure,  346 
Commercial  Treaties,  346 
Education — Latimer  Road  Board  School,  699 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  699 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  293, 

294.  295  J    Com.  1051,  1060,  1061,  1065, 

1091 

Leveson-Gower,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Stoke-upon- 
Trent 
Asiatic  Turkey,  Papers  Relating  to,  1021 
Cyprus —Revenue  and  Expenditure,  237 

Licensed  Premises  {Scotland) 
Return  ordered  Jan  27, 1157 

Licensing 

Tied  Public  Houses — **  Keen  v.  Usher  and 
Others,  Limited,**  Q.  Mr.  J.  Kelly;  A.  The 
Home  Sec.  Jon  30, 1389 

Licensing  (Ireland)  Bill 

<\  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Jan  30,  1500 

LlCHTIELD,  Bishop  of 
Presentation  to  Benefices  Bill,  2R.  1613 

Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill 

/.  Presented  ;  Read  1*  •  Nov  25,  32 
211. ;  Bill  referred  to  Examiners  Feb  3,  1614 

Light  Railtvays  {Ireland)  Act,  1889 
Return  ordered  Jan  2J),  1381 


Lighthouse  Illuminants  {South  Foreland 
Experiments) 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Nov  25,  36 

Limerick,  Earl  of 

Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland) 
(Athonry  and  Tuam  Railway)  Bill,  2R. 
1385 

Liqnor  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V*  •  Nqv  26,  108 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1»  *  Nov  26, 101 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland) 
BUI 

€.  Ordered ;  Read  V  *  Nov  26, 114 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1»  •  Nov  26, 101 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 

British  Museum — Hackney   Carriage  Stand, 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands  ;  A.  The  Home  Sec. 

Jan  29,  1280 
Natural  History  Museum  —  Electric    Light, 

Q.  Sir  G.  Campbell;  A.  The  First  Com. 

of  Works  Dec  5,  652 ;  Q.  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 

A.  The  Sec.  to  Treas.  Dec  9,  746 

South  Kensington  Museum 

Attendants*   Pay,  ^c,  Q.  Mr.  Whitmore; 

A.   The   Sec.    to    Treas.  Dec    1,   228; 

Q.  Mr.  WaUaoe;  A.  The  Vice  Pres.  Dec 

4,  523 
Plans   for    the    Completion  of,    Cs.    Mr. 

Bartley,   Dr.   Tanner;    As.   The   First 

Com.  of  Works  Jan  27,  1152 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somerset,  iV. 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 

951 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 

Com.  606,  607 

Lloyd-George,  Mr.  D.,  Carnarvon,  dec, 
Mexico — Arrest  of  Officers  of  the  "Seaforth," 

1025 
Tithes  Bill,  Com.   1066,   1539,   1540,   1542, 

1543,  1545,  1573,  1574, 1598, 1602,  1732 
Wales 

Barial  Scandal,  1281 

Gwylwjr  Sett  Quarry,  646, 1146 

Local    Authorities    (Scotland)   Loans 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1»  •  Nov  26, 109 

Local    Bankruptcy  (Ireland)   Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Road  1"  •  Dec  6,  639 
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Lord  Privy  Seal  (see  Cadogan,  Earl) 


Local  Government  Bpard  (England  and 
Wales) 
County  Councils 

County  Councils  and  Education,  Q.  The 
Marqaees  of  Hartington  ;  A.  The  Ch.  of 
Exch.  Dec  4,  528;  Q.  Mr.  Bryce ;  A. 
The  Ch.  of  Exoh.  Dec  4, 533 
Pleasure  Boats  on  the  Severn,  Q.  Mr.  G. 
Allaopp ;  A.  The  Pres.  Loo.  Gov.  Bd. 
Nov  27,  126 
Roads  and  Footpaths,  Q.  Sir  J.  Kennaway ; 
A.  The  Prefl.  Loo.  Gov.Bd.  Nov  27, 120 

Homerton  Hospital  (see  title  Metropolis) 
Local  Taxation,  Relief  of,  Q.  Mr.  Oldroyd  ; 

A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Dec  5,  664 
Public  Roads — Barbed   Wires,  Q.  Mr.  Brun- 

ner;  A.  The  Pres.  Loo.  Gov.  Bd.  Dec  2, 

345 
Registration  of  Deaths,  Q.  Mr.  Bradlaagh ;  A. 

The  Pres.  Loo.  Gov.  Bd.  Nov  27,  123 
Vaccination  —  Clarendon    Press  —  An    Vn- 

vaccinated  Lad,  Q.  Mr.  Fen  wick  ;  A.  The 

Home  Sec.  Feb  2,  1526 

Local  Taxation    (Customs    and  Excise 
Duties)  Act 
Q.  Colonel  Hambro ;  A.  The  Pres.  Loc.  Gov. 

Bd.  Feb  2,  1524 
Cou/nty  Councils  and   Education  (see  Local 
Qovemment  Board) 

Local   Taxation   (Exchequer    Contribu- 
tions) Returns 
Q.  Mr.  Hobhonse ;  A.  The  Pres.  Loc.  Gov.  Bd. 
Nov  28,  159 

LOCKWOOD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
944 

London  School  Board  Elections  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1«  *  Nov  26,  111 

London  Taxation  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Nov  26,  108 
2R. ;   Bill  withdrawn  Jan  26,  1128 

London  Water  (Meter)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  *  Nov  26,  105 

London  Water  Supply  (see  Metropolis) 

Lord  Advocate,  The  (see  Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Chancellor,  The  (see  Halsburt, 
Lord) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland— Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  (see  Balfour,  Right 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

Lord  President  of  the  Council  (see 
Cranbrook,  Viscount) 


Lothian,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for  Scot- 
land) 
Fishery  Board  (Scotland)  Bill,  IR.  690 

LowTHER,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet 
Colonies — Fisoal  Arrangemeii),  1622 
Firearms — Increase  of  Licence  Daties,  520 
Law  and  Jostioe — Hargan,  Walter,  5 12 ;  Res. 

682,  683,  684 
Parliament — Bos'ness    of  the  Honse,  Res. 
173, 175 

LoYTTHER,     Mr.     J.     W.,     Cumberland, 
Penrith 
Charity  Commissioners 
Christ's  Hospital,  761 
Lambeth  Charitiep,  1288 
St.  George's  Chnrob,  Botolph  Lane,  657 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 

Ireland — Land  Tenure   (Arbitration),  Res. 

1439 
Pollen  Fisheries   (Ireland)    Bill,    2R.   224; 

Com.  627,  1612 
Parchsse  of  L<ind  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  356,  442,  479 
Seed  Potatoes  Sapply  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

677 
Supply — Relief  of  Distress  in  Ireland,  55 1-, 

577,  580 

Maclure,    Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford 
Solicitord'  Magistracy  Bill,  2R.  628,  888 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S, 
Ireland — Crown  Prosecutors — Appointment 
of  Mr.  R.  Olphert,  70? 

McArthur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Portugal  and  the  East  African  Slave  Trade, 
234 

McCalmont,  Captain  J.,  Antrim,  E, 
Ireland— Mails,  1397 

McCartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  S, 
Ir3land 
Fair  Rent  Appeals,  539 
**  Harold,"  Wreck  of,  538 
Post  Office 
Mails,  129,  658,  753 
Sunday  Delivery  of  Letters,  539 
Pollen  Fisheries    (Ireland)  Bill,  Order  for 
Com.  629 

McCarthy,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  &c.  Act— Tipperary  Prose- 
cutions, 691 
Distress — Land  Commission,  708 
Prison  Clerks,  698 
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Madden,  Bight  Hon.  D.  H. — cont. 

Seed  Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

678 
Tramways     Order    in     Coanoil     (Ire]  and) 
(Athenry  and  Tuam  Bailway)  Bill,  709 


McDonald,  Dr.  R.,  ^oss  and  Cromarty 
Scotland 
Com  Mills,  693 
Naval  Reserve,  691 

West  Highlands  and  Islands  Commission, 
239 


McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  JT. 
Trost  Funds  and  Colonial  Secorities,  750 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 
Indian  Conncils  (No.  2)  Bill,  1616 
Bailway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,   Bes. 
1007  ;  Select  Com.,  Bes.  1721, 1722 

Madden,   Right  Hon.   D.  H.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Drainage  and   Improvement  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  2B.  629,  1195 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act 
Castlerea,  Arrest  of  Women  at,  1631 
Long,  Mr.  1530 
NuUy,  Mr.  P.  1530 
Walsh,  Mr.  165,  663,  706,  766,  1402 
Distress — Failure  of  Potato  Crop 

Belief  Works,   892,   1018,   1025,   1155, 

1531, 1532 
Seed  Potatoes,  538, 1022 
Distress — Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 

— Administration,  Bes.  1730 
Education 
Educational       Endowments  —  Bainey 
School,  Magherafelt,  Bes.  633,   634, 
639,  640 
Teachers'  Promotion,  788 
Land  Acts  and  Land  Commission 

Decisions     of     Sab  -  Commissioners — 
Ennistymon  Board  of  Guardians,  541 
Fair  Bent  Appeals,  540 
Land  Purchase,  662,  1528,  1628 
Land  Purchase  Acts  Betums,  897 
Landlord  and  Tenant 

Donegal  Evictions,  1014 
Land  Tenure  (Arbitration),  Bes.  1443 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Cork  Bankruptcy  Court,  1630 
Crown     Prosecutors — Appointment    of 

Mr.  B.  Olphert,  707 
"  Heffernan  v.  Carter,"  533 
Jurors,  1296 

Police  at  Evictions,  1292 
Magistrates'  Pensions,  1015 
Miscellaneous 
Catholic  Priests  at  Elections,  1015 
County  Cess  in  Kerry,  1529 
Bailways — Ennis  and  Scarriff,  538 
(Befer  also  to  sub-heading  District  Belief 
Works) 
Land  Department  (Ireland)    Bill,   2B.  716, 

739,  740 
Pollen  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  1612 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  BiU,  2B.  474,  507,  508,  509,  511, 
612 ;  Order  for  Com.  675 

Icont, 


Mahony,  Mr.  P.,  Meath,  X. 

Ireland— Land   Tenure   (Arbitration),  Bes. 

1478,  1489 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  727 

Mail  Ships  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  V  *  Jan  22,  792 

Malay  Peninsula 

Reported  Cession  ofy  Q.  Mr.  De  Lisle;    A. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  AfPrs.  Jan  27, 1140 

Malcolm,  Colonel  J.  W.,  Argyllshire- 
Navy — Charts  and  Surveys — Firth"  of  Clyde, 
642 

Maple,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Camberwell,  Dulwich 
Austria — Zone  Fares  on  Bailways,  286 

Mappin,  Sir  F.  T.,  York,  W.Ji,,  Ilallam- 
shire 
Post  Office— Postal  Facilities,  1519 

Marjoribanks,  Right  Hon.  E.,  Berwick' 
shire 
Army— Magazine  Bifles,  1022,  1151;    Bes. 

1631, 1635,  1669,  1682 
Parliament — Adjournment—  C  hristmas   Be- 

cess,  Bes.  770 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 
627 

Marriage'with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill ' 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  »  Nov  2%  102 

Marriage  of  Nonconformists  (Attend* 
ance  of  Beg^istrars)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  V*  *  Dec  2,  351 

Mather,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.E,,Gortou 
Law  and  Justice — Juvenile  Offenders,  6^44 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  ,the  Home  Department),. 
.  Birmingham^  E. 
Armv 

*'  Mitchell  1'.  Begioa,"  529 
Boyal  Engineers — Petition,  527 
Church  of  England  Be  venue  Betump,  231 
Friendly  Societies— Music  at  Meetings,  763 
Labour 

Bow  Factory,  Insanitary  State  of,  160 
Clarendon  Press — An  Unvaccinated  Lad, 

1526 
Factory  and  Workshop  Act,  346 
Gas     Strike  —  Government     Supplying 
Labourers,  532 

[cont. 
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Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.  — cont. 

Manchester  Ship  Canal — Xamber  of  Acci- 
dents, 749 
Mines 
Accidents — Inspectors'  Reports,  1391 
Goal  Mines  Act — Examiners,  1525 
Employment  of  Workmen  as  Inspectors, 

1391 
Explosives  Act — A  Miner  with    Gun- 
powder, 1276 
Secretary  for.  Res.  1180 
Weighing  Minerals,  531 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Assizes — Late  Sittingps,  1622 
Hardwick,  Catherine,  343,  702 
Inqnests— Bedford,  The  Late  Duke  of,  790, 

894,  1024, 1519 
Intimidation — The    Conspiracy  and  Pro- 
perty Act,  525 
Licensing — Tied  Public  Houses — "  Keen  v. 

Usher  and  Others,"  1390 
Locket,  T. — Stealing  a  Postman's  Bag, 

1392 
Middlesex  Magistrates,  1616 
Northampton  Meeting,  Prohibition  of,  345 
Penal  Servitude — Legislatiou,  620 
Petty  and  Quarter  Sessions,  Jurisdiction 

in,  522 
Police 

Assisting  the  Police,  521 
Metropolitan  Police   {see  title   Metro- 
polis) 
Prisons 
Chatham— Dynamite  Prisoners,  532 
Clerks,  698 
Metropolis 
Hackney  Carriage  Stands  at  the  British 

Museum,  1280 
Police—Pay,  Ac.  630,  701 
Valuation  (Metropolis)  Act,  1517 
Midland     Railway    Act,     1890,    Evictions 

Under,  890 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1617 
Reformatory  and  Industrial    Schools  Bill, 

707 
Religious  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,  2R.  1746, 

1747 
Wales 
Chief    Constable  of  Cardiganshire,  232, 

623 
Llanaher— Alleged  Burial  Scandal,  1282 

Maxwell,  Sir   H.    E.  (A  Lord  of    the 
Treasury),   Wigton 
Ireland 
Mails,  1397 
Shannon  Navig^tiox^  1298 

Mayne,   Admiral   R.  C,  Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  314 

Mercliandise  Marks  Act  (see  Board  of 
Trade) 

Merchant  Shi2^ping  (see  Board  of  Trade) 


Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment 
BUI 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1<»  •  Hov  26,  115 
2R.  Jan  27,  1200 

Metropolis 

City   of  London   Parochial    Charities    (see 

Charity  Commissioners) 
Electric  Lighting  (see  Board  of  Trade) 
Hackney   Cai-riage     Stands   at    the    British 

Museum,   Q.   Mr.  J.   Rowlands;   A.   The 

Home  Sec.  Jan  29,  1280 
Itinerant  Musicians,   Q.    Mr.    Jaooby ;    A. 

The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Feb  2, 1516 
Metropolitan     Asylums      Board  —  Eastern 

Hospital  at  Homerton,  Q.  Mr.  Piokersarill ; 

A.  The  Pros.  Loc.  Gov.  Bd.  Jan  23,  896 
Parks — Hyde    Parle,    Skating     in,    Q.     Mr. 

Keay;  A.  The  First  Com.  of  Works  Jan 

23,899 

Police 

Chief  Cojnmissioner,  Report  of,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

Rowlands;   A.  The  Under  Home  Sec. 

Feb  3,  1626 
Increase  of  Pay,  Address  for  Return   Jan 

26, 1127 
Pay,  Qs.  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  H.  Vincent ; 

As.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  4,  530 ;  Q.  Mr. 

H.  Vincent ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec  8, 

700 
Valuation  (Metropolis)  Act,  Q.  Mr.  Bau- 

mann  ;  A.  The  Homo  Sec.  Feb  2, 1516 
Water  Supply,  Qs.  Mr.  Lawson ;  As.  The 

First  Lord  of  Treas.  Pec  9, 762  ;  Jan  30, 

1397;  Q.  Mr.   Causton;  A.   The  First 

Lord  of  Treas.  Feb  3, 1626 

Metropolis  Management  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  P  *  Nov  27, 165 

Metropolis  Water  Supply  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V  •  Jan  30, 1403 

Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  (see  Metro- 
polis) 

Metropolitan  Hospitals,  tkc. 
Motion  for  Select  Com.  agreed  to  and  Com. 

nominated  Jan  23,  889 
Evidence,  Ac.  to  be  printed  Jan  26, 1012 

Metropolitan  Water  CompanioB'  Charges 
BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  Nov  26, 104 
Ordered  to  be  examined  bj  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills  Jan  26, 1128 

Mexico 

Arrest  of  Officers  of  the  "  Seaforth,"  Q.  Mr. 
Lloyd-George;  A.  The  Under  Sec.  for 
Fn.  Affrs.  Jan  26,  1025 

Midwives  Registration  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  !"*•  Nov  28,  224 
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Mines  (see  Labour,   Trade,  and  Com- 
merce) 

Mines  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1»  •  Nov  26,  103 

Mining  Accidents  Insurance  (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1<»  •  Nov2Q,  104 

Montagu,      Mr.     S.,     Tower    Hamlets, 
Whitecliapel 
CnrreDoy— Light  Gold,  239 
Gold  Coinage  Bill,  1618 
Inhabited  House  Datj,  1617 
Tower  of  London  Wharf,  1618 

Morgan,  Right  Hon,  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
bighshire, E, 
Llani^er — Borial  Scandal,  1281 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  IR.  136  j 
2R.  275,  294,  295 ;  Com.  1033,  1037,  1045, 
1050,  1053,  1059,  1070, 1076,  1089, 1090, 
1094,   1301,  1305,  1306,  1310,  1319,  1325, 
1362,  1538,  1540,  1543;  1551,  1554,  1564, 
1565, 1569, 1592,  1609 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Carmarthen,  W, 
Tithe  Rezt-Chargo  Recovery  BUI,  211.  304; 
Com.  1567 

Morgan,  Mr.  0.  V.,  Battersea 

Commercial    Treaties    with    the    Colonies, 
1027 

Morgan,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Mines,  Secretary  for.  Res.  1176 
S apply — Ireland — Relief  of    Distress,    694, 

595 
Tithe    Rent-Charge    Recovery    Bill,    Com. 
1107, 1603,  1605,  1606,  1608 

MORLBT,  Right  Hod.  ^ ,, Neivcastle-upon- 
Tyiie 
Ireland 
Criminal    Law     and     Procedore    Act — 

Administration,  1156, 1290 
Distress— Relief  Works,  1026, 1400 
Land  Farchase  Acbs,  131,  349 
Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  537,  741, 1801 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
70 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  378,  421 
Supply — Ireland — Relief  of    Distress,   661, 

662,  564,  580 
Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill — Lords 

Amendts.  con.  741 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
House  Duty  and  Income  Tax,  752 
Inquests—  Bedford,  The  Late  Duke  of,  893 
Lambeth  Charities,  1287 

[cont. 


Morton,  Mr.  A.  C. — cont. 
Railways 
Return  Tickets.  1396 

Servants — Hours  of    Labour,   Res.    966. 
1724 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com. 
1033,  1044,  1045,  1049,  1050, 1578,  1579, 
1599 

Mount-Edgcumbb,  Earl  of 

Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill,  2R.  335 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Report,  333 

Mundella,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 
Chapel  Royal,  Whitehall,  1277 
Education 

Assisted  Education,  536 

Blind,  Education  of,  527 

Christ's  Hospital,  761 
Perpetual  Pensions,  Res.  204,  205,  206 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  516 

Murdoch,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Reading 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 
927 

Mnsenms  and  Gymnasinms  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Dec  9,  767 

National    School  Teachers    (Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  Nov  26,  106 

Natural  History  Museum   (see  Litera- 
ture, Science,  and  Art) 

Naval  Reserve  {No,  1) 
Return  ordered  Dec  9,  765 

Naval  Reserve  (No,  2) 
Return  ordered  Dec  9,  766 


Expenditure^    Q.    Sir    K. 
The  Under  Sec.  for  Cols. 


Navy 

Ceylon — Militart. 

Lethbridge;  A 

Dec  2,  346 
Charts  and  Surveys — Firth    of   Clyde^    Q. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Nov  28, 

160 ;  Qs.  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

As.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Dee  5,  642 
Docks 

Haulhoivline,    Q.    Dr.   Tanner;    A.    The 
First  Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  27,  1155 

Portsmouth^   Q.  Mr.  Labouchere ;  A.   The 
First  Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  27,  1141 
Lisbon — British  Naval  Hospital,   Q.  Sir  E. 

Watkin;    A.  The    First  Lord  of  Admy. 

2^ou  27,  123 
Naval  Prison  at  Levees^  Q.  Mr.  T.  H.  Bolton  -, 

A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  30, 1391 
Officers — Lieutenants^  List,  Q.  Captain  Price 

A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Dee  5,  642 

[cont. 
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Naty — cont. 

Ordnance  Department 

Armaments   Vote — Report,  of  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts,  Q.  Mr.  Duff ;  A.   The 
First  Lord  of  Admy.  Feb  3,  1620 
Magazine  Rifles  (see  Aemy) 
Royal  Naval  Reserve    (Scotland) — Employ- 
ment of  by  an  Offi>cerfor  Private  Purposes^ 
Q.  Dr.  R.  McDonald ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 
Admy.  Dec  8,  691 

Shipsi 

**  Barracouta,**   Q.  Mr.  Gourley;  A.  The 

First  Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  29,  1278 
Crozet  Islands — Missing   Vessels,   Q.   Mr. 

Leog ;    A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy. 

Dec  8,  697 
**  Mohawk'*     and     "Sandfly;*     Q.     Mr. 

Gourley ;    A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy. 

Jan  29,  1278 
**  Polyphemus" — Report  of  Experiments,  Q. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Roberts  ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 

Admy.  Jan  30, 1389 
**San8  Pareir*—The  llO-Ton  Gun,  Q.  Mr. 

Gourley ;    A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy. 

Feb  2,  1515 
**  Serpent,*'  Q.  Mr.  Gourley  ;  A.  The  First 

Lord  of  Admy.  Nov  27,  121 
*' Shannon/*  Q.  Dr.  Tanner;  A.  The  First 

Lord  of  Admy.  Jan  27,  1156 
*•  Tyne;*  Q.  Mr.  Labouohere ;  A.  The  First 

Lord  of  Admy.  Dec  5,  668 

Newnes,  Mr.  G.,  Cambridge,   E.,  New- 
market 
Law  and  Justice— Locket,  Thomas,  1392 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galtvayj  N. 

Army — Magazine    Rifles,   518  j    Res.   1650, 

1675 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law,  &c.  Act— Nully,  Mr.  P.  1530 
Distress — Failure  of  Potato  Crops 
ReUef  Works,  Ac.  892,  1023, 1293, 1402, 

1531 
Seed  Potatoes,  538, 1016 
Distress — Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 
— Administration,  Res.  1727 
Koch,  Dr. — Discoveries,  1289 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  738 
Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.  173 

Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  97 

Standing  Orders,  Select  Com.,  Res.  1385 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  473,  474 
Seed  Potatoes  (Supply)  (Ireland)  BUI,  2R. 

135;  Com.  677 
Supply — Ireland — Relief  of   Distress,    567, 

592,  594,  596 ;  Report,  680 
Tramways     Order^    in     Council     (Ireland) 

(Athenrj  and  Tuam  Railway)  Bill,  2R.  710 
Transfer  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  626 

N ORRIS,    Mr.    E.    S.,    Tower    Hamlets, 
LimshoiLse 
Parliamentary  Oath    and    Mr.   Bradlaugh, 
R(S.  1173 


Northampton     {Prohibition    of    FtMic 
Meeting) 
Address  for  Copy  of  Correspondence  Dee  4, 
54,2 

NoRTHCOTE,  Hon.  Sir  H.  S.,  Exeter 
Parliament 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Parliamentary  Oath, 

Res.  1170 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labonr,  Bea. 
970 

Norton,  Lord 

Bducation  Code,  685 

Law    and  Justice — Punishments,  Scale  of, 
336 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  S. 
Ireland— Distress— Relief  Works,  132,  703 

Occupiers'   and  Lodgers'  (Metropolis) 
BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  V  •  Jan  23,  904 

Occupying  Tenants'    Enfranchisement 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  V*  Nov  26, 109 
O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Doiiegal,  E. 

Ireland 

Army — Donegal  Militia,  1629 
Diritress— Relief  Works,  1398, 1532 
Labourers'  Cottages  in  Ossory,  1532 

Parliamentary  Elections — Corrupt  Practices 
Act,  901 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary,  S, 

Chatham  Prison^  Dynamite  Prisoners,  532 

Ireland 
Land    Tenure  (Arbitration),    Res.    1441, 

1469,  1475 
Law  and  Justice — "  Heffeman  v.  Carter 
and  Tuohy,"  134,  532 
Parliament 

Basinesa  of  the  House,  1802 

Standing  Orders,  Select  Com.,  Res.  1387 

Oldrotd,  Mr.  M.,  Dewabury 
Local  Taxation,  Relief  of,  654 

O'Neill,  Hon.  R.  T.,  ArUrim,  Mid. 
Ireland— Methylated  Spiritp,  Trade  in,  1013 

Outlawries  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1«  •  Nov  25,  36 

PACinc  Islands 

Australasian  Federal  Council  —  British 
Trade,  Q.  Sir  T.  Esmonde ;  A.  The  Under 
Sec.  for  Cols.  Feb  3, 1621 

Parker,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Perth 
Parliament — Adjournment — Ohriitmas  Re- 
cess, Res.  774 

{cont. 
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Fabkbb,  Mr.  C.  S. — cont 
Bail  way  Servants — Hoais  of  Laboar,  Rop. 

949,  950 
Scotland — Higher    Education,    Res.    1684, 

1715 

^parliament 

LOEDS— 

Meeting  of  the  Pabliament  Nov  15 

Tbe  Session  of  Pabliament  opened  by 
Commission 

Boll  of  the  Lobds — Delivered 

^rr  ^ajtstg's  Post  (SxmoxiB  Spm^ 
delivered  by  The  Lobd  Chancellob,  1 

The  Qneen'a  Speech  having  been  Reported 
by  The  Lobd  Chance  llob,  an  Address  to 
Heb  Majesty  thereon  moved  by  the  Lord 
WiNDsoB  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
the  Lord  Abdilaun)  Nov  25,  5 ;  Address 
agreed  to,  nemine  dissentiente 

Heb  Majesty's  Answeb  to  the  Addb^ss 
Reported  Dec  2,  333 

Chairman  of  Committees^  The  Earl  of  Morley 
appointed,  nemuie  dissenticnte,  to  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Corns,  of  this  House  for 
this  Session  Nov  25,  31;  The  Lord 
Chancellor  appointed  to  take  the  Chair 
in  the  absence  of  the  Earl  of  Morley  Dec 
9,  784 

Committee  for  Privileges,  Appointed  Nov  25, 
32 

Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals^  Appointed 
Nov  25,  32 

Appeal  Committee^  Appointed  Nov  25,  32; 
Report  Dec  9,  784 

Committee  of  Selection,  Appointed  Jan  27, 
1140 

Standing  Orders  Committee,  Appointed  Jan 
27, 1140 

Business  of  the  House 

Q.,  Obs.  Earl  Granville,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbnry  Dec  S,  685 ;  Jan  22,  785 

Miscellaneotis 
House    of  Lords   Offices,    Select    Com.   ap- 
pointed Jan  27,  1140 
Stoppages  in  the  Streets,  Order  to  prevent, 
renewed  Nov  25,  32 

^ew  Peers 
Jan  22 — The  Right  Honourable  Sir  Francis 
Richard  Sandford,E.C.B.,  created 
Baron  Sandford  of  Sandford  in 
the  county  of  Salop  ;  Sir  Edward 
Cecil  Guinness,  Baronet,  created 
Baron  Iveagh,  of  Iveagh  in 
the  county  of  Down 
Jan  29 — The  Right  Honourable  Sir  James 
Hannen,  Knight,  President  of 
the  Probate,  Divorce,  and  Ad- 
miralty Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  appointed  a 
Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary  under 
the  provisioLS  of  the  Appellate 
[^cont. 


Pabliament — Lobds — New  Peers — cont. 

Jurisdiction  Act,  1876,  with  the 
dignity  of  a  Baron  for  life  by 
the  style  and  title  of  Baron 
Hfinnen  of  Burdock  in  the 
county  of  Sussex 

Sat  First 

Dec    8 — The  Lord  Cairns,  after  the  death 

of  his  brother 
Jan  23 — The  Lord  Southampton,  after  the 

death  of  his  father 
Feb    2— The  Lord  Cottesloe,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 

Standing  Committees 

Standing  Orders  Relating  to  Motion  for 
Select  Com.  and  Com.  nominated  Jam  27, 
1132;  Report  Feb  3,  1613 

Took  the  Oath  for  the  First  Tims 
Jan    22 — The  Lord  Carrington 
Feb      3 — The  Lord  Fitzhardinge 

COMMONS— 

Address  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty^s  Most 
Gracious  Speech 
The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  Reported 
by    The   Deputy   Speakeb  :    An  humble 
Address  thereon  moved  by  Colonel  Ken- 
yon- Slaney   (the  Motion  being  seconded 
by  Mr.  Fobbest  Fulton)  Nov  25,  39 
Heb  Majesty's  Answeb   to   the   Addbess 
Reported  Dec  1,  240 

Business  of  tJie  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Statement  by  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Nov 
25,  87;  Qs.  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Cremer,  Sir 
W.  Lawson ;  As.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas. 
Nov  25,  37 ;  Q.  Mr.  Kenny ;  A.  The  Chf. 
Sec.  Nov  28,  165 ;  Res.  Nov  28,  166 ; 
Q.  Sir  J.  Goldsmid  ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 
Treas.  Dec  4,  535  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  Mr.  J.  Morley ;  As.  The  First 
Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  4,  536  ;  Statement  by 
The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  8,  744;  Q. 
Mr.  J.  Morley;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 
Treas.  Dec  8,  744;  Q.  Mr.  Labouchere; 
A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  22,  791 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Sexton;  A.  The  First  Lord  of 
Treas.  Jan  26,  1X)30;  Qs.  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Dr.  Tanner ;  As.  The  First  Lord 
of  Treas.  Jan  26,  1109 ;  Qs.  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  S.  Rendel,  Mr.  S.  T.  Evans,  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Dillwyn,  Sir  J.  Swinburne ;  As.  The  Sec.  to 
Treas.,  The  Pros.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  29,  1381 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Cobb ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treae. 
Feb  2,  1527 ;  Statement  by  the  First  Lord 
of  Treas.  fcb4, 1800 ;  Qs.  Mr.  J.  Rowlands, 
Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor ;  As.  The 
First  Lord  of  Treas.  Feb  4, 1800 

Comm,ittees 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment   Rooms  (House  of 
Commons),  Select  Com.  nominated  Feb  2, 
1612 

[cont» 
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Parliamext — Commons— Co7/iwiificcij—cont. 
Privileges^  Com.  ordered  Nov  25,  35 
Public  Accounts^  Com.  Dominated  j  Papers, 

&c.  ordered  Feb  4,  1800 
Selection,  Com.  appointed  Jan  29, 1270 

Members 

Arrest  wnd  Imprisonment  of  Irish  Members 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act — Letter  Received  by  Mr. 
Speakfir  Nov  26,  33 

Bradl2ugh,  Mr.,  and  the  Parliamentary  Oath, 
Motion  to  Expunge  from  the  Journals  of 
the  House  the  Res.  of  the  22nd  of  Jane, 
1880  (Mr.  Hunter)  Jan  27, 115r* 

Miscellaneous 

"  Elections/'     **  Witnesses,*'     **  Metropolitan 

Police,**   and    "  Votes    and    Proceedings,** 

Orders  and  Res.  Nov  25,  34 
Journals,  Order  for  Printing  Nov  25,  36 
Parliamentary  Elections — Corrupt  Practices 

Act,  Qs.  Mr.  Ho  worth,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor, 

Mr.  Joicey,  Mr.  Cobb ;  As.  The  Att.  Gon. 

Jan  23,  900 ;  Q.  Mr.  Labouchere ;  A.  The 

Sol.  Gen.  Jan  26,  1026 
Parliamentary  Electors  in  the  Scotch  Crofter 

Counties,  Q.  Mr.    Fraser-Mackintosh ;  A. 

The  Ld.  Adv.  i^eb  2,  1515 
Parliamentary  Registration,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Vin- 
cent ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  4, 

535 
Reprints  of  Partly  Considered  Bills,  Q.  Mr. 

Roby  J  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Feb  2, 

1527 
Speaker,  Mr,,  Indisposition  of,  Mr.  Courtney 

took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  in  the 

Absence  of  Mr.  Speaker  Nov  25  to  Dec  9 
Time  of  the  House,  Q.  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  A. 

The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  2,  349 

J^ew  Members  Sworn 

Nov  25 — Sir  Charles  John  Pearson,  Knight, 
nniyprsiti«>s  of  Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrews 
Henry  John  Roby,  Esquire,  South 
East  Lancashire  (Eooles  Divi- 
sion) 

Jan  22— Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy,  County 
of  Kilkenny  (North  Kilkenny 
Division) 

Jan  27 — Christopher  Fnrness,  Esquire, 
Borough  of  the  Hartlepools 

Jan  30 — Sir  Frederick  George  Milner, 
Baronet,  Coonty  of  Nottingham 
(Bassetlaw  Division) 

JTeu?   Writs 
During  Recess 

For  South  East  Lancashire  (Eccles 
Division),  v.  Honourable  Alfred 
John  Framcis  Egerton,  Esquire, 
decessed 

For  Universities  of  Edinburgh 
and  St.  Andrews,  v.  Moir  Tod 
Stormonth  Darling,  Esquire, 
one  of  the  Senators  of  Her 
Majesty's  College  of  Justice  in 
Scotland 

For      Hartlepool,     v.       Thomas 
Richardson,  Esquire,  deceased 
Icont, 


Parliament — Commons— ^ew  Writs— cont. 

Dec  '2 — For  Nottingham  Coonty  (Bassetlaw 
Division),  v,  William  Beckett, 
Esquire,  deceased 

Dec  9 — For  Kilkenny  County  (Northern 
Division),  v,  Edward  Mul- 
hallen  Marum,  Esquire,  de- 
ceased 

Feb  4 — For  Borough  of  Northampton,  v, 
Charles  Bradlaugh,  £squire> 
deceased 

Parliamentary  Papers 

Distribution,  Order  for  Select  Com. ;  Com. 
nominated ;  Papers,  &c.  ordered  Jan  26> 
1127 
Sessional  Papers — Annual  Index,  Qs.  Mr. 
Knowles ;  As.  The  Sec.  to  Treas.  Dee  8. 
700 ;  Jan  22, 787 

Petitions 

Com.  nominated  Nov  26,  116 ;  Reports  Dec 
4,  542 ;  Feb  4, 1800 

Private  Bills 

Standing   Orders,    Select   Com.    nominated 
Jan  30,  1385 

HiUss  and  Order  of  Debate  (see  Speaker y 
The) 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House 
Chrihtmas  Recess,  Statement  by  The   First 
Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  8,  707 ;  Motion  Dec  9, 
570 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
House  oj  Commons 

Cleaners  (see  title  Government  Contracts) 
Communication  with  Libraries  and  Smoking 

Rooms,  Q.   Mr.   R.  Cooke  ;  A.  The   First 

Com.  of  Works  Dec  4,  526 
Reading    Room — Electric    Light,   Q.  Sir  J. 

Swinburne ;  A.  The  First  Com.  of  Works 

Jan  26,  1014 
Tea  Room — Ifap  of  Proposed  New  Railways 

in  Ireland,  Q.  Mr.  P.  Smith ;   A.  The  Chf. 

Sec.  Dec  8,  704 
Tea  Room  Table,  Qs.  Mr.  Brunner ;  As.  The 

First  Com.  of  Works  Nov  27,  120 ;  Dec  4, 

524 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  •  Nov  26, 114 

Parliamentary    Elections    (Votes     of 
Seamen)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  V*  •  Dec  2,  351 

Parliamentary    Franchise    (Extension 
to  Women)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  V  Nov  26, 104 

Parliamentary    Voters'    Aualiflcatioii 

Bill 
c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  •  Nov  26, 114 
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Parliamentary     Voters'    Registration  j  Picton,  Mr.  J.  a.— emit. 

Bill  I      Charoh  of  England— Bevenuo  Ketnras,  280 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«  •  Nov  26,  104  Ireland— Post  Office— Mails,  239 

I      Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  260  ; 


Parliamentary    Voters'    Registration 
(Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  !<>  •  Nov  26,  105 

Parnell,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 

Ireland — Criminal  Law,  &c.  Act,  Nofcioe  of 
Motion,  787 

ParocMal  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1°»  Nov  26,  101 

Payment  of  Members  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  •  Nov  26, 112 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pensions,  Perpetual 
Motion  Nov  28,  185 

(Refer  also  to  sub-heading  Pcn«iow,s,  under 
titles  Armyy  Policef  Poaf  Office^  &c.) 

Peterborough,  Bishop  of 
Children's  Life  Insurance  Bill,  2R.  786,  787 

Philipfs,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid. 
Pensions,  Perpetual,  Res.  209 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  445,  448 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,  525 ; 

Res.  972 

PiCKARD,  Mr.  B.,   York,   W,R,,  Norman- 
ton 
Mines,  Secretary  for.  Res.  1178, 1182 

PiCKERSGiLL,  Mr.  E.  H..  Bethnal  Green, 
S.W. 
Army  —  Woolwich     Barracks,    Theatrical 

Entertainments  at,  1286 
Civil  Service— Writers,  1140 
Homerton  Hospital,  896 
Law  and  Justice 
Assizes — Late  Sittings,  1621 
Inquests— Bedford,  The   Late    Duke  of, 
1024 
Metropolitan  Police,  Pay  of,  530 

Post  Office 
Employes — Dismissed  Postmen,  &c.,  751 ; 

Res.  210,  215,  216 
Savings  Bank  Clerks,  788,  1021,  1148 
Telegraph  Messengers,  751 

Picton,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Africa 
Gk>ld  Coast 
Akoto  Mamley,  Case  of,  235 
Slave  Trade,  234 
King  Ja  Ja,  342,  644 

Oil    River    Districts,  Administration  of, 
343 

VOL.  CCCXLIX.  [third  series.]  Icont. 


Order  for  Com.  618;  Com.   1033,  1042, 
1335,  1544,  1551 
West  Indies— Tobago— Chief  Justice,  232 

Fig  Iron  Warrants  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  •  Noi^  26,  104 

Places    of  Worship    Enfranchisement 
BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  •  Nov  26,  102 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  *  Nov  27,  165 
Playfair,  "Right  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Leeds, 

Ireland — Congested  Districts— Reports,  758 
Supply— Ireland— Relief  of  Distress,  588 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Ac),  Dublin 
University 
Chapel  Royal,  Whitehall,  1277 
Government  Contracts 
Birmingham  Post  Office,  651,  702 
Cleaners  in   the  Houses  of  Parliament, 

1144,  1395 
Government  Offices — Messrs.  Brass,  1150 
Metropolis— Hyde  Park,  Skating  in,  899 
Natural  History  Museum — Electric  Light- 
ing, 652 

Parliament — House  of  Commons 

Cleaners  in  the  Houses  of  Parliament  (see 
Government  Contracts) 

Communication     with      Libraries      and 
Smoking  Room,  526 

National  Standard,  526 

Reading  Room— Electric  Lighting,  1014 

Tea  Room  Table,  120,  524 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  469 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,  Res. 

934,  943,  944 
South  Kensington  Museum,  Plans  for  the 

Completion  of,  1153 

Poisoned  Flesh  Frohihition  Act  (1864) 

Amendment  Bill 
c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  •  Nov  26,  111 

Poland 

Political  Prinoiiers,  Q.  Sir  J.  Pope  Hennessy ; 
A.  The  Under  Sec.  for  Fn.  Affrs.  Feb  4, 
1802 

Police  (see  title  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police,  and  Metropolis) 

Police  Forces  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  •  Nov  28, 184 
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Police  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  V  Jan  27,  1200 


Police  (Metropolis) — Increase  of  Pay 
Address  for  Betum  Jem  26, 1127 

Pollen  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 
c.  Ordered ;  Read  1»  •  Nov  26, 113 

Bead2o  J/bv28,  224 

Com.— R.P.  Dec  1,  332 

Order  for  Com.  Dec  4,  629 

Com.  Jan  26,  1110 ;  Feb  2,  1611 

Poor  Law  (^England  and  Wales) 
Eviction  of  Miners^  Q.  Mr.  Atherley-Jones  j 

A.  The  Pres.  Loo.  Gov.  Bd.  Jan  27,  1147 
Hackney    Board     of     Qvardians  —  Eastern 

Hospital  at  Homerton^  Q.  Mr.  Fickersgill ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Loo.  (Jov.  Bd.  Jan  23,  896 
Shafdlow    Union  —  Pauper     Children     and 

National  School  Feet,  Q.  Sir  W.  Foster ;  A. 

The  Vice  Pres.  Dee  5,  654 
Tramps  in  Oakum  Cages,  Q.  Mr.  A.  Thomas ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Loo.  Gov.  Bd.  Dec  2,  344 
WorkhouseSf  Sfc,  Betnm  ordered  Dec  5,-  666 

Poor  Law  Jill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1»  •  Nov  27, 166 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  V*  •  Nov  26,  107 

Poor  Law  Workhouses^  dec. 
Betam  ordered  Dec  5,  666 

Poor  Bate  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  •  Nov  26,  110 

Portugal 

Anglo '  Portuguese      Agreement^      Q.      Mr. 

Buchanan;  A.  The  Under  See.  for  Fn. 

Affrs.  Nov  28,  163 
British  Naval  Hospital  at  Lisbon,  Q.  Sir  E. 

Watkin  ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy.  Nov 

27, 123 
Slave  Trade,  Q.  Mr.  A.  M'Arthnr ;  A.  The 

Under  Bee.  for  Cols.  Dec  1,  234 
(Befer  also  to  title  Africa) 

Post  Office 

Central    Office — Accommodation,   Q.   Sir    G. 

Baden-Powell;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Dec  8, 

693 
Colonial  Letter  Postage,  Q.  Mr.  Dizon>Hart- 

land;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Nov  27,  129 
India  (refer  to  that  title,  sub-heading  Post 

Office) 
Ireland  (refer  to  that  title,  sub-heading  Poi^t 

Office) 

Mails 
Bridport,  Q.Mr.  Brunner;  A.  The  P.M. 

Gen.  Dec  5,  660 
Oreat  Western,  Q.  Mr.  Brunner ;  A.  The 
P.M.  Gen.  Nov  27,  119 

Icont, 


Post  Office — cont. 
Miscellaneous 

Bible  Classes  Held  in  Reading  and  Dining 
Booms,  Q.  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh ;  A. 
The  P.M.  Gen  Dec  8,  694 
Registered  Addresses,  Q.  Mr.  Boulnois  ;  A. 

The  P.M.  Gen.  Dec  1,  229 
Single  Letters  by  Railway,   Q.  Mr.  T.  H. 
Bolton ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  23,  891 

Officials 
Discharged  Postmen,  Sfc^  Debate  on  going 

into  Com.   of  Supply  N(m  28,  210;  Q. 

Mr.  W.  Isaacson;    A.  The  P.M.  Gen. 

Dec  8,    696;    Q.    Mr.  Piokersgill;    A. 

The  P.M.  Gen.  Dec  9,  751 
Postal    and    Telegraph    Service  —  Revised 

Schemes,  Q.   Mr.   Bradlaugh;   A.  The 

P.M.  Gen.  Dec  9,  754 
Provincial  Offi^cials,  Q.  Earl  Compton  ;  A. 

The  P.M.  Gen.  Nov  27, 124 

Post  Offices 
.     Birmingham — New    Post    Office — Building 

Materials,  Qs.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  ;  As.  The 

First  Com.  of  Works  Dec  5,  650 ;  Dec  8, 

701 
Postal  Facilities— Bradfield,  ^c,  Q.  Sir  F. 

Mappin ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Feb  2,  1519 

Savings  Bank 

Clerks — Grievances,  Sfc,  Q.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Dec  1,  229 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Lawson ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Dec 
9, 759 ;  Qs.  Mr.  PickersgQl ;  As.  The  Sec. 
to  Treas.  Jan  22,  788 ;  Jan  26,  1021 ; 
Q.  Mr.  Piokersgill ;  A.  The  P.M.  Geo. 
Jan  27,  1148;  Q.  Mr.  Labouohere  ;  A. 
The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  30,  1393 

Male  Sorters'  Petition,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Bowlands  ; 
A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Feb  3, 1621 
Scotland   (refer  to  that  title,  sub-heading 

Post  Office) 

Telegraphs 

Compensation  for  Non-Delivery,  ^c,  Q. 
Mr.  Hobhouse;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Nov 

28,  158 

Messengers,  Q.  Mr.  Piokersgill;   A.   The 

P.M.  Gen.  Dec  9,  751 
Railways   and    Telegraphic    Messages,    Q. 

Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan 

29,  1279 

Beturn  ordered  and  presented  Dec  1,  240 
Telephones,    Q.    Dr.    Cameron;    A.    The 
P.M.  Gen.  Dec  8,  695 

Wales  (refer  to  that  title,  sub-heading  Post 
Office) 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 
Beturn  ordered  and  presented  Deo  1,  240 

Postmaster  General  {see  Raikbs,  Bight 
Hon.  H.  C.) 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 
School  Board  for  London  (Superannuation) 

Bill,  2B.  1111,  1197 
Teachers'    (Begistration  and  Organisation) 

Bill,  2B.  1196 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Beooverj  Bill,  Com.  1591 
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POWBB,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterf(yi*dy  E. 
Parliament — Adjonrnment — Christmas    Re- 
cess, Bes.  771 

Presentation  of  Benefices  Bill 

/.  Presented ;  Bead  1»  •  Nov  25,  32 
Bead  2%  and  oom.  to  Com.  of  the  whole 
Hoase  Feb  3,  1613 

Presumption  of  Life  Limitation   (Scot- 
land) Act  (see  Scotland) 

Price,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 
Naral  Lientenants'  List,  642 


Prime    Minister 
quess  of) 


(see    Salisbury,  Mar- 


Prisons  (England  and  Wales)  (see  title 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police) 

Prisons  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  l^  *  Nov  26,  114 

Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1«*  Nov  26,  105 

Private  Banks  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  P  *  Nov  26, 112 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  27, 165 
Order  for  2B.  read,  and  deferred  Dec  4,  627 
Read  2**,  and  Motion  to  refer  Bill  to  Seleot 
Com.  Jan  22,  792 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill 
Qs.  Sir  J.  Gbldsmid,  Mr.  Sexton ;  As.  The 

First  Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  27, 1154 
Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.   Robertson) 

Nov  25,  37 

Provand,  Mr.   A.    D.,   Glasgow,   Black- 
friarSf  dsc, 
Bailways 
Accident  Near  Eastleigh,  118 
Servants — Honrs  of  Labour,  656,  895  ; 
Bes.  981 
Scotland — Crofters'  Commission,  896 

Public  Houses  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1»*  Nov  26,  115 

Public  Trustee  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1«  ♦  Dec  1,  332 

PMic  Trustee  Bill 

Q.  Mr.  H.  Vincent ;   A.  The  Ch.  of  Bxoh. 
Jan  2:1,  1144 


Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis' 

tricts  (Irda/nd)  [Advances'] 
c.  Instruction  to  Com.  Dec  8,  709 
Com.  Pec  9,  768 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested 
Districts  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1"  Nov  27, 187 
2B.  Dec  2,  351,  380,  386 ;  Dec  3,  453 
Order  for  Com.  Dec  5,  667 
Com.  Dec  5,  676 

Purcliase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis- 
tricts (Ireland)  Bill 

Qs.  Mr.  Eeay  ;  As.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland, 
The  Deputy  Speaker  Dec  5,  661 ;  Q.  Mr. 
Eeay  ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Jan  26, 1017 

Congested  Districts^  ReportSf  Q.  Sir  L.  Play- 
fair  ;  A.  The  Chf .  Sec.  Dec  9,  758 

Notice  of  Motion  (Mr.  Balfour)  Nov  25,  36 

Sinking  Fund,  ^c,  Qs.  Mr.  Keay,  Mr.  S. 
Lefevre;  As.  The  Chf.  Sec.  Dec  8,704; 
Dec  9,759;  Qs.  Mr.  Keay;  As.  The  Ch.  of 
Exch.  Jan  27, 1149;  Feb  3, 1628 

Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Dis- 
tricts     (Ireland)     Bill,     1890-91 
[Sinking  Funds] 
Beturn  ordered  and  presented  Jan  30,  1500 

Queen  Anne^s  Bounty  (see  Government 
Securities) 

Queensland  (see  Australian  Colonies) 

"  E,  V.  Curran  and  Others'* 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Jan  27, 1167, 
1200 

Raikes,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.   (Postmaster 
GenewJ),  Cambridge  University 
Post  Office 
Bradaeld  Postal  Facilities,  1519 
Central  Post  Office  Accommodation,  694 
Colonial  Letter  Postage,  129 
Ireland 

Dublin,  1531 
Ennis,  1298 
Irish  Lotteries,  663 
Mails,  130,  659,  895 

Tory  Island — Telegraphic  Communica- 
tion, 893 

Mails 
Bridport,  660 
Great  Western,  119 

Miscellaneous 
Bible    Classes    Held   in  Reading    and 

Dining  Rooms,  694 
Registered  Addresses,  229 
Single  Post  Letters  by  Railways,  891 
Officials 
Res.  213,  215,  216,  217,  221 
Dismissed  Postmen,  696,  751 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Service — Revised 

Schemes,  754 
Provindal  Officials,  124 

4  D  2  e<i^« 
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B4IUES,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0. — cont. 
Savings  BanK  Department 

Clerks— Grievances,  &o.  229,  757, 1148, 

1394 
MaU  Sorters*  Petition,  1621 

Scotland 

American  Mails,  1291 

Mail  Service  to  Stornoway,  1148 

Follokshields,  1278 
Telegraphs 

Messengers,  751 

Non-Delivery,  Compensation  for,  158 

Bailway  Messages,  1279 
Telephones,  695 

Wales— Blaonllecha  Post  Office,  697 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Beoovery  Bill,  2a.  323, 
324,  325  ;  Com.  1568 

Railways  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Railway    Companies   Return   Tickets 
BiU 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  *  Nov  26,  112 
2B.  negatived  Jan  27,  1198 

Railway  Servants  (Tenure  of  Houses 
and  Hours  of  Labour)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  *  Jan  23,  903 

Railway  Shareholders  (Licensing  Ses- 
sions) Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1"  *  Nov  27,  155 

Bakdell,  Mr.  D.,  Glamorgan,  Gower 
Mines,  Secretary  for,  Bes.  1186 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Bocovery  Bill,  2B.  302 ; 
Com.  1103,  1325,  1580, 1582,  1588 

Rasoh,  Major  F.  C,  EsseXy  S.E. 

Army— Magazine  Bifles,    1390;  Bes.  1650, 

1670 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becoverj  Bill,  Com.  1853 

Raihbonb    Mr.      W.,     Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  428,  481 

Bating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1»*  Nov  26, 103 

Bating  of  Machinery  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1"  *  Nov  26, 103 

Bating  of  Schools  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  Bead  1^«  Nov  26,  111 

Eejjmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N, 
Africa — King  Ja  Ja,  644 

Bbed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 

Iroland—Oatholic  Priests  at  Elections,  1015 
.    Xithe  Reat-Charge  Becoverj  Bill,  2B.  287 


Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Bill 
Q.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  ;    A.  The  Home 
Sec.  Dec  8,  707 

Begistration  of  Electors  (Acceleration) 
BiU 

c.  Orflered  ;  Bead  1°  *  iVot'26,  115 

Begistration  of  Electors  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1"  •  Nov  26, 103 

Begistration  of  Firms  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Bead  P  *  Jan  22,  888 

Begistration  of  Voters  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Bead  V  Nov  26,  110 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  <£rc. 

Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill.  2B. 
840 

Relief  of  Distress   {Ireland)   Acts   (see 
Ireland — (  Distress) 

Beligious  Disqualification  Bemoval  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  l^  *  Nov  26,  101 
2B.  put  off  for  six  months  Feb  4,  1783 

Beligious  Equality  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1*  *  Nov  26,  103 

Rbndel,  Mr.  Stuart,  Montgomeryshire 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1381 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery   Bill,  2B.  270, 
324,  325  ;  Com.  1039,  1552,  1564 

Rentoul,  Dr.  J.  A.,  Down,  S, 
Ireland — Educational  Endowments — Bainej 

School,  Magherafelt,  Bes.  637 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2B.  409,  414,  416,  417 

Beturning  Officers'  Expenses  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1'  •  Nov  26,  106 

Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1*»  •  Nov  28,  184 

Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1"  *  Jan  26,  1127 

Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the  Lo^  Government  Board),  Tower 
Hamlets,  St,  Georges 
Allotments  Bill,  1145 
District  Councils  Bill,  1290 
Local  Government  Board 
Conntj  Councils 

Pleasure  Boats  on  the  Severn,  127 
Beads  and  Footpaths,  120 
Eviction  of  Miners,  1147 
Puhlic  Boads— Barbed  Wires,  345 
Begistration  of  Peaths,  123 

[con/. 
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Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T. — cont. 

Local  Taxation  (Castoma  and  Excise)  Daties 
Act,  1524 

Local  Taxation  (Excheqaer  Oontributions) 
Retains,  159 

Metropolitan  Asyldms  Board — Eastern  Hos- 
pital at  Homerton,  896 

Poor  Law — Tramps  in  Oakum  Cages,  344 

Roads  and  Streets   in  Police  Bnrghs 
(Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  *  Kov  2(>,  102 
Read  2°  Jan  28,  1201 
Com.— R.P.  Jan  29,  1380 

Roberts,    Mr.    J.    B.,    Camarvonshirp, 
Eifion 
Navy— Ships    -"  FolyphemoB,"  1389 
Tithe  Rent-Charge   Recovery  Bill,  2R.  289  ; 
Com.  1040,   10*2,  1108,  1302,  1310,  1317, 
1321,    1324,  1325,  1326,  1328,  1329,  1377, 
1551,  1565,  1598,  1610 

Robertson,  Mr:  l^.,  Dundee 

Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1223 
Cyprus — Criminal  Administration,  238 
Porchase   of  Land  and  Congested  Districis 
(Ireland)  Bill,  Order  for  Com.  (U)7,  070 

Robertson,  Right  Hon.  J.  P.   J3.    (Lord 
Advocate),  Bute 
Burorh   Police   and   Health    (Scotland)  Hill, 

055,  1276 
Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  (Scotland) 

Act,  758 
Private    Bill    Procedure     (Scotland)     Bill, 

Notice  of  Motion,  37  ;  2R.  792 
Roads  and   Streets  in  Police  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1219 
Scotland 
Abernethy  llDund  Tower,  1610 
Clyde  Navigation,  160 
Com  Mills,  693 
Crofter  Commission,  66P,  896 
Education 
Ardchattan  and  Muckairn  Schojl  Board, 

1019,  1523 
Higher  Education,  Res.   1705 
Electors  in  the  Crofter  Counties,  1515 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Intimidation — Case   of   Robert    Smith, 

1524 
ilarine  Police  Force,  1018 
Seed  Potatoes  for  Ireland,  1010 

ROBY,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Lancasldre,  S.E.,  Eccles 
Parliament — Reprints  of  Partly  Considered 
Bills,  1527 

Roche,  Mr.  J.,  Galwayy  E. 

Ireland — Land  Tenure  (Arbitration),  Res. 
1456 

Round,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  N,E.^  Harivkh 
Tithe  Bill,  Com.  1564 


Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finshury,  E, 

Electors'  Registration  (Acceleration)  Bill, 

706 
Government  Contracts — Messrs.  Brass,  1151 
Hackney     Carriage   Stands  at  the   British 

Museum,  1280 
Metropolis — Police — Chief    Commissioner's 

Report,  1625 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1801 
Post  Office 

Officials,  Res.  218 

Savings  Bank  Department — Mail  Sorters' 
Petition,  1621 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of  Labour,  Select 

Com.,  Ree.  1725 

Rowlands,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cardiganshire 

Tithe    Rent-Charge    Recovery    Bill,    Com. 

10i6,   1095,  1107,  1305,  1320,  1378,  1644, 

158^1, 1585,  1592 
Wales — Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganshire, 

231 

RowNTREE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Ireland — Land  Tenure    (Arbitration),    Res. 
1447 

Royal  National  Lifeboat  Institution 
Return  ordered  Frh  3,  16U 

Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  *S. 
Ireland 
Catholic  Priests  at  Elections,  1014 
Criminal  Law,  &c.  Act-  Tipperary  Prose- 
cutions, 691 
Education 

Board  of  National  Education-  -Vacancj', 

133 
Educational      Endowments    —  Rainey 
School,  Magherafolt,  Res.  629,  634 
Fiscal  Relations  between  Great  liritain  and 

Ireland,  1029 
Land    Tenure    (Arbitration),   Hes.   1415, 

1417,  1426 
Law  and  Justice — Jurors,  1296 
Irish  Land  Bills,  228 
Land  Department  (Ireland)   Bill,   2R.   720, 

721,  722 
Parliament — Busineps  of  the  House,  537 
Purchase  of   Land  and  Congested   Districts 
(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  387,  388,  421,  448,  506, 
512 ;  Order  for  Com.  671,  674 
Supply — Ireland   -Relief    of    Diotress,   586, 
592,  573,  574,  575,  585 

Russell,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  S, 

Conspiracy  Law  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  1267 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1"  *  A"or  26,  111 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Cornwall)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  l»*  J^or  26,  114 
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SalisbueTj  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A&irs) 
Ceylon— Arabi  Pasha,  1601, 1602 
Duration  of  Speeches  in  the  Hoose  of  Lords 

BiU,  2B.  688 
Hares  Preservation  Bill,  2B.  335 
Intermediate    Schools,   &c.  Sites  Bill,  2R. 

834 
Italy— Price  of  Bread,  336 
Parliament 
Business  of  the  Honse,  685,  785 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

23,  27,  31 
Standing  Committees,   Standing    Orders 
Relating  to  Select  Com.,  Res.  1138 
Portagal  and  England  in  Africa,  685 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,  Select 
Com.,  Res.  1720 

Samoa 

Treaty,  Q.  Sir  T.  Eamonde  j  A.  The  Under 
Sec.  fcr  Fn.  AflErs.  Jan  29,  1282 

Sandys,  Colonel  T.  U.,  Lancashire,  S.W., 
Booth 
Religious    Disabilities    Riemoval    Bill,   2R. 
1769 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  JV. 
Ireland — Land    Tenure  (Arbitration),  Res. 

1429,  1433, 1434 
Religions  Disabilities  Removal  Bill,2R.  1778, 

1787 

Savings  Banks 

Cardiff,  Q.  Mr.  Howell;  A.  The  Ch.of  Exch. 

Jan  26,  1013 
Chelsea,  Q.  Mr.  Whitmore  j    A.  The  Ch.  of 
Exch.  Nov  27,  119  ;  Q.  Mr.  Howell  j  A. 
The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Jan  26,  1012 

School  Board  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1»  •  Nov  26,  115 

School  Board  London  (Snperannnation) 
Bill 

f .  Ordered ;  Read  1°  •  Nov  26, 108 
Order  for  2R.  Jan  26,  1111 
Read  2<>  *  and  com.  to  Select  Com.  Jan   27, 
1197 

Scotland,    Secretary    for   {see  Lothian, 
Marqness  of) 

Lord  Advocate  (see  Robertson,  Right 
Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland 

Army 
Inchkeith  liland,  Q.  Sir  D.  Carrie  i  A.  The 
Sec.  for  War  Nov  28, 164 

{_cont. 


Scotland — conU 
Crofters 

Crofters*  Holdings — Commissionf    Q.    Dr. 

Clark;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Dec  6,'656 ;  Q. 

Mr.  Provand  ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Jan  23, 

896 
Electors  in  the  Crofter  Counties^  Q.  Mr. 

Fraser- Mackintosh ;   A.  The  Ld.  Adv. 

Feb  2,  1515 
Public  Works f  Q.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain ;  A. 

The  First  Lord  of  Treas.  Dec  9,  762 

Education 
Ardchattan  and  Muckaim  School  Board, 

Qs.   Mr.   Caldwell;  As.  The  Ld.  Adv. 

Ja«.26,  1018;  Feb  2,  1522 
Ediication    and    the  County  Councils,  Q. 

Mr.  Bryce ;  A.  The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Dee  4, 

534 
Higher  Education,  Motion  Feb  3, 1684 
School    Board    Elections    in    the    Crofter 

Counties,  Q.  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh ;  A. 

The  Ld.  Adv.  Feb  2,  1515 

Educational  Endowments  (Anderson's  Insti- 
tution, Elgin),  Answer  to  Address  Dec  1, 
240 

Fisheries — Salmon  Fishery.  Bights,  Q.  Mr. 
Fraser-Maokintosh  ;  A.  The  Sec.  to  Treas. 
Feb  2,  1514 

Highlands  and  Islands  Commission,  Q.  Dr.  R. 
McDonald  ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Treas. 
Dec  I,  239;  Qs.  Mr.  Watt,  Dr.  Clark ;  As. 
The  First  Lord  of  Troas.  Jan  29,  1288 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Intimidation— Robert  Smith,  Q.  Mr.  Craw- 
ford J  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Feb  2,  1624 

Marine  Police  Force,  Q.  Mr.  Doff ;  A.  The 
Ld.  Adv.  Jan  26,  1018 

Licensed  Premises^  Return  ordered  Jan  27, 

1157 
Mines  —  Burnbank     Colliery  —  Weighing 

Minerals,  Q.  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  A.  The  Home 

Sec.  Dec  4,  531 

Mii*cel1aneous 

Corn  Mills,  Q.  Dr.  R.  M'Donald  j  A.  The 
Ld.  Adv.  Dec  8,  693 

Edinburgh  Museum — Attendants*  Pay,  Q. 
Mr.  Wallace  j  A.  The  Vice  Pres.  Dec  4, 
523 

Round  Tower  of  Abemethy^  Q.  Sir  J.  Kin- 
loch  ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  Feb  3, 1619 

Seed  Potatoes  for  Ireland,  Q.  Dr.  Tanner ; 
A.  The  Att.  Gen.  for  Ireland  Jdn  26, 
1022 ;  Q.  Colonel  Nolan  ;  A.  The  Ld. 
Adv.  Jan  26, 1016 

Navy 

Charts  and  Surveys — Firth  of  Clyde,   Q. 

Mr.  Bradlangh ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv«  Nor^ 

28,   160;    Qs.    Colonel    Malcolm,    Mr. 

Bradlangh;     As.    The    First    Lord  of 

Admy.  Dec  5,  642 
Royal  Naval  Reserve — Employment  of  hy  a 

Officer  for  Private  Purposes,  Q.  Dn  R. 

M'Donald ;  A.  The  First  Lord  of  Admy. 

Dec  8, 691 

Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  Q.  Mr« 
Esslemont ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv.  D0O  6^  656 


SCO        SHE         {SESSION    1890-91} 

349- 


SHE        SMI 


Scotland— co»*. 
Post  Office 
Mail    Service    to   Stomoway,    Q.   Mr.   R. 
Heath ;  A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  27,  1147 
Pollokshieldsy  Q.  Mr.  J.  Wilson;  A.  The 

P.M.  Gen.  Jan  29,  1277 
Scotch  and  American  iiaihy  Q.  Mr.  Leng ; 
A.  The  P.M.  Gen.  Jan  29,  1291 

Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  {Scotland) 
Actf  Q.  Mr.  Buchanan ;  A.  The  Ld.  Adv. 
Dec  9,  758 

Railways 

Regulation  of  Railway Sy  Reif.  (Mr.  Leng) 

Jan  27,  1176 
Servants — Hours   of   Labour ^   Motion    on 

going  into  Com.  of  Sapply  Jan  23,  904 
(Refer  also  to  title  Board  of  Trade,  sub- 
heading Railway  Servants) 
Strike,  Q.  Mr.  Watt;   A.  The  Pres.  Bd. 

Trade   Jan  23,  8^1 ;  Q.  Mr.  J.  Stuart ; 

A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  23,  902 ;  Q. 

Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade 

Jan  29,  1287 

Seale-Hatne,  Mr.  C,  Devon^  Aahhurton 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  1619 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1°  •  Ncv  26, 108 
Order  for  2R.  read  and   deferred    Nov  27, 
135 

Seed  Potatoes  Supply  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V  *  Dec  4,  542 
Read  2°  *  and  con.  in  Com.  Dec  5,  676 
Con. ;  Read  3°  *  and  passed  Dec  8,  710 
/.  Read  1»  *  Dec  8,  689 
Read  2*  * ;  Standing  Orders  dispensed  with ; 
Com.  negatived;    Read  3**  and  passed 
Dec  9,  746 
Royal  Assent  Dec  9,  745 

Select  Vestries 

/.  Bill,  pro  formd,  Read  I*  *  Nov  25,  5 

Srton-Karb,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Helen's 
Army — Magazine  Rifles,  Res.  1672 

Skxton,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  W. 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (lie- 
land)  Bill,  2R.  1195 
Ireland 
Constabulary  Force  Fund,  1297 
Distress  and  Relief  Works,  1025, 1295 
Fiscal  Relations  between   Great  Britain 

and  Ireland,  1029 
Post  Office— Mails,  130,  660,  895 
Shannon  Navigation,  1298 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1030 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  1155 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  IR.  136 

Sheehy,  Mr.  D.,  Galuxiy,  S. 
Ireland— Land   Tenure  (Arbitration),  Res. 
1450 


Sheriff  (Assizes  Expenses)  Bill 

I.  Presented ;  Read  1»  *  Jan  26, 1009 

Sheriff  Principal  (Scotland)  Abolition 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  »  Nov  26,  115 

Shop  Hours  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  P»  Dec  1,  332 

Shop  (Weekly  Half-Holiday)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1»  *  Nov  26,  114 

SiDEBOTHAM,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cheshire,  Hyde 
Pensions — Mr.  T.  Cadman,  1619 

SiNCLAiE,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  d:c. 
Ireland — Educational  Endowments — Rainey 

School,  Magherafelt,  Res.  637 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  731 
Parliament  —  Adjournment  —  Christmas 

Recess,  Res.  772 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

845 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  483,  484,  485 

Slander  of  Women  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  *  Dec  4,  629 

Slaughter  House,  Ac.  (Metropolis)  Act 
(1874)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  P  *  Nov  26,  106 

Slave    Trade    (refer    to    titles   Africa, 
and  Portugal) 

Small  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  V^  Nov  26,  102 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partick 
Parliament — Tea  Room — Map  of  Proposed 

New  Railways  in  Ireland,  704 
Private  Bill  Procedure  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R. 

833 
Scotland— Higher  Education,  Res.  1693 

Smith,  Mr.  S,  Flintshire 
India 

Child  Marriages,  841 

Opium  Traffic,  158 

Out- Still  Licences,  641 

Police  Force— Mr.  W.  M'Grath  Drysdale 
339 
Pacific  Islands — Labourers,  647 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  81,  82,  85 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recorery  BDl,  2R.  298 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury),  Strandy  Westminster 

Africa  —  Emin  Pasha   Relief   Expedition, 

Charges  against  the  Members  of,  87 
Allotments,  Labourers',  902, 1625 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities,  1030 
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Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.—cone. 

Civil  Service— Gierke,  1153,  1627 

Colonies  —  Commercial    Union  —  Proposed 
Imperial  Conference,  1027 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  Order  for  2R.  628 

Education  —  Assisted    Education — Legisla- 
tion, 536 

Electors'   Ksgistratlon    (Acceleration)    Bill, 
706 

Indian  Councils  Bill,  2R.  1611 

Indian  Councils  (No.  2)  Bill,  1616 

Ireland 

Crimes  Act — Administration,  1156,  1290 
Distress— Relief  Works,  1295 

Koch,  Dr. — Discoveries,  Compensation   for, 
1289 

Law  and  Justice 
Hargan,  Walter,  Res.  683,  684 
"  Mitchell  V.  Regina,"  530 
Probate  and  Divorce  Court,  1154) 

Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  762,  1397,  1626 

Mines,  Secretary  for,  Res.  1189 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House.  37,  38,  39,  535, 

537,  744,  791,   1030,  1109,  1527,   1800, 

1801,   1802;    Res.   1G6,   168,   173,  175, 

178 
Mr.    Bradlaugh   and    the   Parliamentary 

Oath,  Res.  1171 
Parliamentary  Registration,  536 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in   Answer  to, 

65,  70,  71 
Reprints  of  Partly  Considered  Bills,  1527 
Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  Honse, 
Bes.  681 

Christmas   Recess,   707 ;    Res.  782,  783 
Speaker,  Mr.— Death  of  Mrs.  Peel,  664 
Time  of  the  House,  350 

Pollen  Fisheries   (Ireland)    Bill,  Order   for 

Com.  629 
Prison  Clerks,  536 
Private  Bill  Procednre  (Scotland)  Bill,  1155 ; 

2R.  627;  Order  for  Com.  886,  887 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested   Districts 

(Ireland)  [Advances,  &o.],  Com.  768,  769 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  516;  2R.  451 
Railway  Servants— Hours  of  Labour,   Res. 

1002,  1003 
Religious    Disabilities    Removal    Bill,    2R. 

1751,  1752, 1756,  1767 
School  Board  for  London   (Superannuation) 

Bill,  2R.  1111 

Scotland 
Crofters  Districts —Public  Works,  762 
Highlands  and  Islands — Commission,  239, 
1289 

Seed  Potatoes  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  133 
Solicitors'  Magistracy  Bill,  2R.  628 
Teachers'    (Registration  and  Organiiation) 

Bill,  1028 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Commission,  902 
Tithe  Rent-Oharge  Recovery  Bill,  332, 791 ; 

Order  for  Com.  1731 
Town  Holdings,  Com.  1154 
Tramways    Order     in     Council     (Ireland) 

(Athenry  and  Tuam  Railway)   Bill,  2R. 

709 

[cojif. 


Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.-  cont. 
Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com. 

626 
Weighing  Machines,  Stamping  of,  708 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metro- 
polis) Bill 

L  Presented  ;  Read  l^*  Jan  20,  1009 

Soldiers  and  Sailors  Disabilities  Re- 
moval Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  1*>»  Dec  1,  332 
SoLicrroR  General  {see  Clarke,  Sir  E.) 
Solicitors.and  Apprentices  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  Read  1°  •  ^*ou  26,  113 

Solicitors'  Magistracy  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  »  Nov  26,  112 

Order  for  2R.  Dec  4,  628  ;  Jan  22,  887  ;  Jan 
23, 1008 

South  Kensingtoyi  Museuin  (see  title 
Literature,  Science  and  Art) 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  Arthur  Wel- 
LESLEY  Peel),  War^vick  and  Lcam- 
imjton 

COMMITTEES 
When  a  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Com.  is  preceded  by  a  Pieface 
which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  separate  Res., 
and  does  not  come  within  the  Order  of 
Reference,  the  ordinary  coarse  would  be 
to  strike  out  the  Preface  and  then  move 
for  the  Select  Com.  The  Terms  of 
Reference  will  be  for  the  House  to  judge 
Feb  3,  1715 

MISCELLANEOUS 

Jan  27,  1113;  Jan  20,  138i;  Jan  30,   1  lsS9 ; 
Feb  3,  1716,  1726,  1732 

RULES  AND  ORDER  OF  DEBATE 

When  the  House  has  passed  a  Res.  that  a 
certain  Bill  ought  not  to  be  brought  in,  a 
Motion  cannot  be  moved  to  bring  in  that 
Bill  until  the  Res.  of  the  House  has  been 
rescinded  Jan  27,  1176 
A  Motion  must  be  withdrawn  before  it  can 
be  brought  up  in  an  amended  form  Jan  27, 
1175 

SrENCKR,  Mr.  E.,   West  Bromudch 
Bank  Act— £1  Notes,  125 
Tubercular    Diseases  --  Professor    Koch's 
Cure,  761 

Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Lincolushire,  Horn- 
castle 
Army 
Barracks 
Wellington 
Crimean  Veterans  at,  347 
Married  Men's  Quarters,  347 
AVindsor  Cayalry  Barraoki,  750 

[ronf. 
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Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E. — cont. 
Medical  Popartmenfc,  700 
Miscellaneous 

Battery  and  Earthworks  near  Sander- 
land,  1148 
Inchkeith  Island,  165 
Officers 
•*MitcheU  r.  Regina,"164 
New   Warrant — Senior   Colonels,    126, 

534 
Pensions — Royal  Warrants,  750 
Ordnance  and  Manafactnring Departments 
Magazine  Rifles,  517,  648,  1151;    R<>s. 

1634,  1655,  1657,  1666,  1669,  1680 
Woolwich  Arsenal — Discharge  of  Work- 
men, 649 
Private  Bill  Procedure   (Scotland)  Bill,  2  R. 
858,  861,  862,  865 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 
Hares  Preservation  Bill,  2R.  335 
Intermediate  Schools,  &c.  (Sites)   Bill,  2R. 

333 
Italy — Price  of  Bread,  335 

Steam  Boilers  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  Read.l«  *  Dec  1,  332 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  Bill 

r;  Ordered  ;  Read  1"  »  Dec  1, 332 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.  C,  Middlesex,  Hornaey 
City  of    London    Parochial    Charities    Act 
(1883)  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1127 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Armenia,  Papers  Relating  to,  128 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  730 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  263, 

265;    Order  for  Com.   696,    599;    Com. 

1039,  1105,  1330,  1357,  1535,  1576 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

India 

Opium  Traffic,  1274 

Police— Kr.  W.  M'Grath  Drysdale,  310 

Private  Bill  Procednre  (Scotland)  Bill,  2H. 
872 

Roads  and   Streets  in  Police  Barghs  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  2R.  1215 

Scotland  -Higher  Education,  Res.  1 702 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  451 
Supply — Ireland— Relief  of  Distress,    583, 

585,  586,  681 
Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)    Bill,  Com. 

622,  625,  626 

Stratheden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Smoke  Nuisance   Abatement    (Metropolis) 
Bill,  IR.  1009 

Street  Organs  (Metropolis)  Bill 

f.  Ordered ;  R«ad  P*  yor  26,  10^ 


Strikes  (see  Labour,  Trade,  and  Com- 
merce) 

Stuabt,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Iloxton 
City    of    London  Parochial  Charities   Act 

(1883)  (Central  Scheme),  Res.  1115 
Scotland— Railway  Strike,  902 

SULLI7AN,  Mr.  D.,   Westmeath,  S. 

Ireland  —  National  Education  -  Teacher** 
Promotion,  788 

Sunday    Closing    (Wales)  Act    (1881) 
Amendment  Bill 

r.  Ordered  ;  Read  1°  *  Nov  26,  100 

Superannuation    (Officers     of   County 
Councils)  Bill 

c.  Orderei  ;  Read  l***  A'oi-  26,  113 

SUPPLY 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous — 
Ireland. 
£5,000 — Supplementary,  Relief  of  Distrefi, 
Com.  Dec  4,  543  ;  Report  Dec  5,  678 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Jan  22,  791 

SwiNBURNK,  Sir  J.,    Staffordshire,    Lich- 
field 

Egypt— Water  S apply,  753 

Parliament 

Bofiineas  of  the  Housp,  1384;  Res.  183 
Reading  Roum— Electric  Light,  1014 

Supply — Ireland— Relief  of  Distress,  589, 
595 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill.  791 ;  2R. 
318;  Order  for  Com.  601,  609;  Com. 
1030,  1031,  1033.  1045,  1054,  1057,  1061, 
1064,  1068,  1069,  1074,  1077,  1078,  1087. 
1106,  1301,  1375,  1549,  1551,  1561,  ICOii, 
1564,  1602,  1609 

Talbot,  Mr,  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Firearms,  Dangerous  Use  of,  519 
Tithe    Rent-Char«re    Recovery    Bill,    Cm 
1056 

Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid. 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of   Land    (Tio- 

land)  Bill,  2R.  1195 
Ireland 
Distress 

Relief  Works,  1017,  1155,  1293,  13.'i7 
Seed  Potatoes,  1022 
Land  Tenure    (Arbitration),    Rep.    1410 

1489,  1496 
Magistrates'  Pensions,  1015 
Navy 

Haulbowline  Docks,  1155 
"  Shannon,"  Repairs  of,  1156 
Koch's,  Dr.,  Discoyeries,  1289 
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Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A. — cont. 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  Beoo^ery  Bill,  Order  for 


Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.— con*. 
Parliament 

Adjournment  —  Christmas    Becess,    Bes. 
781 

Bosiness  of  the  House,  1110, 1881 ;  Bes.  182 
Pollen  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill,  Com.  1110 
Bailway  Companies  Betam  Tickets  Bill,  2B. 
•    1199 

Solicitors'  Magistracy  Bill,  2B.  887 
South  Kensington  Mnsemn,  Flans  for  the 

Completion  of,  1152 
Tithe    Bent-Charge    Becovery    Bill,    Com. 

1088,  1108 

Teachers'  Begistration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1°  •  Nov  26,  107 

Teachers'  (Begistration  and  Organisa- 
tion) Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Bead  1°  •  Dec  5,  667 
Order  for  2B.  Jan  26,1110 
Bead  2°*  and  com.  to  Select  Com.  Jan  27, 
1195 

Teachera\  Registration  and  Organisation) 
BUI 
Q.  Sir  B.  Temple ;    A.  The   First   Lord  of 
Treas.  Jan  26,  1028 

Technical  Instruction  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  •  Nov  26,  106 

Telegraphs    and    Telephones    (see  Post 
Office) 

Tbmple,  Sir  R.,  Worcester^  Evesham 
Edacation  Code,  703 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  92 
School  Board  for  London  (Saperannnation) 

Bill,  2B.  1197 
Saakin  and  the  Soudan,  348 
Teachers'    (Begistration  and  Organisation) 

Bill,  1028  i  2B.  1195 

Tenancies  Bating  Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  Bead  P  *  Nov  26,  110 

Theatres,  ftc.  (London)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  Bead  1"  *  Nov  26,  116 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan^  E, 

Poor  Law — Tramps  in  Oakum  Cages,  344 
Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  Bill,  2^.  284, 
303;  Com.  1099, 1569,  1569,  1590 

Wales 
Blaenllecha  Post  Office,  606 
Sale  of  Crown  Property,  697 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Army — Magazine  Bifles,  1624 
Mines 
Employment  of  Workmen  as  Inspectors, 

1891 
Inspectors'  Beports,  1390 
SeareUffj  for,  Bes.  1193 

tcont. 


Com.  612 ;  Com.  1031 
Wales — Aberaman  Postmaster,  700 

Thbing,  Lord 

Custody  of  Children  BiU,  2B.  1508 

Tithes 
Qoods    Liable     to    Distraint^     Q.    Mr.    B. 

Farquharson;    A.  The  Pres.   Bd.   Trade 

Feb  2,  1523 
Royal  Commiasion,   Qs.   Mr.   H.    Gardner; 

As.  The   Pres.   Bd.   Trade   Dec    4,    537; 

Jan    26,    1029;    Jan  30,    1396;    Q.  Mr. 

Gardner ;    A.  The  First   Lord  of  Treas. 

Jon  23,  902 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  BecoYery  and  Be- 
demption  Bill 

c.  Notice  of  Motion  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach)  N9v 

25,36 
Ordered ;  Bead  1°  Nov  27,  136 
Bead  2^  Dec  1,  241 
Order  for  Com.  Dec  2,  452 
Com.   Dec  4,   596 ;  Jan  26,   1030 ;  Jan  29, 

1299;  Feb  2,  1532;  Feb  3,  1731 

Titlie  Bent-Charge  Recovery  Bill 
Q.  Sir  J.  Swinburne ;    A.  The  First  Lord  of 
Treas.  Jan  22,  791 ;    Q.  Mr.  B.  Cooke ;  A. 
The  Pres.  Bd.  Trade  Jan  29, 1288 

Tithes  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1°  *  Nov  26,  107 


TOMLINSON,  Mr.  W.  B.  M.,  Preston 
Tithe    Bent-Charge    Becovery    Bill, 
1310 


Com. 


Town  Holdings 
Comini8sion,  Q.  Mr.  Buchanan ;  A.  The  First 
Lord  of  Treas.  Jan  27,  1154 

Town  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1<>  •  Nov  26, 103 

0 

Towns  Improvement  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Bead  1«  »  Feb  3,  1731 

Trade  atid  Commerce  (see  title  Labour, 
Trade^  and  Commerce) 

Trade  and  Navigation 
Betum  ordered  and  presented  Jan  27 1 1157 

Trading  Begistration  Bill 

c.  Ordered }  Bead  V  •  Feb  3, 1631 

Tramways      (Ireland)     Act      (1860) 
Amendment  Bill 

f.  Ordered}  Bead  l^*  Pec  9,  767 
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VAL        WAL 


Tramways  Order  in  Council  (Ireland) 
(Athenry  and  Tuam  Bailway)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1*>  *  Dec  8,  709 
Bead  2f* ;    Com.  • ;    Bead   3*"  *  and  passed 
Dec  9,  770 
/.  Read  1»  *  Jan  22,  786 
Read  2*  and  com.  to  Com.  of  the  whole  House 

Jan  30,  1385 
Com.  *  J  Report  Feb  2,  1504 
Read  3'  *  and  passed  Feb  3,  1614 

Transfer  of  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  Nov  27, 154 
Read  2<>  Dec  2,  452 

Com.  ;  Read  3°  *  and  passed  Dec  4,  622 
I.  Read  1*  •  Dec  5,  641 
Read  2*  *  and  com.  to  Com.  of  the  whole 
Honse ;  Standing  Order  dispensed  with  ; 
Com. ;  Report;  Read  3*  *  and  passed  Dec 
8,685 
c.  Lords  Amendt.  con.  and  agreed  to  Dec  8,  743 
/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Pec  9,  745 
Royal  Assent  Dec  9,  745 

Treasury — First  Lord  (see  Smith,  Right 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial    Secretary    to  (see 
Jackson,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  (see 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 

Treaties  of  Commerce  (see  Colonies) 

Trevelyan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  0.,  Glas- 
goWf  Bridgeton 
Ireland — Land    Tenure    (Arbitration),  Res. 

1496,  1497 
Land  Department  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  718 
Supply — Ireland — Distress,  678 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  2R.  829 

Trust  Companies'  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1°  •  Nov  27,  158  ; 

Trustee  Savings  Bank  BUI 
Q.  Mr.    HoweU ;  A.  The   Ch.   of  Exch.  Jan 
23,  892 

Turkey 
Armenia  (see  that  title) 

United  States  (see  America) 

VniYersity  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1°  *  Nov  26, 105 


Vaccination 
Board) 


(see    Local     Oovemment 


Valuation  (Metropolis)  Act  (see  Metro 
polis) 

Vestrymen's    dnalification    Abolition 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  1°  *  Jan  30,  1404 


Vincent,     Mr.    C.     E.    JE.,    Sheffield^ 
Central 
Alien  Act,  1145 
Colonies,    Self  -  Gk>veroing  —  Commercial 

Arrangements,  &c.  1020,  1027 
International     Industrial     Conference      at 

Madrid,  1526 
Life- Saying  Appliances,  657 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  346,  1147 
Metropolitan  Police — Pay,  &c.  530,  700 
Middlesex  Magistrates,  1616 
Parliamentary  Registration,  535 
Public  Trustee  Bill,  1144 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1616 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  Hnssey,  Swansea,  District 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill,  Com.  1569 

Voluntary     Schools     (Bepresentative 
Management)  Bill 

C.  Ordered}  Readl°  •  Nov  26,  109 

Volunteer  Act  (1863)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  Read  1»  •  Feb  4, 1799 

Voters'  Successive  Occupation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  Read  l^  *  Jan  23,  903 

Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire,  Brigg 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House,   Res. 

179 
Purchase  of  Land  and  Congested  Districts 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  515 
Railway  Servants — Hours  of   Labonr,  Res. 

953 

Wales 

Cardiff  Savings  Bank^   Q.  Mr.    Hoirell;  A. 

The  Ch.  of  Exch.  Jan  26, 1013 
Qwylwyr  Sett  Quarry ,  Qs.  Mr.  Lloyd-Greorge 

As.  The  Sec.  toTreas.  Dec  5,  646;  Jan  27, 

1146 
Llanaher — Alleged  Burial  Scandal,  Qs.  Mr. 

Q.  O.  Morgan,    Mr.  Lloyd- Qeorge  ;  As. 

The  Home  Sec.  Jan  29,  1281 
Police — Chief  Constable  of  Cardiganehire,  Q. 

Mr.  B.  Rowlands  ;  A.  The  Home  Sec.  Dec 

1,  231 ;  Q.  Mr.  S.  T.Evans  ;  A.  The  Home 

Sec.  Dec  4,  522 

Post  Office 
Aberamany     Postmaster    at,    Q.     Mr.    D. 

Thomas  Dec  8,  700 
BlaenllechaPost  Office,  Q.  Mr.  A.  Thomas ; 
A.  The  P.M.  Qem  Dec  8,  696 


